	THE STREET MIMBAR – Khutbah (7 July 2006)

e-mail: khutbahs@yahoo.com webpage: www.geocities.com/khutbahs 

Suggestions & Criticisms: PLEASE E-MAIL 

It is such a manner that We make plain our signs so that the course of the criminals may become clear. 


Bismillah Ar-Rahmaan Ar-Raheem. 

Alhumdulillah. Peace and blessings on Muhammad, his Noble Companions and Family. 

Brothers and Sisters Approaching Allah...

 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE (PART 10)

THE CONSEQUENCES OF FREEDOM IN THE EARLY ISLAMIC STATE 

With the guidance and the help of Allah we will continue to open up pages that have been out of our attention, beyond our attention span and not within the focus of our minds even though many of us have our emotional or our indifference towards what is becoming today, and quickly so, a grand scheme of trying to place bad feelings among the Muslims. In doing this, we are trying to consolidate the brotherhood that we are.

Committed Muslims are brethren of each other. (Surah Al-Hujurat verse 10 )

The way todays world is operating is that we should become either indifferent to each other or misunderstanding of each other or antagonistic towards each other and may Allah forbid, finally, warriors against each other. We continue to try to contribute to having this type of master plan foiled at least in our minds if we have no access and no potential to foil it when it eventually unravels, if that ever happens, may Allah forbid it from happening but at least we can take the fuse out of our own internal thoughts. We can remember, just 10 and 15 years ago, how Shayateen al-Ins wa Al-Jinn emanating in Washington DC were favoring a particular group of Muslims with sectarian undertones and with a sectarian polarization, the winds now are blowing in the opposite direction and the choice has fallen on other sectarian undertones and another sectarian polarization. Our confidence and trust is in Allah, that once accurate, sensitive and critical information is projected in light of the Qur'an and the Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam), to minds that are not polluted and to hearts that are not spoiled, that we can carry the day against all of these odds that appear insurmountable. We will try to carry our minds into this almost historically forbidden territory and take a look at some of the facts that are buried by tradition and ignored by those who should know better, viz. the Ulema and the scholars of Islam. 

We mentioned that the legitimate, popular and in the mould of Allahs Prophet Islamic Authority had to deal with a type of insurrection. Those who were first called Al-Qurra, and then they were called Al-Muhakkeema and then they were called Al-Haruriyyah and then they finally and eventually became known as Al-Khawaarij. These Khawaarij killed several individuals, a husband and a pregnant wife and some emissaries of Ali (radi Allahu anhu), and this was when they had to be dealt with reciprocal to their crimes because now, they were on a war footing and they had to be held responsible. Ali goes to them and he asks them about the criminals and the culprits who were involved in these acts of murder. They told him, "All of us are involved in these acts of murder." Remember, the concentration of the Islamic leadership at that time was dealing with a significantly more important challenge- a hostile camp that was represented by Muawiya and his right hand man Amr ibn Al-Aas. We have to remind ourselves that we are looking at two entirely different sets and circumstances and definitions of society. The first one that is represented by Ali was a society of free conscience, of free of expression and of free of assembly. This was a society that preceded the types of secular societies that today speak about freedom of religion, freedom of expression, freedom of conscience, freedom of the press and all these freedoms. The type of society under the leadership of Imam or Khalif or Ameer Al Mu'minin Ali was the type of society that guaranteed this freedom, unlike the society that was ruled by Muawiya from which we hear of no expressions of freedom. But this freedom had a cost. When you guarantee for people a free conscience, you guarantee that they are potential adversaries or enemies in the making. This is what happened with this phenomenon known as Al-Khawaarij. They were guaranteed freedom of expressing their heart-felt feelings and their cerebral thoughts, even though these feelings and thoughts turned deadly and hostile. This internal society had to deal with genuine dissent that became hostile and a bloody insurrection which is known in Islamic history as the Battle of Nahrawaan, in which thousands of Muslims paid with their lives for the principle of this freedom. This is an internal Islamic affair which we haven't learnt from because today, we don't have freedom of conscience, we don't have freedom of assembly, we don't have freedom of thought and we don't have freedom of association. We should be the first people who learn from this lesson but we haven't learned from it. Many of us are buried in a traditional relationship with that affair and with that issue- an internecine Islamic war that we haven't learnt from, precious lessons from history that we don't concentrate our minds on. We don't need emotions and we don't need the lack of emotions, what we need here is our minds. Let us come to these events with open, active and thinking minds. 

So, what happened when this society that guaranteed these freedoms to its own people had to deal with its internal problems? There was the camp of Muawiya who was looking at this. Muawiya was confined to Bilad Ash-Shaam, geographical Syria. When this took place, watching from a distance that the Muslims are killing themselves, remember, this was in the aftermath of Siffin, it was just after At-Tahkeem, arbitration, at Adhruh in todays Jordan. People who are looking for the usurpation of power, such as was the case with the rulers in Damascus at the time, they said "Now is the time to make a move to capture or to win over Egypt". Muawiya sent some communication to the Egyptians talking about Al-Imam Al-Madhlum, this is in reference to the assassination of Uthman ibn Affan (radi Allahu anhu), the 3rd Khalifah, calling him Al-Imam Al-Madhlum and then trying his best to win over public opinion in Egypt to his side. At the time, the representative of Ali in Egypt was Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr (radi Allahu anhu). You see, the way todays emotions are, it strikes emotionalist and traditionalist Muslims to make a connection between Ali and the son of Abi Bakr (radi Allahu anhu). This is a fact of history- you can look at books from which ever side of this issue you would like to. Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr was virtually the deputy of Ali in Egypt. In the exchange of communications, knowing what was being planned by Muawiya, Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr complained that he needed reinforcements- "it seems like there is an effort a-foot inside Egypt to change the orientation and the loyalty of the people of Egypt and beyond that, to grab the resources of Egypt and use it against the legitimate ruler of Islam and the Muslims, viz. Ali." Remember, all of this was taking place because the powers in Damascus, viz. Muawiya thought that this is the right time to move because there is bloodshed inside the camp of Ali. An-Nahrawaan was a very serious battle that took its toll on public opinion on the people of Southern Iraq, more particularly in Basrah. After At-Tahkeem, in the months after the arbitration, Muawiya ibn Abi Sufyan sends Amr ibn Al-Aas along with around 6,000 warriors to secure Egypt. There was a battle, Al-Musannah, that's the name of it, between the two sides. Muahmmaed ibn Abi Bakr the deputy of Ali and the Egyptian Muslims were with him as opposed to Amr ibn Al-Aas and the 6,000 warriors that came with him from geographical Syria. The way the war went was that the armed forces of Muhammeb ibn Abi Bakr lost and the commander of that war who was not Amr ibn Al-Aas killed Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr and he stuffed his body into a carcass of a donkey and he burned it altogether. His sister Aaisha (radi Allahu anha) was very upset and emotionally devastated when she heard about what had happened. The result, the up-shot of all of this was that Egypt was now virtually secured inside the camp of Muawiya. The rest of the Islamic heartland as it were, the Arabian Peninsula, Iraq and portions of Iran, (we're using these geographic words to give you a sense of where this political and military activity and clashes were taking place), these were still strictly under the suzerainty of Ali. Of course, the Arabian Peninsula at that time had two major demographic areas- Al-Hejaz, Makkah and Al-Medinah and Al-Yemen in the South Western quadrant of the peninsula. Iraq was like twin cities, two demographic areas virtually referred to Iraq itself, those were Al-Basrah and Al-Kufa. Then, there were the areas that were liberated in Iran, referred to as Al-Ahwaaz and areas north of that. Overall speaking, these areas were still in allegiance to Ali. Within this general consolidation there were pockets that were called the pro-Uthmani forces that were speaking their conscience, they were expressing themselves, they were contacting people, holding sessions in the Masaajid in public- no one was telling them you can't speak your mind. Imagine what the difference is between the atmosphere of freedom at that time and what we have today. People who want to speak their minds are behind bars or out in the streets. We're talking about an Islamic society almost 1,400 years ago and we're speaking about what is called today "the peak of civilization- the United states"- but you can't speak your mind there. Muslims can't make the comparison because we approach these issues with our emotions and we don't approach these issues with our minds so that we can put the context of that time into perspective and the context of our time into perspective. With these events developing in this fashion, remember, some people get tied up in the virtue of a person- Ali was probably the height of virtue, but he had to deal with people. There were people around him, he can't express himself in the military field by himself- is he going to face an army by himself?! He has to relate to these people that he is with. The type of people who were around him forced certain things to be done. Just like in picking and choosing the arbiter,  the person who is going to arbitrate on his behalf, Abu Musa Al-Ash'ari (radi Allah anhu)- that wasn't the choice of Ali, that was the choice of the overwhelming majority of people around him. What are you going to so? Are you going to tell all the people around or 90% of them "I don't agree with your choice and you're going to step out of this," thereby beginning the first step towards secularization? That could have been interpreted as the first pulse for a secular Islam had Ali done something like that, but he had to stay the course with the type of people who were around him, who were emotionally injured by what happened at Al-Jamal; who were still in their feelings not reconciled with what happened at Siffin and now, there's the new element in them that they know more than their leader- this phenomenon referred to as Al-Khawaarij appears and presents itself as knowing more about Allah, His Prophet and the Qur'an than Ali himself. When they were given the freedom to speak out, the problem didn't go away. An-Nahrawaan, thousands of Muslims in this internal civil war didn't cause the problem to go away. When some of these people saw that now, Egypt was no longer on their side, what did they do? They came to Ali, this is represented by a person by the name of Al-Kharreet ibn Raashid. He comes to Ali, (we're paraphrasing the whole exchange here) and he said "You are wrong in what you are doing. You should have accepted the arbitration, which meant that neither you nor Muawiya had anything to do with leading the Muslims. You have been relieved of that responsibility by the arbitration process that you yourself agreed to." Here, he didn't follow this up by saying that this arbitration was conditioned by being referenced to the Qur'an- he left that part out. These are people who selectively want to judge other people. We've had this selective judgment of people on other people preceding and following us from that time up until today. So, Al-Kharreet ibn Raashid tells Ali, "You had no right opposing this arbitration. You should have agreed to what they agreed to. Besides that, they agreed that Uthman was killed as a madhlum, he was killed while being denied his rights, being humiliated in the way he was- you should have agreed to that. Finally, there were three points, the 3rd point is the leadership of the Muslims should be determined by a process of Shura, and you should agree to that." Then, this person goes around, imagine the freedom of conscience at that time, he went beyond that and told Ali "I will not obey any of your orders and I will not pray behind you." He goes out and he begins to propagate his ideas which were very similar, some people categorize this as yet another burst of this Khaariji insurrection. He goes out with all freedom, speaking his mind on this issue in public, everywhere, and no one is there with the force of arms to harass him and tell him "shut up" as they do today. He spoke his mind and he caused problems until finally there was a military encounter between him and the legitimate Islamic authority. Of course, he and whatever they were, 1,000 or 1,500 of all that he could gather around him in this atmosphere of unconditional freedom of conscience as long as it was referring to the Qur'an and the Prophet  in the distorted way that it was doing it. Al-Kharreet went around and he gathered people around him. Some of them were of the Khaariji persuasion, if not most of them , and some of them were Christians who became Muslims, but then, as they were Muslims, they saw what was happening in this internal Islamic society at large- Al-Jamal, Siffin and the internal wars that were going on and they decided to return and become Christians again, and they joined this person against Ali. At the time, because of the dynamics of the Islamic society, this was a type of Ridda by these types of people. Finally, when there was a military face-off between these sides, this side that enjoyed freedom of expression lost. This had an impact on the psychology of the people especially in Al-Basrah and Al-Kufa because it was in this area in what is today Southern Iraq and Southern Iran, the Northern Arabian Gulf area, this was the arena of this type of clash and differences. As far as public opinion was concerned there, this had an impact on them- many of them began to lose hope. So, what did this person in Damascus do, when he is watching all this happening? He sends one of his confidants by the name of Abdullah ibn Aamir al-Hadrami to Basrah, because Basrah had an enclave, a pocket of pro-Uthmaani individuals and neighborhoods. Muawiyah sends one of his confidants to Basrah, even though the majority of people were generally and publicly speaking in allegiance to the Islamic leadership, but there was some discontent and Muawiya and Amr ibn Al-Aas zeroed in on that discontent in the population. Now, you tell us, are these people looking for justice to be done? Can anyone detect a will to do justice by trying to pick on every political opportunity that presents itself to grab power for themselves and to deny power to those who were legitimately in office? Al-Hadrami arrives in Basrah and begins to lobby for the Umawi course, bringing up the issue of Al-Imam Al-Madhlum once again, this is in reference to Uthman ibn Affan and stirring internal discontent inside of Al-Basrah. What do you do? Do you think that Ali and the Islamic leadership is not around and it doesn't know what is going on? Obviously it knows what is going on. It sees all of this unfolding in front of its own eyes. This person manages to put together a force of about 1,500 warriors and once again, they face off against the legitimate Islamic Governance there and they lose. What happens at the end of this is Al-Hadrami and about 70 of his followers are captured and then they were torched, they were burned to death. This is obviously not an Islamic practice, something that should not happen, but it happened, we had this type of development inside of the Islamic context, but still, the general trend among the people was expressed. One of the expressions was "It's easier for us to fight Muawiya in this world than it is for us to fight Ali in the world to come." This expressed the general mood among the Muslims still in their loyalty to Ali at least as far as public expression was concerned. But, as far as reality was concerned, when Ali wanted them to… we're speaking about the people in Basrah and Kufa in particular and in general about the people in Southern Iraq, even though the Arabian Peninsula and even parts of Iran were in line with this leadership, but the way the world was at that time, transportation and communication wasn't an easy thing. You couldn't communicate the solidarity that was with Ali in Al-Kufa with the rest of the Muslims who were scattered hundreds and thousands of miles away. It wasn't easy, it couldn't be done like we think it is easy to do the exact same thing today. So, when Ali addressed himself, and here, we begin to realize that he felt very disappointed by the response of the people who were verbally and publicly around him. When it came to doing what had to be done, only a few would come out. When there was a threat in Egypt and Ali tried to motivate these people around him to go and do their military duty in Egypt, barely anyone came out. When he was facing off against this internal dissent, this civil insurrection and this military insubordination, he had to deal with all of this, and when he tried to summon his own followers to deal with this militarily, not many of them was around. You begin to feel in his remarks and in his statements that he was disappointed and frustrated with the type of people that were around him. What are you going to do at this juncture? Are you going to say "O Allah, I have nothing to do with these people and walk away when they are at least publicly and verbally expressing support?" His steadfast position, if we care to learn, teaches us that you don't run away from your principle and you don't run away from your conviction and your commitment to Allah when things begin to unravel in a way that is not favorable. Kufa itself and Basrah, both these were considered the stronghold of what was left of Islamic Legitimate rule- they began to waiver whenever a military task had to be done, they were vacillating, sometimes they were stubbornly opposed and the enemy on the outside was watching all of this happening. The Muslims, imagine being in those circumstances, when there is a serious internal military face-off between one camp and the other, all of these Muslims, inside of them, they are also concerned with what's going to happen if we finish ourselves off? What's going to happen with what used to be the two superpowers of the world at that day? Obviously they're going to make a come back and everyone is going to lose. So, there was nothing here is very rosy for the Muslims to look at. This may be attributable to the fact that eventually the forces of nationalism, the forces of tribalism were going to take over. But, the struggle has to continue, No one is exempt from this. We're not exempt from it today. The generations that will come in the future are not going to be exempt from this. This is going to appear, if we want to think, this will present itself to us as an internal war against our nationalist selves. Nationalism won that first round eventually during that time at the political level, that doesn't mean that Muslims no longer have social virtues, that doesn't mean that Muslims no longer have any type of social affiliations with each other- they did, but Muslims lost their ideological character when their nationalist forces triumphed by the Umawis against the legitimate Islamic Authority that was represented by the Imam or Khalif and those who were with him. It didn't begin here, and it's not going to end here. Insha-Allah, in the weeks to come, we will pursue this further so that we can understand the internal dynamics that were present. It's not just personalities- Ali and his rival in Damascus- this wasn't an issue of personalities, it was an issue of public and popular trends and inclinations, and Muawiya was betting on the nationalist forces to subdue the trans-national character of Islam. The day will come, every action has a reaction similar to it and of equal force, when this political historical wrong will be corrected, but it will not come through our emotions and it will not come through our absenteeism- it will come through our rational understanding of the wrong that was committed at the political level then, that will be corrected at the political level when the time arrives.

Brothers and sisters, committed Muslims…

The powers now, in our world, who are feeding off of our ignorance and some of our passiveness, some of our indifference, some of our traditions, this is where the enemy picks up steam. When we surrender ourselves to un-thought of traditions, to un-investigated areas, to a public ignorance about these types of matters, we have formed a gap into which hostile forces move like they are doing today. Do you think they are trying to stir the sectarian pot inside of Iraq alone? You are mistaken. They are trying to stir a sectarian pot that extends wherever Muslims of different opinions exist. This could lead into Syria, Lebanon, the Persian Gulf area, the Arabian Peninsula, Turkey, Central Asia, the Indian Sub-continent. It could flare up that whole area and they would be able to do that if we are slow at understanding ourselves. We speak in these khutbahs to try to brush off the dust of ignorance from our minds pertaining to these types of issues. Some one has to be absent minded not to realize that the United States government right now is playing a sectarian card even inside of the United States. You can all remember, we hope, in the 1980's, the Shi'is were the bad guys, they were the trouble-makers, anarchists and nihilists, that’s the way they were presented- and they tried to play a sectarian card then. Remember, they were distributing, especially the Saudi Arabian government, free literature all over the place to vilify and condemn the Shi'is because they were the followers of Al-Imam Al-Khomeini- they have no problems with the Shi'is if the Shi'is stepped outside of the line of Imam Khomeini. Before Imam Khomeini, there were Shi'is, we didn't see literature all over the place condemning Shi'is! Now, that same game is being repeated, but now, the villains are the Sunnis who are opposed to the American occupation and military presence in Muslim territories and countries. How would the Americans feel if foreign forces came and placed themselves in the mid-west of the United States. If they took over Kansas, Missouri, Iowa and Nebraska- how would the American public feel about that, especially if this force came and told the Americans we want to support the protestants against the Catholics at one time, and then 20 years after that, it turns this whole diabolical plan around and says we want to support the Catholics against the protestants. This is the equivalent of what they're trying to do to us.
