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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 4

KHALIPH, IMAM OR EMIR AL-MU'MININ UMAR 
To Begin with, we remind you that the issues, the people, the history and 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 but 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 emotionally imbalanced by these issues or his mind is eclipsed by his feelings, he should withdraw from discussing these issues altogether.

 

Previously, se spoke about the aftermath of the passing away of Allah's Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) and the power configuration, the power ambition or the power greed that dwelt in the different segments and different places. We spoke as far as we could concerning the way in which Abu Bakr (radi Allahu Anhu) came to fill in that position. We spoke about how the Muslims who had to make the right decision or the decision that would minimize the consequences of an inter-necine conflict among the Muslims themselves and the other major factor being who is going to succeed Allah's Prophet as a leader. And then, without having the successorship to Allah's Prophet a monopoly 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 after two years, by the same token and with the flaws, we said and we have to underline the existence of flaws because not everyone was there in the nominating process, the Muhajirin were excluded, other Muslims were excluded 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. All of the Muslim public, without any exemptions or exclusions, came and they agreed to it. And so, when the second successor was chosen, it was done by a matter of nomination. This was not an ayah from the Qur'an or a hadith from the Prophet, this was an Ijtihad of a person, Abu Bakr exerted his best understanding, and this was in the absence of malice. While he was in his last days. he nominated Umar (radi Allahu anhu) to become the leader of the Muslims or the successor to Allahs Prophet in that position. And then, the following day after Abu Bakr dies, the whole issue was taken once again into the Masjid. This wasn't done behind closed doors, Muslims had all the right in the world to agree or disagree with this. It's not like what happened recently- a King dies in the same land, in Arabia, a ruler dies, and then, who takes over? The Crown Prince! There was no crown prince here and it wasn't a theatrical show. In Arabia recently, it was theatrics, the crown prince had already become the king when his brother died. There was no nomination, there was no take this to the Masjid and open it up to the Muslim public and let them agree or disagree. No! He became the king before they came in with the camera produced scene and shook hands with him saying that we agree to you as our leader. And, how many were they? Who were they? Do you know? Do we know? Even though we are living now, in our days of technology and mass communication, we don't know how many went there and said we agree with you as our leader. Did anyone take the pulse of the Muslims in that land and say how many of you agree and how many of you disagree with him being the ruler of the Makkah and Al-Medinah. No! We don't know, Why? Because, if the truth is going to surface, all the Muslims are going to know that no-one agrees with this person becoming the king or his brother or his sibling or any of that type of family becoming Crown Princes and then becoming automatically Kings. At that time, the issue was taken to the Masjid and the Muslims came in their overwhelming opinion and they endorsed Umar as being the successor to Allah's Prophet. And, bear in mind that people at the time are looking at individuals or persons with the nationalistic or tribalistic vision that today's people use, but he didn't come from the prominent tribe, he wasn't of a prominent national character. So, once again, they were avoiding the power falling into the grips of a family. We have to ask this question again, and we have to answer it again- was he the most qualified person around to assume that position? Many Muslims 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 Alladhina Aamanu and they gave their bai'ah to the second successor to Allah's Prophet. This was done in the absence of someone trying to concoct a conspiracy here. That was not the case, there was no conspiracy and he became the ultimate decision maker of the Muslims.
 

What are some of the indications that we have, from reviewing some of the literature on this time period of Islamic rule that would indicate to us that he tried his best to fulfill his obligations and responsibilities in that position? The first statement he says and it echos the statement of his predecessor is "Now, I have become your ruler and I do so in the hope of fulfilling your legitimate expectations to implement the word of Allah and the precedent of His Prophet." This may be a more or less a confession that he may not be the best person for this position, but now that he is put into it, he's going to do his best to live up to the popular expectation. When we review some of the details of his life, we find, given his character, this was a very impulsive character, but impulsive on the side of the conscience- whatever he thought was the absolute conclusion of his conscience, he would do. He would do all of this, not in the absence of a shura process, but in the concentration of a shura process. This person is known to have consulted and asked the opinion of almost everyone or every segment in society, not only in the Masjid where that was the sunnah of Allah's Prophet, but now he also instructed that shura be an integral part of the Hajj. At the time of Hajj, when the governors and the citizens of the Muslim domain would come to Makkah, he would bring them together. Now, imagine if this was happening today? They'll tell you this is a bid'a. What are you doing? Are you telling Muslim rulers to be held responsible in front of Muslim constituents? This was exactly what was being done during this time and during this reign. Umar would tell the Waalis, the Governors, "You are going to be held responsible in front of the Muslim public at the Hajj."  So if anyone had a complaint or a criticism against these governors, it was done in front of the masses of Muslim people. This was an institution of Islamic life that everyone agreed to. There was no objection to this as far as we know. What happened to it? Just step out of history for a moment, today, we have rulers who go to Makkah for the Hajj and you have you and me, (the average Muslim) who goes to Makkah for the Hajj, can we meet there and ask our rulers why are you doing this or that? Can you explain to me certain types of policies? Can you give us the reasons why we no longer have our resources belonging to us? No! They will do as much as possible now-a-days to have it impossible for those who rule to look into the face of those who are being ruled. There were instances that indicated that this person and we emphasize, re-iterate and underline the fact of an absence of malice on his behalf and on behalf of his predecessor in the administration of Muslim affairs. He would go to be with the Muslim people. On one occasion, he told one of his colleagues "Let's go and see for our ownselves what is happening to real people in the real world." So, one evening he takes off and he begins walking the streets. Its dark and he wanted to give the impression that he's incognito, so that no-one would know, so he covered part of his face. He was just there among the people, and he came across a mother, a lady who had some children around who were crying. So, he asked for permission to speak to her, and she says "Yes", and she says "I'm trying to put my children to sleep." Imagine, where are todays rulers who are doing these things? He said, "Why, what's wrong? Can't they go to sleep"? She said, well "I'm just boiling water for them to make them believe that I'm preparing some food for them, but Ii don't have any food." He asked "Why don't you have any food?" She said "Because the ruler Umar has only given a portion of the budget for children who are weaned away from the mothers chest and I have a couple of children who are not yet weaned away, therefore I am falling short on being able to give them food." So, he goes, with his colleague and he says "Why isn't there food for this lady?" And he goes to the place where there is food and he puts the bundle of flour on his shoulder or back and he goes back to the lady and then he says, "Let me help you cook this thing." She didn't know who the guy was and then he comes back, he tells his friend "We haven't done what is right." This was a state of social justice. Everyone had something out of the Islamic budget, but he realized that breast-feeding children didn't have anything. Almost everyone else had something that they could rely upon except these poor children, these babies. He said "We also have to enter them into our treasury account and make an allotment for them." 

 

He was harsh? Yes- desert people are harsh, and he was one of these people who was a harsh desert individual. It was brought to his attention- "Your son got drunk". Remember, Umar himself was a drunkard before Islam, he was a very heavy drinker, but when his conscience was convinced that it was wrong, not one drop touched his lips, then when they come and tell him "Your son, Abdur Rahman, had some alcohol, he got drunk." He tells his son "Come here son, did you drink and get drunk?" He says "Yes father, I did." Umar says "Come here, let me apply the Hadd to you." Then, he takes the whip and he lashes his own son. Now, it is said that a month later, and this is also almost a consensual issue in the literature, his son dies. Whether that death is attributable to the harsh whipping he got from his father or whether it is attributable to something else, only Allah knows, but there are different versions in history that speak about this event. This was a person who was centered around justice. 
As we said, this person was a peoples person, he was among the people, you would see him where people are. He comes across an old man who is virtually blind. This man couldn't find his way around. Umar asked him "What's wrong? It seems like you're in dire straits, your condition is a very heavy one and there's a load on you, how can we help you? What's going on here?" (More or less- we're trying to paraphrase for you the words that were exchanged.) He said, "Well, when I was a younger person, I used to pay my jizyah, my financial dues." It turns out that this person was an old yahudi person living in Al-Medinah. "But, when I got old, there was no-one to care for me." So, this same ruler of the Muslims, who heard this complaint directly from this man, once again, (you have to understand that this was a state that was highly concentrated with finances, this was at a time when the Muslims had exponential wealth compared to what they had before), he comes back to lets say his office, (not much of an office, but you can visualize what it was at the time), and he tells the people around him "We have not been fair. You don't take away resources from people when they are healthy and neglect them in their old age. We should have a portion of this treasury going to the elders, or the seniors, something like welfare or social security should be given to them." A person who tried to do his best to live according to the principles of justice.

 

Another incident, a Christian religious figure became a Muslim, and one time, he was going around the Ka'ba and an ordinary person, a commoner, an average Muslim steps on this elite persons robe and after a harsh exchange, this commoner says "Who are you to be insulting me like this? I want to take corrective actions against you." And this little simple affair was referred to Umar and he says "This person accidentally stepped on your robe- what's your problem?" So he said "But can't you see, he's an average person? Don't you know who I am?!"  Umar says "I know exactly who you are. But you don't have any right to take any type of reactive measures against a person who did not harm you with intent. There was no injury, virtually nothing happened to you, so what's your problem?" So, this person couldn't take it, he renounced his Islam and he left, he joined his co-religionists in the North. Is this not an example of a person who is concerned with Justice? 

 

He goes on one of his trips to the North, to Al-Quds, when he enters Al-Quds, he speaks to the Arch-Bishop in Jerusalem or whatever his rank was- and after that, the Arch-Bishop tells him "You may pray in the Church here, (the Church of the Holy Sepulcre, the Holiest Church in Christianity)."  He says "No, I'm not going to pray here." He asks "Why?" Umar replys "Because if I pray here, the Muslims in coming generations are going to consider this place a Masjid, they will claim it and you will not have your church."  So, he refused to pray there, because he was looking at issues as far and as broad as he could understand them.

 

A military Commander such as Khalid ibn Al-Walid, with all the medals and decorations and honors that he had, when Umar saw that- Wait a minute, you're stepping out of step here, you're taking matters into your own hands, he said "You are relieved of your responsibilities." Is this not a man who is concerned with Justice? 

 

He gives the governorship of Kufa to Ammaar ibn Yaaser, knowing who Ammaar is, and probably with an insight to the future and what's going to happen, and he gives him what we call today a salary, and Ammaars salary is more than Umar's salary.

 

The Muslims had six months of drought or famine during his years in office and he refused to eat anything that an ordinary Muslim could not eat. He had, for six months, olive oil with bread (or whatever passed as bread). Is this a person who is withdrawn from the public? Who is living in an Ivory Tower who is behind some type of conspiracy? Or who has bad intentions against the Muslim public? No! We should try to expel this notion from our midst. But we have to return and say once again, with all of that and with much more details than that, during his time, the judiciary was independent of the legislature or the executor. If he got into a dispute with someone else, he would go to Ali and tell him "Look into this affair and try to solve it." and if Ali was not around he would say "Now, we have an issue and we don't have Ali to solve it for us."  A person who spoke his conscience, who acted his conscience in whichever personality that may have been is not a person that we should be thinking about and saying as some people say- either they are misinformed or they are on a sectarian limb- they come and say "Should we condemn Abu Bakr and Umar in public?"  Condemn them for what! So that means what?- you have all the freedom to go into your closed rooms and the privacy of your lives and condemn them there? This is not going to be very helpful, neither for the person who is involved in this type of thinking nor in the society that has these types of people in it. There were disagreements on the basis of Ijtihaad. Umars disagreements with the people around him concerning the issue of the armies when they go out and liberate different lands and territories. The majority opinion of those around him was "That these liberated areas should belong to the people, the troops, those who are sacrificing and struggling," and his opinion was "No! For how long is this going to go on? And then you may have a class of people emerging here. Imagine troops becoming rich." He couldn't see it that way, but he was not selfish to say "Oh, I can't see this the way everyone else sees it so I'm sticking to my opinion." No! When he saw that everyone around him looked at this issue with a difference to him, he agreed with them. He quoted an ayah, they quoted an ayah, but when he realized that when they quoted their reference in the Qur'an and they had a point, he conceded. This wasn't a man with an ego. He ruled as best as he could and then he passed on, which will take us to, with Allah's help and with your endurance, another chapter and another movement of Muslims that becomes more critical and more sensitive than the one we are looking at. It was this leader of the Muslims who learnt from Allah's Prophet who tells you and me when he sees a person in the Masjid trying to put on an air of religiosity- A person comes to the Masjid and begins praying up and down and up and down and hours and hours and days and days. Someone asks "Who's this person here? Who takes care of his family? Who pays his bills? (Of course these are not the words, but this was the type of inquiry that was going on at that time). The people who knew this person said "Well, his relatives, his friends, and his neighbors take care of his affairs." Umar goes up to this person who puts on this image of religiosity and says to him, after striking him, "Don't kill us with your religiosity, may Allah cause you to perish!" Just listen to this. Where are todays verbal and verbatim religious people taking issue with this and saying "what are you saying- Umar? He said on another occasion, when you take a look at a person, "Never, never look at his prayers and his fasting, look at: When he speaks, is he going to honor what he says? If he promises or commits himself to something is he going to deliver on his commitment? If he has an impulse of doing something that is wrong, is he going to check himself?" Look at that, what's happening today? If he was among todays religiosity types of Muslims, they'd probably say "Well, Umar has left Islam, he doesn't understand this deen any longer!"

 

Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims...

If we just were to understand the standards of that time, and how some people who were the product of the struggle of Allah's Prophet were trying to honor their Ahad and their Mithaq, their contractual obligations with Allah and then we take a look at what's happening today. You see, this type of information has been withdrawn from the Muslim public mind, and now, the people who feel that the Muslims are not enslaved enough as they should be are trying to go after the books and the education system that may still have this information buried deep down inside of it and take it out of public circulation. We're not going to have this information anymore and we will go ahead and clobber ourselves to virtual elimination because we don't have what it takes to re-construct these facts and work ourselves forward in challenging times like this. As you have just heard, Umars son just drank enough to get drunk and he faced the punishment and the consequences. Look at today, how many people, especially in the Arabian Peninsula, the same place that we're talking about, go about drinking until they die! There is one source of information that says "in the Arabian Peninsula, there are 250,000 prostitutes." Now, not to take a look at the political deficiency, look at the morals! Many Muslims take pride in their moral character. What are 250,000 prostitutes doing in the land of the Qur'an, the Prophet, Al-Wahy and Al-Islam? Most of them in Dubai and the areas to the East of the Arabian Peninsula, coming from Eastern Europe and Russia, in five-star and four-star hotels all over the place. Is this the type of Islam that we understand? But this is what happens when you take away this vital information from Muslims, they begin to accommodate anything. They can wind up asking scholars for fatwas that "Is Az-Zina halaal?" If things keep on going like this, they will go to these scholars and say "Tell us, is Az-Zina halaal?" They rationalize usury, they give you broad religious explanations for Riba being halaal. Where are we going with this? But, you see, it's up to you and it's up to me, as long as our minds are void, they'll move in and fill the vacuum with all the falsities, the falsifications and falsehood that they have. In front of our own eyes, a King comes and a King goes, does anyone speak to them about Freedom of Conscience? Can anyone speak to them about Shura? Can anyone speak to them about Justice, Equity and fairness? You can't say that- Why? Because they've taken those words out of your thinking mind. We hope that we can contribute with this information as much as possible to barring these people who are fishing for war and tension from our personal lives and from our social and geographic areas.

