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Suggestions & Criticisms: PLEASE E-MAIL 
It is in such a manner that We make plain our signs so that the course of the

criminals may become clear.


Bismillah Ar-Rahmaan Ar-Raheem. 

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

Brothers and Sisters, Muslims whose relationship with Allah is one of responsibilities and duties and one of tasks and obligations....
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm?archived=1&page=6
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CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 24
ISLAMIC OPPOSITION OF THAWRAT AZ-ZINJ
We have been tracing the movements, uprisings and revolts that took issue with the political deviation that settled in the highest offices of the Islamic decision making process early in our history. We may, in one sense take a step backwards to have a broader understanding of some of the dynamics that we may not have covered in all of these khutbahs. Mind you, that being a committed Muslim or Mu'min entails a civic status and a civil responsibility. You cannot be a committed Muslim and then recede into your personal self- it can't be. If you want to be from Alladhina Aamanu, you share in the public responsibility. That is why our salaah together is much more meaningful than it is by ourselves; that is why we have a financial responsibility in the form of Nafaqaat, Sadaqaat and Zakaah; and that is why almost all the time when we read Ya Ayyuhalladhina Aamanu in the Qur'an, it is followed by a social responsibility or involvement. There are some people who want to kid themselves. They want to gain the description of Mu'min but they don't want to carry the higher responsibility of Imaan, especially when it comes to sacrifices. That is why many times, the public fail their active insightful leaders, because when it comes time to give of your life and possessions, some people choose not to do that. This is part of human nature. We detect this human nature before the Qur'an and the Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam). In the history of Bani Israel, there were failures at this point. There is also in our own history, in the era of Medinah. We can recall- this is something that is below the radar level, it is not common reading and you don't come across it frequently- even if you are a Muslim scholar- but the fact of the matter is that this human nature in Al-Medinah, in the presence of Allahs Prophet did not want to carry social responsibilities. The Qur'an refers to these types of people saying that 

they have diseased hearts (Surah Al-Maaidah verse 52)

There's a pathology within themselves. They are morbid. They lived in Al-Medinah, came to the Masjid, did all the private and personal requirements that are due from every individual Muslim, but when it came time to prove their social worth and to carry their social responsibilities, they did not want to do that. They found that the forces that are against Islam may one day vanquish the Muslims and defeat the Prophet. Imagine- these were people who were saying Ash-hadu an la ilaha illallah wa ash-hadu anna Muhammedur Rasulullah, they were in the front line of the salaah in the Prophets Masjid; they were frequent visitors of Allahs Prophet and then the caliber of the leadership of Allahs Prophet and the unfolding of events exposed these types of people. When the Muslims had to sacrifice their lives, this tract of people- those who have morbid hearts - said 

We don't want to severe our connections with Yahud in Al-Medinah (Surah Al-Ma'idah verse 51)

This was expressed by their front man, ibn Sallul. He comes to the Prophet and says "Look, I have connections, ties and relationships with these Yahud and I'm not going to severe these ties." This was after Yahud showed signs of treason and collaboration of the Mushrik Makkan enemies of Allahs Prophet. The words of the Qur'an express this psychology. They said 

We are afraid that misfortune comes our way (Surah Al-Ma'idah verse 51)

Imagine- if they take the solid side of Allah, the Prophet and the committed Muslims, they say that some bad luck is going to happen to them; the days and the times are going to change; the Yahud are going to become the powerful and the Muslims are going to become the losers. This is a psychology that is present. If it was present in the time of the Prophet, it's going to be present after him; it's going to be present when we are looking at Islamic political opposition, it's going to be present in the interim centuries and generations and it is present today. We took a look at certain revolts against the illegitimate authorities- the periodic revolts of those who were called Al-Khawaarij; the revolt of Al-Imam Zaid (radi Allahu anhu) that was in Al-Kufa in the year 22 of the hijrah, it continued for two or three days and it was over because of this dynamic that we are looking at; we took a look at the revolt of An-Nafs Az-Zakiyah (radi Allahu anhu) which was in Al-Medinah and that continued for around two and a half months and it was over and his brother, Ibrahim had a revolt that continued simultaneously with him during that year in Al-Basrah, but it only continued for three months. We have to take a close look at why these revolts just continue for a short time and then cannot accomplish the desired goal- it is because of this psychology. 
Going back to the time of Allahs Prophet, there were three revolts during the time of Allahs Prophet that failed. Probably the most famous one is the one of Musailamah Al-Kaddhaab. This character claimed to be a Prophet and he even sent a letter to Allahs Prophet saying "Now, I am your partner in Prophethood!" He was killed and his social attempt to break away from the leadership of Allahs Prophet failed. It may be noteworthy to say, because much of this information is omitted from public discourse, that Wahshi (radi Allahu anhu), the person who killed Humzah (radi Allahu anhu) in the battle of Uhud…a slave who wanted to gain his freedom, it  turns out that later on, in these last times or days of Allahs Prophet, Wahshi is the one who kills Musailamah Al-Kaddhaab and he said, "When I was not a Muslim, I killed the best person on earth, (referring to Humzah, the Prophets uncle) and then when I became a Muslim, I killed the worst person on earth, (referring to Musailamah Al-Kaddhaab, the imposter who said that he was a Prophet)." We're not speaking about the Munafiqin who were concealed in the social atmosphere of Al-Medinah, Abdullah ibn Ubayy and the 300 who were with him who refused to go to Uhud- this was a class of people that was known, and their relationships with the Mushriks of Makkah and the Yahud of Medinah were also known- we are talking about those who claimed to be Muslims but then refused the social responsibilities of Islam. As far as we can tell, the Munafiqin inside Al-Medinah were financially forthcoming and would at would at least put on the appearance of honoring the higher responsibilities of Islam, short of sacrificing their lives, but in this case we had break away movements from the central authority of Islam referred to in Islamic literature as ridda, which is mistranslated as an apostatic effort. These are more than that, these are not just apostates, these are people who renounce Islam by renouncing the higher responsibilities of Islam. During the time of Allahs Prophet, there were three groups of people in Arabia who tried to break away from the social fabric of Islam. They wanted to continue as personal Muslims but they didn't want this thing of belonging to an Islamic state and having an Islamic citizenship and living within an Islamic society. 

Then, during the time of Abu Bakr (radi Allahu anhu) who followed Allahs Prophet in the position number one decision making position among the Muslims, there were seven attempts in Arabia to break away from the Islamic central authority. There were wars against these attempts.

Then, during the time of Umar (radi Allahu anhu), there was one, which wasn't really a serious attempt. It centered around a person who was a chief in his own tribe. He comes and announces publicly that he is a Muslim and then he goes to make his Tawaaf around the Ka'ba and then a commoner, a regular person, steps on his garment. This person, his name is Jabla ibn Ayham, what did he do? He virtually smashes this persons face- he breaks this persons nose, his teeth and according to one narrative, he gouges his eyes. Then, this issue is taken and referred to the leader of the Muslims- Umar, and he summons these two people- "Come here, lets see what happened." So, the issue is explained and no one disputes the details of the issue, neither the commoner nor the king, and then Umar says "This commoner has the right to take his Qisas, rightful punishment from you." This man tells Umar "Are you going to subject me to a punishment, Qisas, because of this hobo?"-more or less, these were his words. Umar tells this man, "Both of you and all of us are in the fold of Islam…"- meaning what are you talking about- kings and hobos?!"…Islam has deleted these designations." So, this man says "OK, Give me a day, I'll come back tomorrow- postpone the punishment for a day." Then, he takes off with some of his relatives. He leaves Makkah and the Arabian Peninsular altogether and he goes to Damascus and he becomes a Christian- do you see how these small issues can become break away issues from Islam? He and his tribe, those who were closely affiliated with him could not tolerate this social equality in Islam. If Islam was just a personal issue, then we wouldn't be talking about all of these events- Islam is more than that. 

We pick up on another detail in Islamic, the magnitude of which makes us surprised to know that it virtually doesn't exist in the Muslim mind. In the year 249 of the hijrah, there was a person by the name of Ali ibn Muhammed. He is the great grandson of Zaid who saw the discrepancy in the Muslim Ummah. He saw that there were poor people and then there was the corrupt ruling class, the Abbasis who were ruling in Baghdad, in Iraq. Because Samerra was in the news- this is a city in Iraq, not very far from Baghdad- the capital of the Abbasis was relocated to Samerra when they had an influx of a military class. Now, the new development in Islamic society is that for the 1st time we have a strong and effective military class that was made up of, what is called today, minorities. We spare the details of how this took place because it will take us off in another direction, suffice it to say that Ali ibn Mohammed began an opposition movement to correct this polarization among the Muslims, with the poor, needy and working on one side and those who have power, being in the military, and those who have money, being in the bazaar on the other side. He put together a resistance movement which took years to put together- going from city to city, area to another area and from country to country to try to consolidate an opposition to the Abbasi kings. Before, the opposition to the Umawi and Abbasi kings was more like hit and run opposition, especially the continuous revolts of the Khawaarij against the Umawis and then we had Zaid, An-Nafs Az-Zakiyyah, his brother Ibrahim and Ali ibn Muhammed. Remember, we're looking at social tendencies- finally, Ali ibn Muhammed for the 1st time, managed to amalgamate social tendency with popularity- we're talking about hundreds of thousands of people. Even though it is very hard to come by this information, it is referred to in the books of history, as Thawrat Az-Zinj, which means, if we were to give it the flavor of todays language, the revolution of the Negros. It wasn't exclusively a revolution exclusively by those who had black skin, but that is the way it is referred to because many (and according to some sources- most), of those who participated in this uprising which continued for almost 20 to 25 years… Remember, we were talking about uprisings that were a matter of days and weeks and maybe months at the most, but here, for the 1st time, we had a revolt and an uprising that continued for a generation. They managed to break away, and this was not a negative breaking away from the central authority. This was a positive one to reconstitute the Islamic authority along the lines of equality and justice. Most of these revolutionaries came from what is called, today, the working class. Most of them were black and they used to work in what is today the Persian Gulf or Southern Iraq and they used to do menial jobs like desalinating the soil and the water to make it suitable for agriculture. When Ali ibn Muhammed came to them, they had an experience with others who tried to take advantage of their social condition and use them against the government. So, they were very reluctant, until Ali ibn Muhammed spent a long time and long years with them and they ascertained his sincerity. As this was going on, the government in Baghdad and Samerra was nervous that there is an autonomous area in Muslim territories. They built a city of their own, called Al-Mukhtara. They had Al-Bahrain, areas of what is today the Persian Gulf and also called Khusastan- all of this was part of a movement against the political deviation in Baghdad and Samerra. Finally, the confrontation came and the armies met. There were skirmishes throughout these years, but the climax was around the year 269 hijri, when after four years, the Abbasi military force placed this capital called Al-Mukhtara under siege and then, governments begin to do what they always do. They place a certain area under economic strain, political pressure and military threat and then they tell people "If you want to leave, this is the escape route." They did this there. As is the case with some people, they don't want to live up to their Imaani responsibilities.

We are afraid that misfortune befalls us (Surah Al-Ma'idah verse 51)

Those were the words of the diseased heart of ibn Sallul. So, they want to leave the zone of danger. Al-Mukhtara was a military combat zone of imminent danger and they wanted out. The battles that went into these four years of confrontation were so bad, to let you get a sense of this…When this city was under siege, there was nothing going into it and nothing coming out of it. When the Abbasi military would take the hostages in the limited confrontations that were taking place towards the end of these four years, they would ask them "When was the last time you had bread?" They would say "About a year or a year and a half ago was the last time we had bread." Cannibalism took place under this siege. As we said, information about this is very scant- before encountering their enemies, the resistant fighters against the Abbasi military were put into a high level of moral character, unlike what we've seen from the Umawis and the Abbasis, so this was a moral force that was under siege, but even though it was moral, some of them had to eat human flesh to survive. When the final battle took place- do you know the number of those who were killed? This is why it is surprising that no-one knows about this. The lowest estimate of the number that were killed, and we're talking about history books of At-Tabari, ibn Khaldun, Al-Mas'udi, Muruj Adh-Dhahab- was 500,000. A half-a-million Muslims were killed in this encounter. You would think this would be one of those incidents in Islamic history that we all know about, but it seems that barely anyone knows anything about it. When the tide turned against the forces on the side of Ali ibn Muhammed, he escaped and he had to run from place to place, hamlet to hamlet, countryside to countryside and then he made his way back and he put up a fight and he was killed. As had been the case with the previous militaries, what do they do with him? Just like they did with the others, they decapitate him and they take the head to Baghdad. When the head came to Baghdad, Baghdad was a city of festivity with all appearances of happiness. This was done by the government, not by the people. The people understood what happened and there were neighborhoods and sectors of Baghdad that were in mourning because of this and the ruler said to his military people "Go burn down the parts of the city where the people are not sharing the happiness of this occasion with us." And, the military men said "No, don't spoil the event by doing such a thing." Suffice it to say that the rulers who are behaving today are behaving in the tradition of the rulers of those times. We come back to the psychology of the people themselves- this question has been living with us for 1,400 years- why is it that there has not been a resounding, successful unity of the peoples against wayward authorities, oppressive governments and autocratic rulers? We're not going to be able to answer this question if the vital information that we have is not common information. You shouldn't be listening to this for the 1st time in a khutbah. This should be something that people speak about regularly so that we learn from our experiences and we press on with our responsibilities. The question that is valid and begs for an answer now is that if there were those clandestine ties and those behind the scenes connections between this social class within Islamic society then, does it not exist today and now? And, if it does, why is it that not apparent when we have all of this information coming to us from Allah and we have all the experiences that are around us here and now?
