



 

 


















 

2006  03 
















 









 









2006  04 

















2006  05 
















 1857  





 1857 
















 
 










 1898  1818 
 





2006  06 












1857 




 1857 





 
 1857 





























 (Pipes) 

 (Type W ri ter )

















2006  07 







 Oxford  Cambridge
(Universities) 






 1863 



































 1866 





 32 


 1870



2006  08 
































































2006  09 

















 




 ]







[ 
















 (Spectator) 

 (Tatler)





























2006  10 



 


 































































2006  11 


























 










 (47/4)
 1888 






















2006  12 















 ]

[ 















 



 





 





 





















2006  13 















 

















 





 2 7 
 1898










2006  14 


















































2006  15 













































 * 








* 





2006  16 



 



















































2006  17 






















 







 

































2006  18 





































 























2006  19 




























































2006  20 


























































2006  21 











 * 



































 









 







 




2006  22 




 














 













































2006  23 
























 































2006  24 























































2006  25 
























































2006  26 






























































2006  27 













 




 


























2006  28 




























































2006  29 















 









 


















 








 

















 

2006  30 









 







 
























 
























 



2006  31 















 










 


















 


















 2006 

2006  32 











 Elaborate 










































2006  33 













 Core Issue
 Involve 
























































2006  34 



















































 









 Integrated 

2006  35 

















































 L o g i c 

 Discursive


 Pandora Box 






 (Lamb) 




2006  36 













 (Offal) 





































 

 









2006  37 













 (64:16,24:51,2:285,5:7) 


 (9:63,9:24,8:20,4:59,3:31) 


















 (4:64)
 (24:62) 

 (4:80) 


 (4:65) 



 










2006  38 






 (31:19)  (17:23) 
 (31:18)




 (13:11) 




































 (7:3) 



  




 (24:54) 
 

 (Constitution)


 (9:33)  (Establish)




2006  39 









W i th ou t  a n y  M e a ns , 
 Agency, Sourse





(13:14) 


 

 


O Allah prosper our efforts by means
 of his obedience




Peace be upon 
   him





  




2006  40 

























 





































2006  41 
































 







 



 
 

 


 

  
 

 






People- Nation  
National 





 

Common Citizenship 
To Straigten, make right or 



correct.

2006  42 



 To rise 
 

 


 


 
 


 

 























 
 





































2006  43 





   
    

    

    




























o 

 




















2006  44 


















 

















 

























  
  




 









 
 














2006  45 










 
 






 
To cover to hide  

 
 To deny God


















 o 



o 





















2006  46 

































 
 














  



























2006  47 









































































2006  48 
































 











































2006  49 




















 

 











o 










2006  50 


















































2006  51 

























(1)



























2006  52 











































  
  
(2)


















2006  53 

































































2006  54 



 Tolu-e-Islam 1 May 2006 
What happened to Islam after Umar? 

Rank hatred has already appeared from their mouths: 
What their hearts conceal is far worse. (3/118) 

 
(While going through 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 article reviews only the last chapter (Chapter 14) of “Shah Kar-e-Risalat” that actually sums 
up, in 94 pages, the 1400 years’ history of the infiltration of the Non-Arab (Ajami) or non-Islamic 
ideas into Islam.  
In his article, written in May 1974, Mr. Shorish Kashmiri provides a deep and thought provoking 
glance of the deliberations of Allama Mohammad Iqbal and Mr. Ghulam Ahmed Parwez to expose 
creeping of non-Islamic ideas and beliefs which are now being practiced as true Islam. 
After reading this review I decided to read the whole chapter. It was so interesting and 
illuminating that I was glued to the book and completed its reading in one sitting. Then I thought it 
appropriate to share this knowledge with the people who don’t know Urdu and embarked on 
translation of the chapter into English which is widely read and spoken.  
It is very difficult to translate material from one language to another language because every 
language has its unique expressions, idioms, terminology and tone. That is why it is sometimes 
said that one language cannot be translated perfectly into another language. And when it comes to 
religious subjects it becomes more difficult. 
In my translation, I tried my best to stick to the text but sometimes I was forced to digress a little 
in a bid to explain and clarify a concept. At several places, I have also used Arabic terminology for 
which I could not find any appropriate or equivalent English word.  
At the end I have given glossary of Arabic words and religious terminology which have been used 
in the translation. I hope that the glossary will help in clarifying the meanings. 
Abdus Sattar Ghazali, 
Modesto, California, 
March 1, 2006 
Recall the dialogue between Hazrat Umar and the defeated Governor of Iran, Harmazan who was presented to the Caliph. Hazrat Umar asked Harmazan, what is the reason that in the past whenever Arabs dared to attack you, you repelled them very easily? But now the same Arabs are vanquishing your empire and you are helpless. You are in front of me in a devastated condition and your emperor is running to save his life. 
Harmazan replied that it is very obvious that in the past wars, Iranians were on the one side and the Arabs on the other. It was not difficult for Iranians to defeat the Arabs. But in the present wars, Iranians are alone while Arabs and their God are on the other side. It is not possible for us to confront these two powers, that is the reason that we were defeated. 
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Secret of the Muslim power 
This was a blunt reality that was described by Harmazan in a few words. We should admire the wisdom of those people who very clearly visualized the distinguished feature of Islam and in this way found the secret of the power of Muslims. 
What Harmazan said was actually a reflection of this Quranic verses: 
Varily Allah is with the believers. (8/19) 
Helping the believers is every incumbent on us. (30/47) 
Iranians realized that as long as God is on the side of the Muslims, we or any other world power would not be able to subjugate them. Therefore it is imperative that they should be separated from God in order to take revenge. And after that all our history is the detail of how we were delinked from God. It is very obvious that God does not descend on the earth to help the Muslims. The meaning of “with God” was that the Muslims of that era spent their lives in accordance with the Book of God, which resulted in the establishment of Deen. 
A tangible proof of God’s promise was:  

Allah by no means give the unbelievers a way against the believers. (4/141) 
Muslims alienated from the Quran 
Defeated nations conspired against the Muslims so that they should be alienated from the book of God (the Quran). Allama Iqbal calls this a non-Arab (ajami) conspiracy. 
It may be pointed out that when Iqbal talks about Arabic Islam in comparison to Ajami Islam, he does not mean Arab and Iranian states or territories. By Arabic Islam he means that the Islam that was given to humanity by the God Almighty through Prophet Mohammad (PBUH) and which is now preserved in the Quran. By Ajami Islam, Allama means the prevalent Islam that has been distorted. Iqbal refers to the first one as Arabic Islam because Quran’s first invitees were Arabs and it was revealed in their language. 
He refers the other one as Ajami because it was Iran where the distortion of Islam began. Now it is a mixture of non-Quranic ideas and beliefs which are mainly based on the ancient Iranian religion (Magian/Zoroastrian) and civilization. 
Difference between the victories against Iranians and Romans 
Muslims defeated the Iranian and Roman empires during the Caliphate era but there was a basic difference in the two victories. Only part of the Roman empire was occupied by the Muslims but the whole empire was not disintegrated nor their civilization vanished. On the other hand Iranian empire was occupied and their centuries old civilization, on which they were proud, vanished. 
Therefore, Muslim victories caused a deep wound on the psyche of Iranians. Consequently, they were in forefront in conspiracies against the Muslims (rather Islam). Jews and Christians supported them. Their endeavor was to conceal the real meaning of Quran from the Muslims. No doubt they were very much successful in their effort. 
There was another difference between Iran and Rome. As we have seen earlier, Muslims captured their territory but their residents were given full religious freedom. No one was converted to Islam by force because it was against the teaching of the Quran. The Christian citizens of the Roman empire generally followed their own religion while the Iranian citizens generally embraced Islam. Most of them accepted Islam at the time of attacks by the Muslim armies. 
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Iranians embrace Islam 
There were intellectuals and army officers among the Iranian population that embraced Islam. For example, Emperor Yazdgar had prepared a 4000-man special unit from the tribe of Wailem that was called the Soldiers of the Emperor. After the victory of Qadsiyya, this united separated from the Iranians and embraced Islam. Saad Ibn Abi Waqas gave this unit permission to settle in Kufa. 
Similarly, the commander of the infantry of Yazdigard was a very prominent officer, known as Siah. When Yazdigard left Isfahan, he sent Siah with a special unit to confront the Muslims. However, instead of fighting with Muslims, he embraced Islam along with his unit. They were all settled in Basra.  
Bazan was Nosherwan’s Governor in Yemen. Most of the army under his command accepted Islam. 
Asawra 
As we mentioned earlier, the personal unit of Emperor Yazdigard embraced Islam. These people were not only soldiers but, like the Nine Advisors (Noratan) of Akbar, were special advisors to the Shahinsha and used to be called Asawra. The biggest symbol of honor and nearness to the Emperor was the golden bangle. Those who were given this symbol used to be called the Asawra people. Bangle is called asura. It is said about the people of paradise that they will be wearing golden bangles (18/21), which means higher degree of honor. 
After the Muslim victories these people became Muslims in large numbers. We do not want to say or should say that all these people came to the fold of Islam with mal intentions. However as we will come to know later, the intellectuals among these people entered into the Muslim umma with malign objectives, so that they could introduce ancient Zoroastrian ideas and customs. As a matter of fact, the simple Arab people were no match for the complicated Iranian thoughts and their clever political maneuvers. 
Therefore, in this sphere, they were defeated easily. However, the Iranians who embraced Islam with sincerity were no different than the Arab Bedouin Muslims about whom the Quran says: 

The desert Arabs say, "We believe." Say, "Ye have no faith; but ye (only)say. (49/14) 
Hazrat Umar was aware of this situation. Therefore, he wanted to give proper education and training to the neo-Muslims in order to bring an inner change in them and sink the Islamic belief in their hearts. But the conspiracy of Harmazan was successful before Hazrat Umar was able to implement his program. He realized that the biggest obstacle in taking revenge from the Muslims is the personality of Hazrat Umar. Iranians will not be successful in their objectives unless he is removed. The path was clear once this obstacle was removed. Neo-Muslims could not be educated and trained while it was easy for the shrewd Iranians to infiltrate their thoughts among them. 
We see two fronts of non-Arab conspiracies to achieve their objectives. One front was aimed at weakening of the Muslim empire and gain political dominance. The other front was aimed at to imprint Islam with the non-Arab ideas and beliefs. If we analyze deeply, we find that their main objective was not to gain political dominance rather their political clout was used to achieve the second objective. 
This is a valley where even angels do not dare to enter 
However this is a very delicate question. The reason is that there is no aspect of our present Islam which is not affected by the Ajami conspiracy and entrapped in non-Islamic ideas. This Islam may be of the followers of Shariat of any school of thought or the follower of Tariqat, it has a deep imprint of the Ajami (un-Islamic) ideas. 
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It is obvious that when someone says that our present Islam is corrupted with un-Islamic beliefs 
and thoughts, our religious leaders abhor this and insist that the Islam which they practice is the 
true Islam. 
Hence it looks strange and shocking when someone says that the present belief or school of 
thought is clearly against the Quranic text. 
Books of traditions and History 
This argument may not be understood and some people may be shocked, but this is a reality. The 
reason is that for them authority in Deen are traditions and history. Only that meaning of Quran is 
accepted that is supported by traditions and history. In other words these religious leaders have 
subordinated the Quran to the traditions and history rather than subordinating the traditions and 
history to the Quran. 
We will discuss this in detail later. You may be astonished to know that the collections of 
traditions and history books were all complied by Iranians (not Arabs). 
Sunnis consider six of these tradition collections as authentic. These are called Saha Sitta (The six 
authentic one). Shias have four such books of traditions. However, the collectors of all these 
authentic collections of traditions (Ahadith) whether of Sunnis or Shias, were all Iranians. 
Similarly, the first history book, which is considered authentic, was written by Imam Tabri, who 
was also an Iranian. The first book of Exposition of Quran was also written by Imam Tabri. 
Remember, all these books were compiled without any written record in the 3rd and 4th Hijra year. 
It is very obvious that how much authentic these books could be after the passing away of the 
Prophet (PBUH). 
Taqqiya 
There is another problem with the Shia books of traditions and history. Taqiyya or hiding their 
belief is one of their foundation of Deen. What is Taqiyya and what is its place in Islam? To 
explain this, we will refer to their most authentic book of traditions, Usul-e-kafi. 
1. Hazrat Abu Jaffar said that while dealing with your opponents be friendly in public but remain 
their opponent secretly. 
2. Hazrat Abu Abdullah said it is not enough that Imamat is recognized and accepted but our 
beliefs should be kept secret from our opponents, who should not be told about our traditions. 
Only our friends should be told about our faith and pray for God’s mercy for those who shows 
friendliness to our opponents in the state of Taqiyya. 
Addressing Sulaiman, he said, you belong to that Deen where God will honor you if do not reveal 
it and you will be dishonored if you reveal it. 
This is the importance to Taqiyya. 
Hazrat Abu Abdullah said that Taqiyya is the Deen of mine and my ancestors. Who does not 
practice Taqiyya, is not in the fold of Deen. (Urdu translation of Syyed Zafar Hassan, Vol II Page 
240-247) 
Imams followed this practically. According to Kafi: 
I heared Abu Abdullah as saying that “whoever knows that whatever we say is right (correct) so 
he should trust us for whatever we say. If he hears something that is against the command of God 
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so he should understand that we had said that to prevent any harm from our enemies. In other 
word he said that by way of Taqiyya. (Al Shafi – Vol I, Page 72-73) 
According to another tradition, Imam Jaafar Sadiq asked a Shia that if one year I tell you a 
tradition and the next year I relate another tradition that is contrary to the first one, so which one 
you are going to follow?  He said the last one. Imam said that God may have mercy on you. (This 
means that the first tradition was told because of Taqiyya.) (Al Shafi – Vol I, Page 73) 
Surely, it is difficult or impossible to know the reality from the books of traditions and history 
compiled by these people. 
The Age of Hazrat Aisha 
This is the veracity of our (Shia and Sunni) traditions and history compilations which are not only 
considered sacred but their logical criticism is considered kufr. It is generally accepted that Hazrat 
Aisha was only six years old at the time of marriage. This assertion is contrary to the clear 
instructions of the Quran that puberty is a condition of nikah (marriage). On the other hand this 
assertion provided opportunity to the Orientalists  to criticize the personality of the Prophet. 
After a long and extensive research, this scribe has proved that Hazrat Aisha’s age was between 17 
and 18 years at the time of her marriage. These people should have thanked God Almighty that 
this research helped clear the misunderstanding and removed the black spot on the personality of 
the Prophet caused by the Orientalists because of wrong traditions. 
However, as you may know what was the reaction of these people? They argued that in this way 
we have to accept that the tradition of Bukhari is wrong which is kufr (infidelity). Therefore, this 
person is the rejectionist of traditions. Hence, 1000 ulamas issued a fatwa of kufr against me. 
This is the extent of sacredness of these books which is perpetuated through declaring infidel 
anybody who challenges their authenticity. This is also the result of the Ajami conspiracy.  
In this situation, you can well imagine, that when we declared these historic episodes and 
traditions as fabrication how our traditionalist ulamas (religious leaders) can agree. 
My Maslak or belief 
I have explained my point of view about the traditions and history in the introduction of the book. 
Here I will repeat briefly: 
1. Authority in Deen comes from the book of God – the Quran – which explains itself.  Our books 
of traditions and interpretations  which are in accordance with the Quranic teachings should be 
accepted while those books which contradict the Quranic teachings should be rejected. 
2. We believe in the prophet-hood of Mohammad (PBUH) and the Quran gives testimony to the 
righteousness of all (companions of the prophet) Sahabas. Therefore, we do not find authentic 
those books of traditions and history which contain such material that brings a bad name to our 
prophet’s personality or which are against some prominent Sahabas. 
This is my belief. Regarding the prominent religious elders, of any sect, who came after Sahabas 
and command great reverence, my point of view is that if anything is attributed to them that goes 
against the Quran, it is attributed to them wrongly. If they were the really the elders of Deen then 
they would have not said that. But if someone insists that this attribution was correct then the 
following Quran verse is sufficient for my guidance: 

That was a people that hath passed away. They shall reap the fruit of what they did, and ye of 
what ye do! Of their merits there is no question in your case. 2/141 
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In the forthcoming pages whatever will be discussed, my belief is that all matters which are 
contrary to the message of Quran, they are wrongly attributed to those elders. 
I am neither Shia nor Sunni or follower of any schoold of thought or Ahle Hadith. I am a simple 
Muslim. I firmly believe that the Quran is God’s last, complete and immutable book and consider 
Prophet Mohammad (PBUH) as the last and final Prophet of God. Prophet-hood ended with him. 
I analyze history and traditions in the light of the Quran. Whatever I have written in the following 
pages, it is to show how Ajami conspiracies clearly detached Muslims from the Quran and 
distorted Islam. My effort is to argue with the authority of history and tradition. If somebody 
dislikes that, its responsibility does not lie with me but with history and tradition. However, I will 
apologize them because I don’t want to hurt any body’s feelings. 
I would like to clarify another point. As I said earlier, distortion in Islam began in Iran. All un-
Islamic ideas and beliefs in Islam were borrowed from the ancient Iranian religion – Zertoshta – 
By this I do not mean that we hold the present Iranians responsible for that but the Iranians of 
ancient time. Therefore if (according to history) they are blamed for anything their successors or 
the present Iranians are not responsible for that. Hence, whatever will be said about Iran, we will 
mean the ancient Iranians. 
The issue of Khilafat (Caliphate) 
It was the issue of Khilafat that split the Muslim umma (nation). In the beginning it was a political 
issue but later it twisted into a religious issue. In this way this united umma split into two 
permanent religious sects (Sunni and Shia) and it became impossible to bring them together. In 
chapter III (related to Khilafat) we have seen that Khilafa is elected with the consultation of 
umma, however, when Hazrat Abu Bakar was chosen in this way, Hazrat Ali objected by saying 
that he is the heir of Prophet’s inheritance that includes khilafat. Therefore khilafat is his inherent 
right and nobody can take that. For sometimes he struggled to pursue his claim but after the 
passing away of Hazrat Fatima he became silent. During the reign of Hazrat Umar Farooq he 
remained silent but during the reign of Hazrat Usman the conflict over khilafat became so intense 
and divisive that it could never be resolved. 
The Right of Inheritance 
In his history, Ibn-e-Jarir Tabri, has given detail of Hazrat Usman’s election. Without going into 
details, we will quote briefly: When Hazrat Usman was elected, Hazrat Ali left by turning his face. 
But he turned back when Hazrat Abdul Rehman Ben Auf stopped him. He pledged allegiance at 
the hand of Hazrat Usman but he was murmuring that this is a fraud…a big fraud. (Tabri – Vol III) 
Nahjatul Blagha (compring the sermons and saying of Hazrat Ali) is considered a very authentic 
Shia book that includes one sermon of Hazrat Ali, entitled Shaqshaqia, in which he says that after 
the demise of the Prophet the three khalifas usurped his right of khilafat which he got in 
inheritance. (Nahjatul Blagha – P-136-37) 
However there was a flaw in the claim of khilafat through inheritance because of which it could 
not be promoted further (as we will see later). Bani Abbas claimed that on the basis of the 
traditional inheritance, they have the right on khilafat and not Hazrat Ali or his sons. Their 
argument was that in the presence of uncle, according to Shariat, the inheritance goes to uncle and 
not uncle’s descendents. At the time of the when the Prophet passed away, Hazrat Abbas was 
alive, therefore, his inheritance goes to him and not to prophet’s cousin, Ali. This claim of Bani 
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Abbas took the shape of family or political controversy.  It later twisted into religious controversy 
because of other reasons. In order to find that reason we need to understand its background. 
 
Iranian’s belief about their emperors 
Iranians believed that their emperors are not ordinary human beings but are above human beings 
with Godly traits and authority. They are not elected by the people but appointed by God to rule. 
Hence only they have the right to rule and nobody could snatch their right which is transferred to 
their descendents through inheritance. They are God’s shadow and his representative on the earth. 
They do not commit any mistake, therefore, it is incumbent on people to obey their order. These 
beliefs were on their climax during the period of Sasani emperors when the Quran was revealed 
that swept away all these beliefs.  
Abdullah Ben Sabah 
A strange personality, known as Abdullah Ben Sabah, appears on the scene during the reign of 
Hazrat Usman. His alias was Ibn-e-Soda. Some historians declare him as a concocted personality 
(for example Dr. Taha Hussain of Egype – Al Fitna Al Kubra in Hazrat Usman’s reign). But those 
who believe that he was a real person say that he was a Jew from Yemen who embraced Islam in 
Madina, where he stayed for a while and learned the art of statecraft. He then moved to Kufa and 
made it the first center of his conspiracies. According to some historical histories, he spent some 
time in Madayen (Iran). Later he went to Egypt from where he spread the network of his 
conspiracy that was aimed at forcing Hazrat Usman to quit khilafat in favor of Hazrat Ali. 
In 35 AH an armed unit comprising the residents of Egypt, Basra and Kufa arrived in Madina and 
laid siege to the house of Hazrat Usman, martyred the Khalifa and announced the khilafat of 
Hazrat Ali. 
After the martyrdom of Hazrat Usman (as historians report) when there was armed confrontation 
between Hazrat Ali and Hazrat Aisha (Jamal War), Abdullah Ben Sabah was present in the army 
of Hazrat Ali. It was his party that attacked the army of Hazrat Aisha when they saw the 
possibility of a conciliation and thus escalated the conflict.  
Later on in the battle of Saffain between Hazrat Ali and Hazrat Muawiyya, the same party was 
busy in conspiracies on the side of Hazrat Ali. 
This was the political role of Abdullah Ben Sabah. However, his conspiracy that caused an un-
repairable damage to Islam are his ideologies which he spread extensively.  
The belief in “Return” rajat 
He first said that I am astonished at the simplicity of Muslims that they believe that Hazrat Essa 
(Christ) will return to earth again but do not believe that Prophet Mohammad will return. The 
prophet will defiantly come back, he said. This belief could not become popular among the 
Muslims but spread among the Shias about the sons of their Imam.   
History tell us that later on he said that every prophet has a khalifa and heir. Hazrat Ali was the 
heir of the Prophet. According to the clear instructions of the prophet, Hazrat Ali should have been 
the Khalifa. The people who prevented Ali from becoming khalifa, usuped his right. Now the 
Muslims should depose or assassinate Hazrat Usman and Hazrat Ali should be appointed khalifa 
in his place. This is the only way that the Muslims can mend their mistake and repent for their 
sins. 
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The effect of the concept of “God appointed” Imam 
The result of the propagation of these ideas was that the Muslims began to adopt the same ideas 
regarding khilafat that were attributed to the Iranian emperors. According to these ideas, khilafat 
(this term was letter replaced with Imamat that was more comprehensive and all embracing than 
khilafat) is not that kind of office that God leaves for the human intellect and can be determined by 
the decision of the umma. This is an essential pillar of Deen and a basis of Islam. It is not 
appropriate for the prophet that he should leave this matter undecided at the mercy of the umma. 
Therefore, it is essential that he should appoint an Imam for the umma. Hence the prophet, at the 
order of God, leaves a will. For the imamat of Hazrat Ali, the prophet had willed, that is why 
(Hazrat Ali) is called heir of the prophet. Similarly every Imam leaves a will in favor of his 
successor Imam. The Imam is appointed by God because this will is in accordance with the order 
of God. Imam does not commit any mistake, that is why he called “Imam the pious.” Therefore if 
anybody becomes successor of the prophet he is a ususper. It was also said that the right of 
Imamat belongs to Hazrat Ali and his descendents. 
Demarcation line between Kufr and Eemaan (non-belief and belief) 
Obviously, this idea about khilafat was against the belief of Sunnis and (for the first time) created  
two sects in the umma which remained in constant conflict. Later on, the idea of the God 
appointed Imam was declared an essential part of the faith and became a demarcation line between 
non-belief and belief (Kufr and Eemaan). 
According to this belief, Shia and Sunni are not the two sects of Muslims but (as the Shia’s 
believe) the non-Shias who do not believe in Imamat are outside the fold of Islam. Hence, Shias 
do not consider Sunnis as Muslims. Later on, Shias split into several sects like the Sunnis. 
However, all Shia sects have the same view as far as khilafat is concerned. Detail of this issue will 
be given later when it will be shown that the Shia’s claim that these beliefs are on the basis of the 
knowledge that was given to the Imams by God. 
According to history, the ideas which were planted by Abdullah Ben Sabah grew in this shape. As 
we mentioned earlier, this person was from Yemen which was under Iranian control at that time. 
Many Iranians were living in Yemen, therefore the roots of the ideas of Sabah were Iranian ideas 
and beliefs. Later on he spent more of his life in Kufa and Basra where Iranians were settled after 
embracing Islam. He also lived in Madayen, which was the capital of the Iranian empire. All this 
indicates that his ideas were a reflection of the Iranians beliefs and customs. 
In his book, Egyptian scholar Husnain Haikal has reproduced a long passage from History of the 
Historian from the Encyclopedia Britannica, that indicates that when the Iranians embraced Islam 
it affected their politics and religion deeply. 
“Iranian belief declared their king as the son of God. He was considered a God of greatness and 
reverence by birth. Therefore when Iranians revolted against the governments of Madina and 
Damascus, they gathered around Hazrat Ali, the cousin and legal heir of the prophet, who was 
kept away from the khilafat. An aura of reverence was created around his personality just as their 
ancestors used to do for their emperors. Their ancestors called their emperor the son of God and 
sacred king while their books referred them as Syed and Murshid. Similarly during their Islamic 
period they gave the tile of Imam to Hazrat Ali. This title has significant meaning despite its 
simplicity. 
When Hazrat Ali was martyred, the Iranians gathered around his two sons (Hassan and Hussain) 
and later around their descendents. It is said that Hazrat Hussain had married the daughter of the 
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last ruler of Akasra bani Sasaan. Hence along with the sacred right of Imamat, this marriage 
created a family link. Later on the blood of Hazrat Hussain in Karbala gave reverence to this unity 
that was established between Islam and ancient Iran. 
It was the Iranian rebellion that snatched the government from Bani Umayya and gave to the 
relatives of the prophet, Bani Abbas. In this way they implemented and authenticated the principle 
of Imamat, though they were unable to crown this house for which they exerted all their efforts. 
(Umar Farooq-e-Azam by Hasnain Haikal, Urdu translation – P-419) 
Shia traditions regarding Shehrbano 
In chapter six, we mentioned about the marriage of Yazdigard’s daughter to Imam Hussain. In this 
respect a tradition in Ahadith book – Usul-e-Kafi – is worth consideration.  Within the context of 
the birth of Ali Ben Hussain, it is said that his mother’s name was Salama (More famous as Shahar 
Bano) Bint Yazdigard ben Shahryar ben Sheroya ben Kasra.  
Imam Baqer said that when the daughter of Yazdigard came to Hazrat Umar all bachelor girls of 
Madina climbed to their roof tops to have a glimpse of her beauty. When she entered the mosque, 
it became bright (with her presence). When Umar saw her, he veiled his face. She said curse on 
Hurmuz that I had to see this bad day. Hazrat Umar said that are you abusing me (because I saw 
you and you call this a bad day)…. Amirul Momenin said that she should be given permission to 
choose anyone from the Muslims and should be considered as war booty. Then she walked 
through people and put her hand on the head of Imam Hussain. Amirul Momenin  asked, what is 
your name? She said Jahan Shah. Hazrat Umar said no, Sheherbano. And then he told Imam 
Hussain that Abu Abullah you will have a son from her womb who will be the best in the world. 
Hence Ali Ibne Hussain was born, who was the best Arab because he was Hashmi and the best 
Ajam because he was Iranian. (Kital us Shafi – Vol I P-578-79)  
Salman Farsi 
Hazrat Salman Farsi is another personality becaue of whom (according to the historical traditions) 
Hazrat Ali had contacts with Iranians. In his book, Asad Al Ghaba Fi Seerat As Sahaba, Ibne 
Aseer writes that Hazrat Salman was one of the companions of the prophet. There is a controversy 
about his age. It is said that his age was between 250 and 600 year. He had seen the era of the 
disciples of Hazrat Esaa Masih (Christ) and was in the company of those companions. He was 
aware of the prediction of Hazrat Masih about the appearance of Ahmed (Farqalit) who will 
emerge in Yathrab.  
Salman Farsi was captured and enslaved by a Jew who was coming to Yathrab on a trade mission. 
In this way he reached there with the Jew. After (hijrat) the migration of the prophet to Yathrab he 
embraced Islam at his hands.  The prophet secured his freed with the financial help of his 
companions. When the prophet established brotherhood between the refugees (muhajreen) and 
local residents (ansars) in Medina, Hazrat Salman could not be categorized in any of the two. On 
this the prophet said that Salman is from my household. (Refer Izalat Al Khilafa by Shah 
Walihullah) 
In this way Hazarat Salman Farsi was considers part of “ahle bait” (from the house of the prophet.) 
When this verse of Sura Juma was revealed: 

And others from among them who have not yet joined them (62/3) 
Companions asked who are meant by the people who will come later. Hazrat Salman Farsi was 
sitting next to the Prophet who touched his shoulder or head and said that those people will be 
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from his nation. And one person of great majesty will be born in this nation who will the capable 
to find the truth even if it was in stars. 
Similarly, it is mentioned in Tirmizi that when this verse was revealed: 

If ye turn back (from the Path), He will substitute in your stead another people (47/38) 
People asked the prophet which nation Allah will choose instead of us? He touched Salman’s 
shoulder and said his nation, his nation. 
These traditions not only established the superiority of the Iranians against the Arabs but also 
opened the way for a belief in the “return of messiah.” 
This is the background of Hazrat Salman Farsi about who Shias believe that after the passing away 
of the prophet, besides Ahle Beit, only three Muslims were left which were Hazrat Miqdad, Harat 
Abu Dar and Hazrat Salman Farsi. (Some Shia traditions add two more names which are: Hazrat 
Ali’s salve Hazrat Qmbar and Hazrat Ammar ben Yasir who supported the claim of Hazrat Ali on 
khilafat.) 
In the passage quoted earlier from the History of Historian, it is said that though the Iranians were 
unable to crown those whom they wanted but they snatched the empire from Bani Umayya and 
handed it over to Bani Abbas who were related to the prophet. We wanted to show how the 
Iranians of that time weakened the Islamic state through exploitation of internal differents and 
splits. Hence that period of history also became our topic of discussion that how they continued 
their conspiracies which resulted in the transfer of empire from Bani Umayya to Bani Abbas and 
its collapse after the fall of Baghdad. 
Imam Hassan surrenders khilafat 
The Islamic empire was divided into two parts (after the assassination of Hazrat Usman), one part 
was under the leadership of Hazrat Ali with Kufa its capital while the other part was under Hazrat 
Moawiyya with capital in Damascus. After the martyrdom of Hazrat Ali, Imam Hassan succeeded 
him but after few days he abandoned khilafat in favor of Hazrat Moawiyya. According to Ibne 
Khaldun: “Imam Hassan wrote to Amir Moawiyya that he can abandon khilafat if he is given all 
the wealth (that was 50 million dirhams) of the treasury of Kufa. Moreover he should get the 
tribute (tax) of Darul Jabru (which was part of I). (Ibne Khaldun Vol II P-456) 
After this issue was resolved, the whole empire was transferred to Hazrat Moawiyya. 
Hasnain’s relations with Amir Moawiyya 
It is worth mentioning that both brothers enjoyed very good relations with Amir Moawiyya. For 
example, Allama Ibne Kaseer writes: “When the khilafat (Caliphate) of Moawiyya was 
established, (Hazrat) Hussain alongwith his brother (Hazrat) Hassan used to visit him. The Amir 
used to receive them with great honor and offered very expensive gifts. In one day they were given 
200,000 dirhams. (Al Bidaya Wal Nihaya Vol. 8) 
This relationship continued with Imam Hussain, after the death of Imam Hassan. The 
commentator of Nahjat Al Blagha, Ibne Abi Haddad writes: “Moawiyya was the first person in the 
world who gave gifts of million million dirhams and his son Yazid doubled this gift. These gifts 
were given to the two sons of Hazrat Ali – Imam Hassan and Imam Hussein – every year. ( Shrah 
Ibne Abi Haddad Vol II). 

(To be continued) 
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