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Allama Iqbal & Ghulam Ahmed Parwez 

on the creeping of Non-Arab (Ajami) ideas 
into Islam 

By 
Agha Shorish Kashmiri 

=============================== 
[While reading the January 2006 issue of Tolu-E-Islam, I came across a review of the Late Shorish Kashmiri, Editor of  
the weekly Chattan-Lahore, on the well-known book of Mr. 
Ghulam Ahmed Parwez, Shah Kar-e-Risalat - the biography 
of Caliph Hazrat Umar Farooq. This review is brief but 
provides a deep thought provoking glance of the 
deliberations of Allama Mohammad Iqbal and Mr. Ghulam 
Ahmed Parwez on the creeping of the non-Arab (Ajami) 
ideas into Islam. I present its English translation for general 
public benefit. Abdus Sattar Ghazali, California, USA.] 

 
Allama Iqbal, in his 5th lecture on the Reconstruction of Religious 

Thought in Islam, says that this is not the way to prevent the decay of a 
nation that we give undue reverence to our previous history or try to 
recreate it through artificial means. 

Allama (Iqbal) wrote in a letter to Chaudhry Mohammad Ahsan 
(See Iqbal Nama): 

‘In my view the Ahadis related to Mehdiate and Christianity are the 
result of  Iranian and non-Arab thoughts. They have no relations with the 
Arabic thought and the true Quranic spirit.’ 

In another letter to Molvi Sirajdin, Allama says: For several 
centuries, Muslims of Hindustan are under the influence of Iranian 
thought, they don’t have any exposure to the Arabic Islam, its objectives 
and mission. 



 Tolu-e-Islam 2 March 2006 
Yet in another letter to Dr. Syed Yamin Hashmi, (See Anwaar-e-

Iqbal compited by Bashir Ahmed Dar, P 192-193), Allama points out: ‘In 
my view, non-Arab thoughts are responsible for the destruction of Muslims 
in Asia. It is the duty of every Muslim to struggle (Jihad) against this. The 
influence of non-Arab thought is on religion, literature and day to day life.’ 

In another letter to Mohammad Deen Fouq, Allama says: ‘Arab 
Islam is a forgotten thing in Hindustan.’ (Anwaar-e-Iqbal p-66) 

This line of  Armaghan-e-Hijaz reflects this deep historical sense of 
Allama: 

Ajam hunuz na danad ramuz-e-dein warna 
(Non-Arabs still do not know the secrets of religion otherwise… 
The expectation from the above quotations was that the scholars of 

Iqbal should have written on this subject. They should have reviewed the 
impact of non-Arab thought on Islamic writings. Ironically, none of the 
Iqbal scholars thought about it or removed the biggest obstacle in the 
renaissance of Muslims. Most people believe that they were not capable 
of this, while some others had no courage because of financial or worldly 
interests. 

********** 
Two days ago, in the company of Maulana Taj Mehmood of 

Lyallpure, I met with a friend and the issue of non-Arab thought came 
during our discussion. 

This friend referred to the latest book of Mr. Ghulam Ahmed 
Parwez, Shah Kar-e-Risalat (Umar Farooq) and recommended that this 
book is a must read for all scholars. 

This book details and unveils all the non-Arab conspiracies that 
have been mentioned in the above-referred letters of Allama Iqbal. This 
big size book has 528 pages. In the 14th chapter of this book, about 100 
pages detail non-Arab conspiracies, which is the gist of several thousand 
pages of history. This exhaustive chapter may be described as an 
independent and comprehensive book. Detail of every sub-topic is given. 
Hence no question remains unanswered. 
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These discussions provide answers to almost all questions that 

come into mind. Eventually, an inquisitive mind also finds some new 
points of thought. 

*********** 
As far as the whole book is concerned, the scribe has not yet gone 

through it. Only chapter 14 is read. Obviously, a critique of the book can 
be written only after the study of the whole book, but after the study of the 
14th chapter, I felt that: 
(1) Through his pen, Parwez has highlighted the intellectual concern of 
Iqbal related to non-Arabs (thought) through historical facts. 
(2) As I said earlier, it is difficult to give opinion about the whole book 
before its reading, but I dare to say that the 14th chapter is an analytical 
story of the political and intellectual difficulties in the history of Islam. It is 
the story of the plight of Islam at the hands of the whole non-Arab. 
(3) Some prominent Ulemas and scholars may disagree totally or partially 
on certain issue or aspect; however the scribe has noticed a pleasant 
change in his jaundiced opinion about Parwez that was formed by the 
Fatwas of Ulemas. 
 Overall, leaving aside severe political extremism and personal 
prejudices, I will say that Parwez thinks with an Islamic historical 
perspective about the renaissance of Islam. His heart is in turbulence 
because of distortion in the history of Islam. He addresses the new 
generation on the basis of modern thought in order to remove its 
confusion. 
(4) Discussions in the under review chapter has the following subjects: 
- What was the secret of Muslims’ power? 
- Beginning of the hidden (Secretive) movements to distance Muslims 
from the Quran and its consequence. 
- Vanquishing of Iran and Romans and the differences between these 
victories. 
- Embracing of Islam by the special unit of Yazdgar. 
- Iranian reaction after the Qadsya battle. 
- Migration of Iranians to Kufa and Basra. 
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- Two prominent fronts of non-Arab conspiracy. 
- Jugglery of traditions. 
- The issue of khalafat. 
- Political implications of the right of inheritance (of power). 
- The concept of Iranians about their kings. 
- Abdullah Ben Sabah. 
- The faith of the return of Masih or Mahdi. 
- The concept of Imamat, according to Ahadith. 
- Distinction between belief (eemaan) and disbelief (kufr). 
- Hazrat Salman Farsi. 
- Tussle between Banu Umayya and Banu Abbas. 
- Sadats and Alvis. 
- Abu Muslim Khorasani. 
- Brameka 
- Walemi (Bani Boya) government 
- The Shia period of Baghdad. 
- The end of Abbaside period. 
- After how long the Iranians took revenge of the Qadsia battle. 
- The foundations of Islam. 
- Different sects and their fabricated ideologies. 
- Distortion of the Quran. 
- Hidden meanings. 
- The concept of Muhaddith (appearance of a reformer). 
- Collectors of Hadith. 
- Impact of non-Arab belief on Sunnis. 
- Doubts and misconceptions about collection of the Quran. 
- The status of Hadith. 
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- Who was Ibne Jarir Tabri? 
- Islam was no longer “deen” but became religion (meaning of the Quranic 
verses related to Khalafat changed). 
- Separation of religion and politics. 
- The end of the possibility of legislation (or interpretation as Shafei school 
declared that all laws are present in ahadith). 
- Revival of the capitalist system. 
- The concept of fate. 
- The reality of mysticism (sufisim). 
- Ibn-e-Arabi. 
- The foundation of mysticism. 
- Authority for the hidden knowledge (to Imam or Mohaddas). 
- Attack of non-Arabs on Jehad. 
- Cure of those ailments which have been inflicted on the Muslims 
collectively. 
(5) An atmosphere has been created about Parwez in the religious circles 
persistently that he does not believe in Hadith. But he clarified his belief in 
a very lucid way, after which, in my view, this issue has been resolved. 

This scribe is justified in asking the Ulama that: 
- Imam Bukhari collected 600,000 ahadith and after sorting them out he 
kept only 2762 in his collection. 
- Imam Muslim found 300,000 ahadith and trusted only 4348. 
- Imam Tirmizi collected 300,000 and kept only 2115. 
- Imam Abu Daud collects 500,000 and keeps only 4800. 
- Ibn-e-Maja collected 400,000 and kept 4000. 
- Imam Nisai collected 200,000 and trusted 4321. 

Then what is the reason that Parwez’s character is being 
assassinated on the accusation that he does not believe in Hadith? 

Parwez does not recognize those Ahadith which are against the 
teachings of the Quran and which have no connection with the sayings of 
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the Prophet (PBUH). Such Ahadith were fabricated to serve the interests 
of kings after the end of Khilafat-e-Rashda (The period of the first four 
caliphs); or non-Arab conspiracy attributed them towards the Prophet 
(PBUH). 

Our Ulama, through their barrage of attacks, cannot ignore this 
important issue which is the current topic of the history of Islam and crops 
up in our new generation’s mind. On the other hand this is not an issue of 
kufr (disbelief) and Islam. 

What is the thinking of the new generation? Parwez represented 
this thinking and removed the pile of non-Arab dust from Islam through his 
intellectual endeavour. 

Some people may not tolerate this. But it is not appropriate that 
knowledge may be stalled or blocked through angry accusations. 
(6) Mr. Parwez, in this chapter, also gave explanation about his belief. He 
says: 

‘I am neither Sunni nor Shia. I am not related to any sect. I am a 
student of the Quran. My belief, rather my conviction is that this great book 
of God is the only authority for Deen. It is the only standard to distinguish 
between right and wrong (truth and falsehood). In my view, any belief, 
ideology, idea, school of religious thought that is contrary to this (book i.e. 
Quran) is not right, despite the fact that this (belief etc.) is attributed to any 
of our respected elders. If any of such belief is attributed to any of the 
respected elders, who belong to any sect, I will humbly say that such 
attribution does not seem to be true. They might not have said this.’  P-
499 

After this explanation, there is not justification for a campaign 
against Parwez. The saying of any prominent religious personality which is 
contrary to the Quran has no value and it is obligatory on a Muslim that he 
should reject this. 

Shahkar-e-Risalat, is an excellent book from the point of view of 
topic and printing. Its reading stimulates thinking and opens new channels 
of thought. It is a book about the exemplary and commendable Islamic 
political system. 

In the words of Allama Iqbal, he wished for the realization of this 
system in his life.  
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The biography of Muslim mind may be the most appropriate name 

this book. 
Ae Zouq Is Jahaa’n Ko Hai Zeib Ikhtalaf  (Zouq, Diversity if beauty 

in this word). 
We have differences with Mr. Parwez on several issues, about after 

reading this book, we found great respect for him. 
Whatever Iqbal aspired to say about non-Arabs (distortion of Islam), 

Shahkar-e-Risalat is actually an intellectual and historical embodiment of 
this wish. 
Take back Fatwa against Parwez 

Editor Chatan is not privileged to meet Mr. Ghulam Ahmed Parwez 
personally, but after reading his great book Shahkar-e-Risalat, the editor 
of Chatan is convinced that this book will prove an asset in hereafter for 
him. Allah will place Parwez with those Ulama who dedicated their lives to 
Islam in every period. 

Every human being commits mistakes. May be at any point his pen 
might have erred. But there is no doubt that he is a sincere Muslim. He is 
a great scholar of the Quranic thought. 

I emphatically appeal the Ulama that they should not become victim 
of petty controversies and must read Shahkar-e-Risalat. 

In view of Ulama’s learned opinion, if Mr. Parwez has committed 
any mistake about religion, he should be politely informed so that his 
sincere mind can re-evaluate its shortcomings.  

However, the fact of the matter is that in the Karbala of Islamic 
thought, Parwez is also a voice of the Hussaini Caravan. And Ulama 
should take back their Fatwa against him. 

[Published in the May 13, 19974 issue of the weekly Chattan-Lahore.] 
======================== 
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Secularism, Theocracy and Islamic State 

By 
Abdul Rashid Samnakay, Australia 

============================== 
The purpose of this article is to examine the concept of ‘Islamic 

State’ and compare the other two terms ‘Secularism’ and ‘Theocracy’ in 
the context of governing a country. Copious material is available in print 
form and Cyber space on the subjects, where though, Islamic State is 
mistakenly juxta positioned with Theocracy.  

Theocracy is governance of a State on the basis of rigid religious 
dogma. It is emphasised here that, ‘Islamic State’ and Theocracy are not 
one and the same thing and are not therefore synonymous concepts. The 
antonym of which is Secularism. 

Secularism is understood to be a system of ruling the civil society 
without any interference of the established institution of Church (here the 
word is used as a generic term for all religious institutions based on 
mosques, temples, synagogues, Christian-church etc) in the governing of 
the country. Additionally there is the implication in Secularism of a clear 
demarcation of responsibilities between the State governing the country 
through its bureaucracy and the Church taking care of the morality of the 
citizens through its operatives, the Clergy.  

In the Theocratic system, a group of elite people are the custodian 
of ‘Power’ because of their alleged proximity to their respective deity, and 
are therefore often not included in the civil society, which has nothing or 
very little to do with their appointments. It is thus a State within a State. 

For the sake of this argument, it is essential to differentiate 
between ‘Religion’ of Muslims and ‘Deen’ of Islam. Deen is variously 
interpreted as ‘way of life’, a ‘complete system’ to regulate community and 
individual life. Because, ‘life’ encompasses the total manifestation of 
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‘living’ and politics impinges on the living in every way, of which the 
operative system is Deen. The word ‘system’ is therefore preferable to 
express the all inclusiveness of Deen of Islam compared to ‘Religion’, 
which is dogmatic and its rituals are formulated by the institution of the 
“Church” to be administered by its operative the “Clergy”. 

In modern times, ‘Secularism’ is recognised to be the panacea of all 
political ills, where as Theocracy is the source of all ills because of its 
fundamental rigidity (fanaticism) of dogma. Hence in common 
understanding, ‘Islamic State’ is supposed to be the worst of the worse, 
for it is considered to be based on Religion and more often than not is 
designated ‘Fundamentalist’, really meaning ‘fanatic’! 

In modern history the process of egalitarian reform could be said to 
have its seminal origin from the Magna Carta, a document of 1215 CE 
where England’s King John’s absolute Power, the God’s representative on 
Earth was divested down to a few noble men. The document signed by 
the thirteen American Colonies declaring their independence in 1776; the 
French revolution resulting in the country becoming a Republic-1792; the 
Russian October revolution of 1917 and many more struggles in recent 
times where Government powers were handed down to the former 
colonies, were the building blocks for the beginning of modern reforms. 
The age of enlightenment had dawned and people power was recognised, 
hence the preference for Secular Democracy.  

But its custodians, on personal basis, often under the carpet, 
always claim allegiance to some or the other ‘Religion’ and through the 
institution of Church overtly or covertly influence the system of 
governance of the country. The church thus imposes its values and morals 
on the State even when the authority is vested broadly in the elected 
parliament, wherever Parliamentary democracy has evolved.  

But for the puritan Secularist however, for example the National 
Secular Society-UK, any trace of religious imposition is uncalled for and 
complete “separation of Church and State’ is touted as highly desirable. 
But the hold of religion is still very strong even in the best of the so called 
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Secular States. Many a Kings and Queens and Presidents in the world are 
still crowned in ‘Churches’, sitting, standing and holding a holy scripture, 
symbolic religious icons and those inaugurated in authority swear their 
oaths in the name of one or the other Deity.  

Only recently the Supreme Court of USA, in a lengthy contested 
case authorised the display of Ten Commandments in public place 
because they were the basis of making the US Constitution, in spite of --
“Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion”. 
Never the less “in God we trust” reigns supreme in every aspect of 
America. 

Not even the Republic of France, which is a model of Secularism. 
Napoleon, to add prestige to his coronation, persuaded Pope Pius VII to 
attend and crown him, but then crowned himself Emperor by taking the 
crown from the Pontiff’s hands. Thus he thought creating a win-win 
situation for Secularism and Theocracy. In United Kingdom the Queen is 
the head of the Church of England and Defender of the Faith and also 
head of State. Not many countries in the West have openly declared them 
selves as Religious States. Spain has done so to name one. 
Islam and Muslims- 

The so called world view of Islam is, that it is a religion same as all 
others, has rituals, rites of worship, right of passage etc. Generally it is 
considered a dogma of Spirituality. Muslims are misogynist, and not 
Westernised, therefore from underdeveloped regions of the world. Since 
9/11 also add to the list of negatives, militant and source of terrorism, and 
its origin being a desert area in the Middle East, populated by backward 
people but rich in OIL wealth etc!  

With this picture in mind, many in the West, particularly its religious 
conservatives, that is Fundamentalists, are not prepared to accept Islam 
as a monotheistic faith, a doctrine laid down from divine authority having 
its geneses in the Judeo-Christian faith. There being nothing in common 
between the two, except for fundamentalism, it is therefore a one-way 
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traffic for the ordinary Muslims to establish kinship with them and so it is 
an uphill battle for them to integrate in the so called Western civilised 
world.  

To compound the felony, the deep split that exists amongst 
Muslims themselves, initially as a result of political disagreement, over 
more than a thousand years now, is of the extant that there are groups 
within it, expressly monopolising the factions for themselves and expelling 
the others out of its fold. The rancorous divisions of Shia and Sunni is an 
obstacle in presenting Islam as a monolithic block. Although the same is 
true of most of the other major religions, but the fact that they each have 
a central Body, lessens the negative impact. Compare for example the 
Pope, the English Queen, the Dalai Lama, with the Ayatollahs of Iran and 
the Saudi Kingdom, both claiming to be the custodian of Islam! The 
Muslims therefore are not considered as part of the larger community of 
the enlightened world, that is to say the industrialised and technologically 
advanced rich world.  
Islamic State 

It is universally accepted that the source of Islam is the book called 
Qura’n. Thus the composite identity of this community (Ummah) is the 
crux of the matter in deciding who is ‘of us’ and who is ‘amongst us’ in a 
country run on Islamic precepts of the Quran, stemming from the verse- 
As to those who split your Deen and break up into sects, you 
(Muhammad), have nothing to do with them in the least…6-159. This 
injunction of “coherence” of its community is repeated at various places in 
the Book. The freedom of thought is there, but with the proviso that there 
must not be acrimony in the matters of Deen. 

Having given this composite identity to its people, it expects that 
the State rules its citizens within the framework of that unity. It also 
maintains that the Rulers are themselves members of this composite 
community, and not an ELITE separate from the civil society, as is the 
case with Theocracies, Monarchies and Autocracies. Elitism of all sorts is a 
taboo. This elitism of the Ruling-class where Power is vested in the hands 
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of a few, is frowned upon. Additionally an individual is not considered a 
pious and a ‘good’ member of the community in his/her isolation and 
therefore cannot act out side that framework when in power. Hence 
mundane morality/immorality of the individual cannot be separated out 
side the frame. In such a system, Politicians committing crimes for 
political expediencies, WMDs in Iraq for example or committing individual 
crimes, ARE ‘criminals’ and not just Political Delinquents. And Fridays, 
Saturdays or Sundays are not Sabbath days only for obtaining God’s 
absolution. To quote Hasan al Banna (1906--1949): 

“When asked what it is for which you call, reply that it is Islam, the 
message of Muhammad, the Deen that contains within its Government, 
and has one of obligation of Freedom. If you are told you are political 
(italic are mine), say that Islam admits no such distinction”. 
 
Minorities in the State (those amongst us but not of us) 

The definition of an Islamic State hinges upon the answer to the 
question of rights of minorities within it. What is the status of minorities in 
an Islamic state? For answer we must look at the underlying injunction in 
Qura’n, which for Muslim state/society is that humanity as a whole is 
worthy of Dignity. And that Freedom, Justice, Equality (including gender) 
and Security etc are essential rights to maintain that dignity. Hence all the 
citizens of a Muslim country including those ‘not of us’ must be 
guaranteed these rights by the State and its society. 

The Book establishes that those who ‘believe’ in its Deen are of the 
nation of Abraham (Ibrahim) 2-135, and all those are Muslims. Its ‘Islam’ is 
therefore inclusive of people of the book and not only specific to the 
believers in the message of Muhammad, for his message is, as was of all 
previous messengers’, universal. That is the creed of Islam.  

But if Yahood (Jews), Nasaaraa (Nazarites, Christians) and the 
others maintained their ‘religious values’ separate from those values that 
Islam endorses, then it must stand to reason that they are ‘amongst us’ 
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but ‘not of us’ and Qura’n therefore warns of the danger that lurks there-
in of such ‘partisanship’ 30-32. Such partisanship could be against the 
interest of the Islamic State and therefore endangering its security, hence 
those ‘amongst-us’ cannot share the governing Power! Values held in 
religious frame work if different from that of the State causes rancour.  
Professor Jared Diamond agrees in his book ‘Collapse: How Societies 
Choose to Fail or Succeed (Penguin)’, says “Religious values are especially 
deeply held and are often the cause of disastrous behaviour”. Hence those 
‘not of us’ can work ‘for us’ but not share in the State Power. One 
assumes that this is what Queen Victoria meant when she proclaimed 
(1858) in the context of British Raj of India-“ … our subjects, of what ever 
race or creed, be freely and impartially admitted to office in our service, 
the duties of which they may be qualified by their education, ability, and 
integrity duly to discharge”. The corollary being that no Indian will ever 
become viceroy of India, let alone the queen or king of British Imperial 
India. 

Similarly the question arises as to where in lies Democracy in an 
Islamic State? As argued above, equality and justice are rights and 
preservation of security must be guaranteed in an Islamic State. In Islam, 
democracy- government by people- and government by consultation are 
not mutually exclusive. What is argued here is that, democracy as 
understood in the West, that is majority of ONE or even of the FEW, can 
not always be compatible with equality and justice, as so often is proved 
in modern day elections round the world (Tyranny of the Majority?). I 
therefore believe that Sukarno’s “guided democracy” has merit in the 
evolving maturity of a developing country, which almost all of the Muslim 
countries are today. Surely there is more than one way to get people 
‘involved (shuaraa)’ in the democratic process! 

Mr M A Jinnah, the founding Father of Pakistan, well understood 
the difference and had summarised for the ‘Islamic State’ (August 11,1947 
address to the Constituent Assembly of Pakistan). It is said that he never 
used the word Secularism for Pakistan. But he is on record of having 
declared that he was ‘against setting up a theocratic state under mullah 
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rule’, echoing exactly what Diamond expressed above. Obviously Jinnah 
meant to laicise the government’s administrative process to the ‘lay’ 
public. Unlike Kamal Ata Turk, who came from Naqshbandi ‘religious’ early 
schooling in Turkey and wanted to set up an European style Secular State; 
Jinnah was not a product of religious upbringing in any sense; but had 
acquired much better understanding of the Deen in latter life, and wished 
for an Islamic State. Pakistan was not created as a Religious State. 

Following the arguments above, it is perhaps appropriate to 
designate the present day Islamic States rather as Muslim Majority States, 
for just that their population is largely Muslim. Similarly all the other 
governments in the world are majority States, for they all have some form 
of ethno-religious bent and are therefore Theocratic States under the 
carpet. None fit the description of Secular State given above. They are all 
based on Elitism or ‘religious values’ or both. Communist Russia tried 
Secularism and failed, for bureaucratic elitism was equally rife there since 
‘some were more equal than others’ and Orthodox Church is deeply 
rooted in the Russian psyche!  

The Islamic State is therefore neither Secularist nor Theocratic as 
explained here, nor is it ‘some thing in the middle’ as alleged by the 
apologist of the designated Islamic States. Equally to interpret an Islamic 
State in the timeframe of its ‘past’, or historic ‘traditions’ is also to limit its 
scope. The ability of the Government to change policies and adapt to the 
age by adhering to the universal values, which are the same as to days 
Universal Human Rights values of to day, is an Islamic State. In the 
phraseology of verse13-17 while that which is for the good of humankind 
remains on the Earth is Islamic State. In the total context of the Book, 
unfortunately, all Muslim majority States fall short of its teaching. 
Note: The claim of the Quran is that even if humans do not accept the 
Book, the challenges of life and time will bring them to the same 
conclusions, Only it will be a prolonged and painful period. The Quran 
economises time and effort. (Editor) 

================= 
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A HOLY JUNGLE 

By 
Aboo B. Rana =================== 

ife is a movement that appears to be running against the directions of main currents of nature. The scientist in us, after peeping through his tiny and small telescopes becomes bewildered. Seeing galaxies and stars getting 
along fine and doing well without any form of life or brain in them. Human life, comparatively speaking is a recent arrival, which stepped into the universal arena 
and made its debut! They say it happened several hundred million years ago. Not knowing how to survive in the uncomfortable corner in this universe that was provided to human being, life began struggling to make use in surprising 
manners, of the energy and elements around it. Surprising manners? Since human life is acting in contrary ways to nature – yet lives on! 
 Nature demands from human life to distribute its harvest equally among them. Yet the fear of previous experience of starvation, forbids letting go of material gains. Nature also commands not to make interest on unearned money. Yet the Wall street and stock markets of the world are hell-bent on playing hard rock music on the sweat and blood labour of zillions. Nature puts a ban on imposing your beliefs on others. (La iqra fidth deen, 2:57) Yet the institution of priestcraft forces others to worship their stinking gods. Or they throw you out of their community; show you the red-card dogma of which they provide no evidence whatsoever. Nature wants human life to live peacefully. Yet, distrust and doubt makes us go to war, again and again. Nature is silent in horror after observing icy deceptions in human relationships. This silence in nature, perhaps, is a humble request to human life to stay within truthful confines. Yet, man’s limited knowledge projects a distorted view of life and leads astray. The list goes on and on and on, as time flies by. All representatives in the United Nations Organization are lost in the facades and lies, which obstruct justice. Yet we cling on to each other, in the hope, one day somewhere in the distant future, we will be able to stand united – in action as well as in our beliefs. Call me a lunatic or abnormal, if that pleases you gentlemen. Do not, in the name of anything you love or admire, obstruct the path leading towards peace. Or the reclining sofa-bed intellectual deceive you. One single wrong custom, approved by any culture, for centuries raises hell worse than the atrocities of a despot.    

It appears for now, us human species are an uninvited guest on this burnt out star. Nature never has and never will change her process of transformation. We need more knowledge to decipher its character that should aid us in co-operating with nature. We must make our beliefs more adaptable, in the passage nature ordains. For that we are asked. Think! We have no other home to go, except this planet called “Earth.” In order to make sense of this life, we must accommodate each other in a more cozy and comfortable manner. Mr. J. 

L
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Chaudhary in the February 2006 periodical of Tolu-e-Islam has directed the attention of readers towards an extremely vital issue. If overlooked, it can magnify and possibly end in disastrous repercussions. The issue of Hajis stampede in Mecca, Saudia Arabia, during the annual Haj rituals. Since 1980, on every occasion Muslims, who are weak and aged, are being killed ruthlessly by other Muslims performing Haj, who crush them under their feet. All this is happening in the house of Allah, in the name of Islam. Torture of animals is condemned all over the world. Disrespect of other human beings, is also looked down upon and offensive. Not only disregard but to brutally tread and kill other human lives who believe in the same peaceful Islam, is sheer barbaric attitude. It is a conspiracy to transform Mecca into a holy jungle. Allah never has or ever will come down from His supernatural throne – His angels are working for Him. Given these circumstances, only and only the Saudia Arabian government can change this horrifying situation. 

If it had been white man’s problem (I’m not into the racist games gentlemen) as Mr. J. Chaudhary states, in my view his government machinery would have restricted the number of Hajis coming to Mecca for pilgrimage and put a quota on them by now. Taking again into consideration the number of Hajis who can comfortably perform Haj rituals. The second important factor, on this issue they would consider, is the age of Muslims, coming in for Haj purposes. The older generations have less time to live compared with younger ones. Their faith is more established, obviously, because they have experienced more distractions in life. Hence the older Muslims must have been given foremost priority. The handicapped would have been provided with electronic wheel chairs, for all shapes and sizes of Muslims. They would have built chair lifts for those who intend to go up the holy mountain. The younger generation as I said has, on the average more lifetimes at their disposal. The white man would have allowed only “Umras” for them. Hypothetically speaking, he would have put a minimum age limit block for Haj pilgrims. Let us say 40 years. By the way, Islamic history tells us, that was Messenger’s age when the first revelation came and made him aware of the Creator of this universe. 
Let us suppose Saudia Arabia can easily support in Mecca 30,000 Hajis each year. Needless to say, their interior ministry representatives would be in knowledge of the exact figures, as to how many Hajis can perform the rituals without causing stampede. Now this hypothetical figure of 30,000 would have been divided among all nations having Muslim population. Dividing the number of incoming Muslims’ quota among all nations, again would depend on the statistical figures of Muslims in those nations who are between the ages of 40 and 80 years. They would even have inquired, nobody enters Mecca for Haj on borrowed funds or someone else’s expense. People performing Haj for the second time would be considered last on the priority list. The white man would have done what he has done with the Vatican city in Rome; in that jurisdiction I have been told, you have nothing to do with Italian government. He would have made Mecca completely exclusive, in the same manner, with no interference of 
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Arab government. He would have let the devil play his games outside of Ka’aba. The cover of Ka’aba, for reasons unknown to me, is black – the white man, probably, wants nothing to do with it. 

Man as mentioned before, is demonstrating and proving in deed, everything contrary to the mainstream of natural events. Islam is a natural system – only for honest peace lovers. To convince all Muslims that “Haj” originally was meant as a peaceful annual meeting, in God’s house to solve the problems of all Muslims’ countries and humankind at large. For that we need centuries to cross. Muslims have a long journey ahead to eliminate the acid that prevails and is making Haj more and more meaningless with each passing year. Muslims go for Haj to seek an answer to their problems of life, and return home in their coffins. Gentle heart, who would call that a peaceful Islam? 
I pray for all Muslims and so-called Muslims God speed, in searching for a practical answer to this wreckless killing in Allah’s house. I pray from the depths of my tormented heart. 
The  pioneers, in  their times  were  respected  as  Muslims; You’ve divorced Quran, hence now are mocked as Muslims. -Iqbal =================== 


