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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 on as Siraat Al Mustaqeem…
Audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm (10-10-2008)
TOWARDS UNDERSTANDING ISLAM PART 3
As much as we have tried our best to dispel or pre-empt notions, feelings and thoughts of division, these trends that seek to separate Muslims from each other seem to be at work at it once again. In other words, this whole basket of issues roughly referred to as Sunni/Shi’i sectarianism just doesn’t go away. We alerted you a few weeks ago that there is a behind the scenes tension behind the scenes between scholars that come from Sunni/Shi’i backgrounds. We regret to say that as much as we hoped that this issue could drift away, simmer down or somehow come under control, but it seems like (that’s not about to happen any time soon. You are on the cutting edge of information, (so to speak), we try to say what other khutaba’ and speakers from the Mimbar don’t want to say- that’s one of the problems that we have. Some people don’t want information to spread, especially information that comes to the well being and progress of Muslims. We are not the types who like to dig up issues- we think that consolidating ourselves on the basics that unite us and exposing the common enemy that is shedding our blood regardless of who we are- when these enemies prepare and launch wars against us, they have no more respect for a Sunni than a Shi’i or no more respect for a Shi’i than a Sunni. To them, we are all Muslims, but there are some individuals within our own house of Islam who either do not have a sense of where we are in today’s world, or they miscalculate what they say within these sensitive times and they begin to open up, (what we may call), “a can of worms” when they say what they say concerning the other Muslim. Let us say that in this type of tension and conflict which may 1st begin as some statements and then, the positions begin to solidify on both sides, and when the psychology is set on a confrontation course, then we are all the victims. If we can learn something from history, that (would be that), in this type of conflict, no one wins. We don’t care how you read history and we don’t care what types of books you go to, these types of conflicts- whether they were 1,400 years ago, or whether they are today- no one wins. So, let us try to get to the bottom and have a sense or feeling for the area in which these types of issues germinate or for the soil that is fertile for these types of issues to cause what the kuffaar and the Mushrikin want them to cause with our hand in it. 

This issue that is called the Sunni/Shi’i misunderstanding or irreconcilability or sectarianism begins with what I’m going to bring to your attention from Islamic sources, references and history. You (can) follow and try to have your conscious/mindful/Qur’anic/Islamic self be the judge of the trivialities and small stones out of which they are trying to make mountains. It is said that there is a notion among some Muslims, (we’re sorry- brothers and sisters- that we have to collapse into this level of common thoughts and psychologies that we have), they quote this as being a hadith from the Prophet- they say that the Prophet said- this is a hadith that if you go to Sahih Al Bukhari, (remember, we are beginning to clean house in our ownselves), you will find that some of the Sahaba (radi Allahu anhum) said that the Prophet said that the deceased person, i.e. a person who has just died and is being buried or has just been buried in the cemetery is going to be tormented because of his folks crying for him or her. We kid you not; we’re not trying to forge issues- this is what some Muslims consider to be a defining issue. (If) you have someone in your family who dies or passes away and there’s a funeral and you take that body and bury it in the cemetery, and of course, that person has a family and people who knew him or her very well, and as a matter of that intimacy that is lost, people cry. So, we have some hadith somewhere saying to some Muslims that you’re not supposed to cry when someone who is dear to you dies or passes away. When we begin to express ideas like this, there’s another part of the Muslim mind that somehow feels it has to take revenge or it wants to make a statement that Sahih Al Bukhari “has to be trashed.” That is wrong and not accurate; that comes from some psychological disease that entered into the Muslim body somewhere in Islamic history and was not present in the time of Allah’s Prophet. We refer ourselves to the time of Allah’s Prophet, not to a time particular time of disease in Islamic history. So, with a disease free heart and mind, looking at the information that we have had for over 13 centuries, you find this hadith, and then, we are told in the same book that Aa’isha, Ummu Al Mu’mineen (radi Allahu anha), was approached. Some people were concerned and they came to her and said did you actually hear the Prophet say the deceased person, i.e. a person who has just died and is being buried or has just been buried in the cemetery is going to be tormented because of his folks crying for him or her? She said no. No. That was not what he said. This is what he said Allah will increase the torment of a kaafir with the crying of his folks for him. There’s a significant difference here; there’s almost a world of difference here! You can understand the difference- if a Muslim dies, the Prophet is not saying you can’t cry for a dear Muslim that has just passed away, he’s saying when a kaafir dies and his own folks express their emotions towards him, those expressed emotions towards a kaafir are going to be a form of suffering for him. What a world of difference!? How did all of this issue become an issue to define who a Muslim is or is not? When we have some of our zealous types who come and say “look at these Muslims- they’re not supposed to be crying for the deceased.” Where did they get that from? We happen to be a crowd of people who are not versed in our own literature and we are not steeped in our own fiqh and therefore we have these broad statements, generalizations, accusations and judgments by some Muslims against other Muslims on this particular issue. This type of issue becomes a building block for trouble makers within the Muslim house who want to divide Muslims and trouble makers from outside the Muslim house who are dreaming of the day when Muslims can be consumed by these types of issues. Besides, for anyone who says “I’m going to accept what Aa’isha says and not what the Sahaba said or I’m going to accept what the Sahaba said and not what Aa’isha said” and create confusion, Allah says in an ayah 
There’s not going to be an individual who’s going to be burdened with the sins or mistakes of someone else
So, why do we have mouth-pieces in our time who are trying to make these types of issues defining issues?
We go to another issue, (this is also for those of you who are keen on referring to the books of the Sahih hadiths, in Al Bukhari, we have a narrative that speaks about at tayammum. We know what at tayammum is. We have an encounter between two individuals from the Prophet’s generation- Abdulla ibn Mas’ud and Abul Musa Al Ash’ari (radi Allahu anhuma). Abul Musa Al Ash’ari asks Abdullah ibn Mas’ud let’s assume that a Muslim doesn’t find water to perform wudhu for one full month- what do we do; (these are assumptions that fuqaha’ make- there’s nothing wrong with assuming something). ibn Mas’ud’s response to him was  if he can’t find water, then he doesn’t pray. Then, Abul Musa Al Ash’ari responds to him and says well- what do you think about the hadith of the Prophet to Ammaar in which he says “if you don’t find water, you place/strike your hand on a non polluted surface of the Earth or on top soil, and this is what you do (and the Prophet went through the motions of rubbing his hand over the other- 1st the right over the left and then over his face. He said that’s what you do when you don’t find water. We don’t know exactly the details of this encounter that becomes to Muslims later on an issue that is going to define how Islamic you are or are not. But, there’s an ayah in the Qur’an that settles this; Allah, in His words settles this 

… then take to the pure Earth… (Surah An Nisa’ verse 43)
These other issues, (that did occur and there were questions later on), “OK- what if there is ice water and the person is going to be harmed if he takes wudhu in ice water? Can we take that as the presence of water?” There’s give-and-take on that issue. So what?! If a person in the  presence of ice water makes tayammum and another person makes wudhu, who are we to judge the sincerity, devotion and obedience of these two Muslims who are trying to follow what Allah and His Prophet say?! But, this is another issue that we have to live with- not live under. We have to outgrow these types of issues.

There’s another occasion, (this is also in the books of As Sihaah, in Sahih Al Bukhari- for those of you who may have some 2nd thoughts, we re-iterate, the book of Sahih Al Bukhari is a book of Sahih Hadiths, but that doesn’t mean that in the book there are not hadiths that are not compatible with what we understand Allah and His Prophet to have said), in a certain narrative, it says that some people were praying As Salaah Ad Duh’ha in the Masjid, (it’s a known and a given among all Muslims that there’s something called As Salaah Ad Duh’ha- a salaah that’s performed maybe an hour or two after sunrise), then, they asked Abdullah ibn Umar (radi Allahu anhu), what is this? Brothers and sisters, this is his word-he says this is a bid’ah. We know that to be incorrect; so, if we say “one of the sahaba of Allah’s Prophet made a mistake?” Does that mean that we have taken away from his virtues? No! We’re all human beings and stand to be corrected. He said something like that- he made a mistake. Why is that going to create misunderstanding among us? Why is that going to make me a “pro or anti Sunni/Shi’i person?” Why is that going to bring a civil (in which) “I’m going to kill that person because he’s name is Ali/Hussein/Zahra’ or I’m going to kill that person because his name is Umar/Uthman/Aa’ishah?” ibn Umar, himself seid, (as is in the Sahih books that we have), the Prophet went on Umra four times and one of those times was in Rajab. Some curious Muslims came to Aa’ishah again, and they asked her did Prophet go on Umra four times and one of those times was in Rajab? She said he never went on Umra in Rajab. OK- so that’s a disagreement between Aa’ishah and ibn Umar- what do you and I and we all have to do with it?! Is this going to create some type of tension and animosity among us? Come-on Muslims- let us grow!
There’s not going to be an individual who’s going to be burdened with the sins or mistakes of someone else
(Even though this was mentioned once before, we’ll mention it again), in Sahih Muslim, it’s mentioned that the father of Allah’s Prophet will be tormented in the fire. We don’t know of any hadith that the Prophet himself mentioned my father is going to be in the fire. The people who make this type of statement say “the Prophet’s father was a Mushrik and the Mushrikeen are going to be in the fire.” The ayah in the Qur’an says 

And We, (in reference to Allah), will not torment until or unless We send an Apostle or Messenger
Then, the dynamics set in i.e. those who agree and those who disagree- those who violently or by warfare, in theory and practice, ideologically and militarily disagree become Mushriks so they’re going to find a tormenting result in the after life.  Does the Prophet’s father meet these criteria? Who brings these types of issues up to try to create one opinion of disagreement versus another opinion of disagreement among the Muslims? 

Also, in Sahih Muslim, there’s a hadith pertaining to breast-feeding. (This is Sahih Muslim; because I know some people are programmed to think in certain ways- this has nothing to do with Shi’is- we’re speaking strictly about Sunnis here.) All the followers of the Hanafi and Maliki school of thought do not accept this hadith in Sahih Muslim; what are you going to say to them? “You’re no longer Muslims?!” The problem is not in the narration of the hadith, the problem is in the verification of the hadith. We know that this are is not covered by very many people and we know that there are not very many people who are well versed in this area that we’re speaking about, but this is the area that gives rise to the sectarian problems that people, institutions and governments are trying to bring these problems inside our social lives, Masajid and countries. For those of you who are not familiar with this are, let us tell you that there are ahadith ahead. Some people say the ahadith ahaad are ahadith that have only been narrated by one sequence or (what is called in the literature), one chain of people. All of them are reliable- no one is accusing any character in this chain of narration, so the issue is “do we accept these ahadith?” There are ahadith ahaad that say Al Mu’awwidatayn, (the last two Surahs in the Qur’an, (i.e. Qul a udhu bi Rabbi Al Falaq and Qul a udhu bi Rabbi An Naas), don’t belong to the Qur’an. You and I and any average Muslim knows that that is nonsense, but it’s a hadith. We’re looking strictly at hadith literature- it’s a hadith ahaad in the bulk of this literature. What are you going to do? You can’t say anyone of those characters who narrated this hadith has a flaw, or is disqualified, but there’s no other chain that substantiates this kind of hadith, so we can dismiss this kind of hadith. There’s another hadith ahaad that says that Sur’ah Al Ahzaab was the length of Surah Al Baqarah. The discrepancy in that length is that Surah Al Ahzaab is about six or seven pages of the Qur’an that you are reading and Surah Al Baqarah is about 40/45 pages of that Qur’an that you are reading- that discrepancy of more than 35 pages is due to naskh i.e. the ayaat were abrogated or cancelled. We also know that that’s nonsense! There’s a hadith ahaad that says if hail was to come into your mouth, it’s not going to invalidate your fasting. We know that that also is nonsense. Hail, just like snow and rain is considered to be water and any amount of it that enters the mouth and then the digestive trap invalidates as saum. So what are we going to do?! Make it an issue or conflict, fighting and war among the Muslims because we find that there are these types of ahadith in our literature?! This becomes a matter of ”I’m not going to speak to the other Muslim because he’s reading these types of ahadith?!”
There’s a segment of Muslims called Ahl Al Hadith. These Ahl Al Hadith elevate the ahadith to such an extent that some of them say that “the hadith can be a nasikh to an ayah in the Qur’an.” Although these types are not frequently encountered and are not the around-the-corner Muslim, but this condition and mindset exists and it has to be dealt with. They even say “in a weak or fragile hadith is the aroma of wahy or revelation.” How can that be?! That’s what they think?! What are we going to do? Are we going to turn hostile or are we going to approach this issue with confidence and knowledge?! If it has been established beyond a shadow of a doubt that the Prophet said something, then we listen and we obey, no question, but the problem is, (in fact), in verifying what other people said that the Prophet said- the issue is right there, in that area. We have these people who cling to the hadith fanatically. They come and say that “Al Qiyas,or analogy i.e. one of the instruments that thinking Muslims have is to be dismissed.” Of course, this is also an issue that really shouldn’t be opened up, but to give you an example of how silly they are when they say “Al Qiyas is an intruder within the relationship between a Muslim and Allah and His Prophet,“- these people know that when in an Islamic setting or order the adhaan is given, any market transaction commencing after this is baatil or null and void. OK- what if there was an agreement after the adhan begins, there was an agreement between two Muslims about renting an apartment? Is that null and void? Can that agreement be compared to a financial transaction? Al Qiyaas thinking says “yes.” So what’s wrong with them? Don’t they want us to think? These can be approached with correct information and a thinking mind. No Muslim is required to show any fanatical reaction to fanatics. 

An issue in the Hajj that can become an issue among Muslims is rami Al Jamaraat i.e. when Muslims throw those pebbles against Iblis or Shaytaan. Many Muslims hold to the literal understanding of Allah’s Prophet having done that after sunset (to mean) that you can only do it after sunset. Now, with the number of Muslims there and with the time limitations that they are put in, if everyone wanted to do this after sunset there will be Muslim casualties from that being done within that strict understanding of what the Prophet did. The Prophet says whatever I have forbidden you to do, don’t do it; and whatever I have told you to do, do it as much as you can.We know that rami Al Jamaraat is part of the Hajj, so is there something wrong if we do it during the day time to avoid casualties? If what is meant by rami Al Jamaraat is we’re going to kill other Muslims?! Of course not, but this is the type of mentality and understanding that causes friction among Muslims.

Another hadith that they say the Prophet said is the Angels are not going to be in the company in the group of people who have a bell. Obviously, that bell is in reference to the religious or church bell, but some people, (in their unpolished rusty minds), take this to mean any bell, even the bell of the home. If someone rings your bell, they say “Oh- the angels are not in this home because this home has a bell in it.” What do we do with people like this? Brothers and sisters, we’re sorry to say that we are dealing with true life issues; this is not some fairy tale; we’re not speaking about some meander falls that may not have known better in ancient history, we’re speaking about people who live among, with and around us. One of the Sunni fuqaha’- ibn Taimiyah- who is well known to many Muslims, (far and near and here and there), disagrees with all the fuqaha’, virtually, when he comes and says “at talaaq al bad’ee is invalid.” This means that if a husband comes and tells his wife “I’ve divorced you” three times, it’s invalid i.e. you can’t say it three times in one breath and then the whole talaaq is over- that’s not right or valid or acceptable. What do you come and say? In their instability of thoughts, some people come and say “well, he was influenced by the Shi’is in this regard.” We don’t think he was influenced by the Shi’is, we think the person was speaking his mind and anyone who looks at this issue and thinks through this issue knows that you cannot pronounce in three sentences at talaaq and fold three months within three seconds- that cannot be done. So, we have this material. This is the type of material that people take to their congregations, audiences and schools-of-thought people and then they begin to spread bad feelings against other Muslims. This emphasis on the ahadith without looking at the verification of the narration and this emphasis on human mind to try to filter the hadith with a strong understanding of Allah’s book have come down to us in most recent times- these are the names of the people, (for those of you who want to become more familiar), who took a look at the ahadith and tried to give it a rational content void of conflict in the past century- As San’aani in his book Subul As Salaam; Ash Shawkaani in his book Nayl Ul Awtaar; Syed Saabiq in his book Fiqh Us Sunnah, Sadiq Khan, Albaani and the others who tried their best to fill in a gap in their own way- much still has to be done. The other personalities who took the rational approach in trying to salvage the body of ahadith are Muhammed Abdou, Muhammed Rashid Rida’, Mahmoud Shartout, Muhammed Abdullah Diraz, Muhammed Al Bahi, Muhammed Al Madani, Muhammed Al Khouberi and Muhammed Abu Zuhra, for those of you who want any follow up in your own time to get a better understanding of how Muslims try to bridge this area that we are talking about so that the sectarians of this world don’t come in and throw wars at us and we are like combustibles ready to go up in flames. Those of you who want a head start in this, let us tell you that you will encounter some rational attempts from a position of sincerity to Allah and His Prophet like Muhammed Abdou who had a rational input in trying to explain Al Malaaikah, the Angels- not the way a conventional or traditional person understands them. He may have been wrong in what he said, but that does not eclipse his sincerity ion trying to clarify what this word means to people who hadn’t been thinking for a long time. Another person, Muhammed Abu Zuhra, (who’s also a graduate of the Azhar), felt uncomfortable and annoyed with the penalty of rajm in Islam- he didn’t sit comfortably with this concept. Whatever the case is and whatever he did was in full obedience and sincerity to Allah and His Prophet.   
Brother and sisters, committed Muslims…
After having taken a look at the raw material that goes into the friction and tension that is unjustified in today’s world and life that we share today- in the middle or way beyond all of this, we have the comments that are trying to solidify. The comments that are made i.e. that Muslims should respect their convictions; i.e. if you’re a Shi’i Muslim, you should respect the convictions of a Sunni Muslim and if you’re a Sunni Muslim, you should respect the convictions of a Shi’i Muslim- up until here, its fine. We think that any Muslim who is devoted to Allah and His Prophet would honor this standard, but what if the other Muslim wanted to discover the other Muslim and really wanted to get into their internal thoughts, mind and hearts? This happens- what are you going to say? “That you don’t have the right to do that?!” This doesn’t make sense! No Muslim can tell another Muslim, (regardless of who is doing the telling and who is doing the listening), “You can’t understand the other Muslim better.” We should know each other better. (We say this and not many Muslims will say this to you)- what happens when we begin to know each other better is that this causes alarm bells to go off in many scholarly heads. Some Muslims who were born in Shi’i families and who understand Sunnis more may become Sunnis- does anyone feel offended by that? Why should anyone feel offended when a Muslim of a particular type becomes a Muslim of another particular type? He’s still a Muslim.  Likewise and similarly, if a Muslim who was born in a Sunni family begins to understand a Shi’i better and decides to become a Shi’i- who feels offended by that?! If anyone has a problem with this issue, there’s something wrong with their understanding on Allah and His Prophet. This doesn’t happen only with individuals, it happened with populations. At one time, the population of Egypt was a Shi’i population- practically, all the Egyptians were Shi’is, then they became Sunnis- that didn’t cause them or other Muslims a problem. The population of Iran at one time was a Sunni population practically and then they became a Shi’i population- does anyone have any problems? There’s no problems. If you are an enlightened Sunni or Shi’i, you can be both of them at the same time and there’s no contradiction. It’s the fanatical understanding within being a Sunni or Shi’i that causes these problems. (Take a) look at today, and if you generalize and look at areas that are not Shi’i areas in the Muslim world, you’ll find that Zionism and Imperialism find a shelter in areas that are considered to be Sunni areas; where are the American military bases? In the Gulf and in the Peninsula. Who are the rulers in the Gulf and the Peninsula? Why do they accommodate the forces of kufr and shirk there? Are we going to generalize and say that because we have king, president or emir  so-and-so who were born in Sunni families, that all the rest of the Sunnis in the world are rotten? That’s what they want you to say! That’s what they want you to think! That’s where they want you to go! The same thing you can say in Iraq. Who are the people who are trafficking with the Imperialists and Zionists who are ruling in Iraq? These are what the media calls Shi’is. What are we going to do? Are we going to generalize and say that all the Shi’is are bad because we have a class of traitors that are ruling in Iraq. You can’t do that, but that’s where they want you to go and this is what happens if we don’t draw a clear line between those who are sectarians and who want the rest of the Muslims to fall into their sectarian plots and ditches and those who understand Islam coming from Allah and His Prophet.
This khutbah was delivered by Imam Mohamed Asi on the occasion of Jum’ah on 10 October 2008. The Imam is based in Washington D.C. He previously led the daily and Jum’ah prayers inside the Masjid. His speeches were revolutionary and thought provoking; and eventually irritated and threatened the Middle-East Ambassadors who control the Masjid. Finally, the Imam, he’s family, and other Muslims faithful to the course of Islam were forced out, into the streets. This khutbah originates from the sidewalk across the street from the Islamic Center, currently under siege.
