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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 Sister of Imaan, Allah’s assurance and confidence in Allah....
 
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm (27-04-2007)
UTHMAN’S (R) ERRORS
We will continue with the provisions and privileges that come with being in the company of Allah and His Prophet. We will go ahead and open up the areas that have been off limits to the Muslim public for a very very long time. We don’t do this to try to stir dissension and we don’t say what we are saying to divide the Muslims; rather, to the contrary, we express ourselves on our own history that belongs to our own civilization for the purpose of bringing us together after a period of mental lapsity. Brothers and sisters, in the past khutbahs, for some time, we have been concentrating on the change in direction that happened during the leadership of Uthman (radi Allahu anhu) after the Prophet. We understand that the average Muslim does not have enough information about what developed around those years- we’re talking about around 12 years when Uthman ruled, but it does us no good to contribute to the lack of knowledge of the average Muslim by staying silent concerning some of these defining issues that have extended themselves into our time. The reason why many Muslims today don’t speak about political tyranny, economic dislocations or discrimination among people is because they have been silenced for all of these years from talking about them. Either they imposed on themselves this silence or it was imposed on them by the establishments of those times and we don’t see any reason why this silence should continue and we say this with the backdrop of those who trying to inflame sectarian sensitivities that are built into our traditions- not into our Islam- that we have inherited from the backgrounds that we come from. So, in order for us to do this, we are going to have to go to the source and this is what we have been doing in the past week and months and this is what we will continue to be doing in the coming weeks and months- Allah permitting. 
When we take a closer look at the administration or the government of Uthman, we realize that in two areas there were serious errors. We have to underline the fact that these errors were not meant as some type of larger plan to bring down the integrity of Islamic governance- this has to be stated forthright and forthwith. Nevertheless, we realize that these are errors. What are we talking about? The two issues that we are talking about is what is known in the original sources as At-tawliya wa Azl. When Uthman would assign political posts or diplomatic positions or officers of decision making, he would assign them to those who don’t qualify and then, when it came time to relieve the unqualified personnel from their duties, he was reluctant to do so. As quick as he was in placing disqualified personnel in their positions, he was very reluctant to take them out of those positions. That being said, we take a look at some particulars- we may have covered some of this previously, right now, we’re trying to put it all together. We mentioned that at that time and in the world of that day, the major areas of Islam that was occupying the Muslim mind and demanding the Muslim effort were Al-Kufa, Al-Basrah, Ash-Shaam and Misr. For those who can’t follow this geography, it is what is called today Iraq, the Levant or Greater Syria and Egypt or Northern Africa. In the years that preceded Uthman, there were in both Kufa and Al-Basrah senior companions of the Prophet who were the governors of these areas. In Al-Kufa and Al-Basrah, we had Saad ibn Abi Waqqas (radi Allahu anhu) and Abu Musa Al-Ash’ari consecutively. When Uthman came, he decided to fill in these positions with two individuals. One of them, who took over from Abu Musa Al-Ash’ari in Al-Basrah, was Abdullah ibn Aamir. Abdullah ibn Aamir wasn’t even 25 years old. He was young, he had no previous experience (so to speak), he didn’t participate in the campaigns, struggles and sacrifices that Abu Musa Al-Ash’ari and Saad ibn Abi Waqqas belonged to. So, the 1st error that we are looking at here- we say this is an error which up until now, the general Muslim mind has not come out and expressed in this way, saying “it is an error”- and mind you, because we, the general Muslims have not been able to point to these historical errors, we are incapable of pointing today to similar if not more faulty contemporary errors. Then, in Al-Kufa, Uthman appointed Al-Waleed ibn Uqbah. This person, under popular pressure was later on relieved of his responsibility. But, we had a dynamic at work here, and this dynamic says that Uthman couldn’t tell the future of things, but he did not know who these characters are. Al-Waleed ibn Uqbah was, by the ayaat of the Qur’an called or specified as a faasiq and we don’t think that Uthman was absent minded concerning this fact. So, the question is “why put someone that Allah from the epitome of wisdom has defined as a faasiq? (That’s number one- number two is) the person who was to replace Amr ibn Al-Aas in Egypt, by Uthman (this is another order by Uthman) that you are relieved of your position and instead of you, I’m sending Abdullah ibn Abi Sarh to replace you. Why? We can ask this question, but before we ask this question and before we push it, who is Abdullah ibn Abi Sarh? Just to get a better feeling of what we are talking about here–who is Abdullah ibn Abi Sarh? We can’t cover all of this person’s life, it’s scattered all around the books, but we can go back to the ayaat of the Qur’an. For those of you who are keen on following up on this, you go to Surat Al-Anaam, ayah number 93- the ayah says or means something like this
who could be more false then he who fabricates things about Allah and says that he is receiving revelation and says that I will bestow upon you the equivalent of the revelation that you are receiving and if you could but see these who have wronged themselves when they are in the throes of death and the angels have their hands extended to them saying come out of life for you will encounter the agony of humiliation, that is because of your fabrications and the arrogant manner in which you parted away from Allah (Surah Al-An’aam verse 93)
This is the rough meaning of this ayah. Now, if we review some of the information about this ayah we find that it was revealed in those who claim that they were Prophets during the Prophets time. A person by the name of Musailama Al Kadhdhaab and the sentence in this ayah says who could be more false then he who fabricates things about Allah and says that he is receiving revelation is in reference to Abdillah ibn Abi Sarh or Surh, the one that Uthman appointed as the governor of Egypt. The sentence says who could be more false then he who says and I will bestow upon you the equivalent of the revelation that is coming to you ie. from Muhammad. How did this happen? ibn Abi Sarh was a scribe, he used to write the ayaat of the Qur’an as they were dictated by the Prophet. Now listen to this brothers and sisters because this information is relevant to what we are speaking in Uthman’s time. When the Prophet had received ayaat from Surat Al-Mu’meenun, these ayaat had be disclosed by Allah to His Prophet and this person who we are talking about who Uthman places in the future as the governor of Egypt was writing these ayaat and then -listen to this brothers and sisters- when he got to thumma ansha’nahu khalqan aakhar, he wrote the ayah thumma ansha’nahu khalqan aakhar and then, at this point, this scribe or writer said fatabarakAllahu Ahsanul Khaliqin. And then the Prophet said that is exactly the ayah that comes. This person had just said it as a matter of eloquent diction that came to his mind- a few words that coincidently were the following ayah that the Prophet himself did not express to him. So the Prophet said write it down. Then the person thought to himself “well if the Prophet is telling me to write my own words, then I must have a share of this revelation.” After the Prophet of Allah after having him write down these ayaat heard of what this person had said. Then this ayah in Surah Al-An’aam was revealed to expose him and he fled and joined the mushrikeen. Remember, this was a person who was writing the Wahi and after these developments occurred in the presences of Allah’s Prophet and obviously the senior sahaba (radi Allahu anhu) and those who were struggling the Prophet and who have lived through the thick and thin of Makkah and Al-Madinah are exposed to the real character of this person. He goes and he joins the Mushriks and then later on he makes a come back to the Muslims and then, all of a sudden, Uthman gives him the responsibility of ruling over Egypt. Now- brothers and sisters- this doesn’t take a wizard to figure out. This is an obvious misappropriation of responsibilities. You don’t give a person like that this type of responsibility. So what do you do? Uthman made an error- a serious mistake- what do we do? Do we make believe and pretend that none of that happened? This is something that goes into our making. This is our history and these are our personalities- what do we do? Do we make believe that none of that happened as is the case with todays regular and normal Muslim? They don’t believe it! None of this happened! Don’t remind us of it! Don’t mention it. NO! This is the wrong attitude and there are other Muslims that may know some of these facts they try and use them to score points against other Muslims- that’s not the correct attitude, that’s not the way to behave with knowledge. So, he was appointed there. When Uthman appointed Al Waleed ibn Uqbah as (let’s call it) the governor of Al-Kufa. Al-Waleed himself was tried by Umar (radi Allahu anhu). Umar, before Uthman gave Al-Waleed a position to collect the taxes of Taghleed which is a population center in the North of Arabia. Umar found out that this person was not reliable and he immediately fired him. This was done in the life and under the attention of Uthman. We can’t learn- but jumping over these facts he went ahead and gave these positions to these types of people which generated a popular resentment. People began to blame Uthman for these decisions. Were there errors? Yes, they were errors. Did the people have the right to take issue with Uthman because of these errors? Here is were we have a split of Islamic personality. Some Muslims will come and say to you “No. Even though Uthman did these errors, but he did these errors in a position of authority that gave him the right to do these errors as an ijtihaad; he didn’t deliberately commit these types of errors.” In the words of the fuqaha in the books that we refer to, they say the imam- because Uthman was the leader he was Imam- can meet out or assign punishments and penalties according to his ijtihaad- that is his right, lil Imam haqqu Ta’zeer. So, he was doing this in his capacity as the leader of the Muslims. This would be some what acceptable if it was done in the right manner but, when we review the statements, the position and the political psychology (so to speak) of Uthman, we find that there is something wanting about him and that is that he considered it his duty in that position not to relinquish that office or post. In one of the statements or in another version of this same meaning (there are different riwayaat and versions to this but the meaning is basically one meaning) Uthman is saying it is more to my pleasure if I were to present my neck and have it severed or cut or it’s better or I would prefer for someone to cut my neck than for me to undress myself from this position of Khilaafah or Imamah that I am in. Brothers and sisters we don’t want to go very fast here. Let’s take this in good time- we don’t want to put words in the mouth of this 3rd successor to the Prophet, these are his own words, but his own words can be referenced in the book of Allah and in the life of the Prophet. Where do we find that the position of the successor to the Prophet is appointed by Allah? Is there an ayah or hadith that tells us that Uthman is the Khalifah or Imam of the Muslims? There isn’t. So why did he come and say that he is not going to take off a garment that has been placed on him by Allah? Where did he get this from? Asking this question is not blasphemy. We have some people- way out there in the dark corners of the Islamic traditions- who will say “just by posing this question you are expressing blasphemy.” We say “No! this is not blasphemy by trying to understand our leaders in light of what Allah and His Prophet have said to us. If this was blasphemy then those who objected to Uthman were blasphemers.” And no one said that. When Abdullah ibn Mas’ud (radi Allahu anhu), who was the treasurer in Southern Iraq, disagreed with Uthman and he took his disagreement into the public arena, no one said he is a blasphemer or he is a kaafir. Abdullah ibn Al-Arqam (radi Allahu anhu) who was something like the treasurer of the Muslims in Al-Madinah, (let us put it this way) when Uthman came to dip into treasury of the Muslims and began giving Al Hakm, his uncle, and the sons of Al Hakm, his cousins, some money- the treasurer of Al-Madinah opposed this. He said I’m not going to do this. He said you do it because that is your responsibility. He said I resign. This was another committed Muslim that disagreed with Uthman. We can disagree with a leader and not be called kaafirs. Both Ammar ibn Yaasir and ibn Mas’ud (radi Allahu anhuma) were assaulted physically because they disagreed with Uthman. The physical assault in Ammar ibn Yaasir resulted in being herniated. The assault on ibn Mas’ud was done in the Masjid. Remember when we had vital Masajid- when we had a Masjid in which Uthman could speak his mind and those who disagreed with him also could speak their mind- ibn Mas’ud was assaulted physically, locked up, taken out of the Masjid and have his ribs either fractured or broken. Was Uthman right in assuming that this position of his is a God given position or did he come into this position because the Muslim will moved him into that position? This is a question no one wants to speak about because it begins to make us think about those who are in these positions today. Are they there because it is a divine decree or are they there because the Muslims are supposed to motion them in to become the leaders of the Muslims. When some Muslims came up to Uthman and expressed their disagreement with this attitude with the Muslim treasury how come- remember brothers and sisters to try to do fairness to this subject, before Uthman was the Khalifah of the Muslims he was in the time of Allah’s Prophet a very generous man. No one can argue this if you are reading history objectively  and without prejudice, you recognize that he used to give. On another occasion he bought a bi’r called bi’r Ruma for the Muslims- a spring of water; on another occasion, he bought land for the Masjid so that it could be expanded; on another occasion he himself took care of all of the Muslim military that went to Tabuk the final campaign that the Prophet attended against the Northern threat. The person who virtually financed that campaign was Uthman, and may Allah accept this act of generosity in supporting the Muslims- these are facts, but when you become the head of the Muslims, you cannot extend that generosity and say that you can do with Islamic money what you want. Your own money- you do with it what you want, but you can’t come to the public welfare or treasury and say now I am going to take out of this money whatever the need is for it- which he said. These are Uthman’s own words, he says we’re going to take from the money that was generated through the military campaigns of the Muslims- that’s called al-fai- even though some people are not going to like it. You can’t do that. As a Muslim who’s responsible to your own constituents, you have to be transparent. Umar and Abu Bakr (radi Allahu anhuma) were transparent- ofcourse, they didn’t have that much money like Uthman- no where near it- but even if they did, they wouldn’t have done something like that. Let’s take an example of Umar who came before Uthmaan… Malikat Ar-Rum, the Queen of Byzantium, sent Umar’s wife a precious bracelet and Umar, upon receiving this which came through (let’s say) the Islamic postal system (that’s how we can express how they used to deliver things in those days) he asked her where is this from? How did you get something like this? She said I sent something, one of these Arabian artifacts to her and this is what she sent back. Umar said I’m going to call a public meeting (these public meetings are long gone from these Masajid; they used to have an adhaan, a person would amplify the word as-salaalatu jamiah and then when Muslims would hear this they would go to the Masjid and expect a public issue that’s going to be discussed here) so on this occasion Umar came to the Masjid and said Muslims! this is a bracelet that came from the queen of Byzantium to my wife, what should I do what should be done with it? And Muslim public opinion, after understanding what all of this was about said well let her have it. He said No! I find in my heart a reluctance to do so. I will give whatever value she sent to that queen to my wife and this I’ll put in the Islamic treasury. Compare and contrast that character and understanding and the one with Uthman  who was literally just taking out this Muslim money and giving it to whomever he wants and majority of whomever he wants turned out to be Banu Umayyah and Banu Abi Mueet. And then people come to Uthman- people just like you, the average Muslim watching all of this around and say how do you do something like this? Explain to us. Remember, Uthman, to assume this position said I am going to honor the Sunnah of the Prophet and the two Sheikhs that followed him and here he is not honoring this. So the people want answers. And remember, he was there to answer them; he wasn’t hiding, he didn’t have a media system trying to cover up for him. Look at all these scandals that happen around us- all of that wasn’t around. These were potential or scandals in the making but he was there to answer them. Answer us- how do you explain this? And these are Uthman’s words, once again, verily Ab​u Bakr and Umar committed wrong to themselves and to their family and folks as a matter of approaching Allah and I am honoring my family and folks as a matter of approaching Allah. He said this Sulat Ar-Rahim- this is how he explained it, thought about and rationalized it- I am doing as a matter of moving near to Allah. Brothers and sisters committed Muslims, these are some of the facts that are part of ourselves. Pointing out these facts cannot make any Muslim say I have nothing to do with Uthman. What do you mean “You have nothing to do with Uthman?!” Whether you agree or disagree with him, you are part of that history. You can’t come and say “Oh- I have nothing to do with it.” Who benefits from our ignorance of this history and our unwillingness to open up this history and figure out what went wrong and what went right? It’s about time we did this, and we can do it if we feel our relationship with Allah and His Prophet is strong enough to do it and we have faith in Allah and confidence in our knowledge of His Prophet and we can do this without misfiring against ourselves.
Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims…

This history that we are considering is not irrelevant from the real world around us today. Think for a moment- how do people who usurp power want you and me to act and behave towards them? If we are looking at a handful of serious mistakes by the 3rd successor to Allah’s Prophet and if we wanted to take a look at the rulers around us today, we have an ocean of errors and mistakes around us today that are much more serious than the mistakes that we are considering way back then. Obviously, those who have power and money don’t want us to look at them, so they close this whole issue for 1,400 years or so. Lock it up! Don’t have people look at it! Don’t let people consider it! Why? Because they will lose their positions. They don’t have any problems with traditions. These delicate and sometimes foul lying issues can become traditions. There are some people who celebrate Karbala and Aa’shura once a year- “yeh, we can do with them, we’ve been doing with them for 1,400 years. They go to their own Masajid and Husseiniyaat and they have a few acadenics here and there- Ah, they just have a class that they present these issues to, we can deal with that”, but for this infomation to become the possession of 1,5 or 2billion Muslims of the world…that is scary. Don’t let that happen! This is what we see today. If you want to put this information in the context of a tradition, you have all the freedom to do that. If you want to lock this issue up only among academics, feel free to do that, but if you want this information to take hold among the average human being in this world- who is entitled to it- especially if he or she considers themselves a Muslim, then know that that is terrorism- mental, intellectual and ideological terrorism- you are not permitted to do such a thing. And, they have all of these laws go into effect, and you can see that if you can see all of these issues correctly.
