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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=7 (1-27-2006)
 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 20

POLITICAL OPPOSITION OF AL-KHAWARIJ
It will take a saturation of the meanings of the Qur'an and the lifetime of the Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam) to bring back the long lost sense of equity and justice as there are many forces, governments, dictators, interest groups, financial blocks, etc. that stand between the way we are today and the way we are supposed to be tomorrow. We have, in many of the previous khutbahs, tried to contribute, at least, to our mind and our understanding and place those where they are supposed to be. The problem is that we have parted company with Allah and His Prophet in the significant sense of the word, not speaking about where we are today with our optimistic thoughts, imagination (sometimes) or with our idealism- that's another issue. We're speaking about where we are with our feet on the ground and with our hands plugged into the real world. There is a lot to be done for us to catch up or join the front line Muslims who with their sacrifices and struggle made our Qur'an and the Sunnah of the Prophet the tangible facts of their lives. We have tried our best to elucidate the fact that something went wrong when we, Muslims, had a king who began to rule over us. From then on, we had a series of despotic rulers, dynasties and regimes that did not meet the political essence of the Qur'an and the Sunnah and did not agree with the ideological spirit of the Qur'an and the Sunnah and who could not anchor the virtues of justice in society as they are explained in the Qur'an and the Sunnah. There has been since that time and up until today, an Islamic Opposition to the waywardness of the political regimes that we have been subject to. This political opposition is not clear in the Muslim mind. Obviously it is not clear because there is a lot of interference, plenty of static and a programmed set of information that has us absent minded from this political opposition. This political opposition is not of one type. There has been different strains and trends of this opposition from way back then, from king Muawiyas time up until today. You can look around in todays world and you will find that there is Islamic opposition. This Islamic opposition doesn't belong to one party, organization or reference point. There is a variety of it, and this was the case way back then. Our condition today can be generalized by saying that we have an absence of information that will consolidate this political opposition and give us a better understanding of the details therein. The reason for that is that we have governments, educational systems and a media that want to protect those who are illegitimately in power. Part of the social and intellectual effort that we have today, in as far as it is protecting illegitimate rulers, it is also neglecting legitimate opposition. This has been going on for hundreds of years. If we can read our history correctly and fairly, we should have a clear understanding of this Islamic opposition through over 1,300 years so that we don't wake up in our world today and think that we have some Islamic Political parties or some Islamic fundamentalist today who are in opposition to their governments as if they are the creation of the past 20, 50 or 100 years and they have no extension in time. This is a biased and a self-defeating reading of history. In our attempt to dust off the effects of the years, let us try to look at some aspects of this opposition. As we said, there's not one trend or strand of it, there is a variety of it, and we will try to take a look at this variety, whether it is in the form of some personalities or movements to have a sense that this opposition has been alive and well throughout all of these years.  

If we want to trace this opposition all the way back to when a political deviation set in and then culminated in an Islamic throne, with a king who is illegitimately ruling over the Muslims, we can, from those early years, discern those who were called by their enemies "Al-Khawaarij". This happens most of the times- those who are in the opposition are given their designation or name by their enemies. They prefer to call themselves "Al-Mu'mineen" or "Jama'at Al-Mu'mineen". This is how they initially wanted to describe themselves, but because they didn't have power and they were in the opposition, those who had power, who were in government and who commanded militaries stuck a description on them and they called them Khawaarij. As is the case with those who belong to Islamic opposition, when they were given there own names, they tried to justify those words to use them in a positive light, instead of the negative light as was meant by the authorities. When they were called Al-Khawaarij, they looked for an ayah in the Qur'an and they said 

And, if they had intended to march out, certainly they would have made some preparations for it (Surah At-Taubah verse 46)

Al-Khuruj means a couple of meanings. One of them is the literal meaning of the word, and that is dissent. They dissented from their original positions or from the group of people that they were within. In its more practical meaning, Al-Khuruj was used at that time exactly the way revolution is used in our time. These were the revolutionaries, and this meaning wobbled between dissent and revolution. Our guess is it depended very much on the doses of propaganda and whether they were succeeding in their opposition or whether they seemed to be losing. This is not the 1st time we come into contact with these types, we can trace these as we tried to shed light on them as they developed from Al-Qurrah, the reciters of the Qur'an. These were people who were strictly and strongly bonded to the Qur'an, its meanings, recitations, implications, suggestions, applicability, etc. They were very supportive of Ali (radi Allahu anhu) against the stirrings that were beginning during the time of the 3rd successor to Allahs Prophet, Uthman (radi allahu anhu). They were supportive of Alis position during the latter years of Uthmans reign- the last 6 years of his rulership until the time of arbitration. When Ali, after consulting with the people on his side of the issue found that the public will wants this arbitration to put an end to what was beginning to become and could have been an extended "civil war". At the time when Muawiyas camp raised the copies of the Qur'an on their swords, seeking this Tahkeem or this arbitration, some of these Qurrah agreed with that. Because these were people who were intensely, fervently and enthusiastically Qur'anic, when they saw this Qur'an, they said this is our arbiter, we can't go wrong. If people want to settle their differences within the context of the Qur'an, we have no problems with that. Some of them wanted to refer this whole issue to this arbitration, called At-Tahkeem, others did not, they said "This is a trick. This is a ploy. This is a shenanigan- we should not be fooled by this military maneuver." The way history went is that finally there was an arbitration and these from Al-Qurrah were known as Al-Muhakeemah, because Al-Muhakeemah means that they wanted Tahkeem or arbitration- they were pro-arbitration. When the results of this arbitration went in a deceptive direction, the results gave a semblance of power and legitimacy to Muawiyas and they took away a shade of power and legitimacy from Alis camp, these Qur'anically ideological Muslims came back and said "Whoever from among us initially agreed to this arbitration- we were wrong and we repent and ask Allah for forgiveness for the wrong choice that we agreed to, meaning this Tahkeem and arbitration." Then they turned to Ali and told him "This was a mistake, so we atone for this mistake and we expect you to atone for it too." When he refused to do so, being that this is not an individual decision that he made, this was in representation of the public will of the Muslims and no-one can make a Taubah for the public will of the Muslims, it's the Muslim public that are responsible for that, not the Imam or leader. But they couldn't understand this, so they began their opposition to Ali.

Brothers and sisters, we're going to go through some details here, and we will realize that these details are not historical only, they are alive today and they remain to be irritant issues because we haven't sorted them out. All of these issues have been put on a millennial hold, with none of us trying to bring these experiences and facts, that are accessible to us, and place them in the context of Allahs book and Allahs Prophet- that’s all we have to do to sort them out, but the governments that existed for all of these centuries and generations don't want us to do that. They still continue to anaestize our winds every week so that we will not be able to open up these chapters and minimize these differences. What happened? What were the issues that were alive and kicking 1,300 plus years ago and still are alive and kicking today. 

The 1st issue was and continues to be "Who is the leader of the Muslims. Who qualifies, has the qualities, merits and the qualifications to lead the Muslims?" Because we have not been thinking about this issue, in our conferences, one-to-one discussions, universities and Masaaajid- no-one is thinking about this, and that's why anyone can come along and because he's riding on a tank or because he's born within royalty, he becomes the automatic leader of the Muslims. This early Islamic generation of opposition to illegitimacy and usurpation of power as was represented by that dynasty of Muawiya, they said "No! Let's think about this. Who qualifies to lead the Muslims." They said, which is still not a statement that many Muslims can repeat today, "Whoever is qualified to do justice is qualified to lead the Muslims." This is, in a nutshell, their conclusion. They centered it around the capability of doing justice in society and it doesn't matter if the person is a Hashemi or an Umawi or a Quraishi or an Arab or a non-Arab. It doesn't matter what language, national origin, tribe, color, gender, he or she is- none of that matters. At that early history, one of these issues that is coming back to haunt lazy minded Muslims is the issue of gender. These people, one of the 1st strains of Islamic opposition, came and said "Al-Imamah Al-Kubra or Al-Imamah Al-Udhma may be obtained by a qualifying female Muslimah."  They even said "It is better for the Imam or the Khalifah, (they used both words), the ultimate leader of the Muslims not to be a Quraishi." In the Sunni and Shi'i, we use these words as they are used in the books and in the public mind, remember our reservations and our criticisms of these words, but for the sake of making the point, in the traditional context of the Sunnis and Shi'is, you had to be from a certain tribe or from a certain strain of a tribe to be the leader. The Sunnis said "You have to be a Quraishi", and the Shi'is said "You had to be a Hashemi." They said "No, it's even better that the Muslim leader not be a Hashemi or Quraishi for the reason that if he goes astray, it is easier to unseat him or her." At that time, they were thinking more than we are thinking today. That's when it came to the issue of who is going to lead the Muslims. 

Now, the issue of when do you become an Islamic opposition. They basically had three words to describe what legitimates an Islamic opposition- Al-Jaur, Al-Fisq and Al-Da'f- these were those three words that to them makes Islamic opposition a legitimate pursuit. These words still have not been developed in our world and in our public forums today. Dare anyone give a public presentation,  lecture or a khutbah in the Masjid or anywhere else where Muslims congregate or have their seasonal conferences or annual symposia. Does anyone speak about Al-Jaur, Al-Fisq and Al-Da'f-? What they mean by these words is if we, Muslims, have a ruler…they were speaking about the Muslims having one ruler, today we have 50 odd rulers. They were speaking about that one ruler- if he displays any one of these three features or characteristics, he will give legitimacy to political and ideological opponents to take him out of office. The 1st one is Al-Jaur, if this person is applying oppressive policies. We can see today, oppressive policies have been the mainstream policies all around us. Then they were speaking about Al-Fisq, if this Muslim ruler is corrupt. Because you can have a Muslim ruler who is not corrupt in himself, but he is responsible for the policies that are executed in his name that are against the basis of Adl, justice, equity and equality. So, what if you have a person who has policies that are fair and just but he in himself is a Faasiq, a degenerate. Does he qualify to stay in that office? They said "No! He doesn't qualify. The only thing he qualifies for is to see the sword of the opposition." Then you had Al-Da'f, you can have that ruler in the highest office, in the Muslim government not applying oppressive policies and not being corrupt in himself, but he's weak and if he is weak, does he qualify to lead the Muslims? They said "No! He should be thrown out of office for his weakness." We have a combination of all of these three weaknesses in all of the rulers today. No-one is speaking about them. What a difference between the type of Islam that we are processing in out minds and hearts and the type and Islam that they were living in their minds and hearts. 

Then, they came to the evaluation of those 1st years after the Prophet- this is the result of some Muslims trying to find their way out of an oppressive, social, economic and ideological atmosphere that they were in. This is much more than the types that we have nowadays who don't even want to breach these issues. They came and said "We have no problems with the rule of the 1st two successors to Allahs Prophet, Abu Bakr and Umar (radi Allahu anhuma). We have no problem with the 1st six years of Uthmans (radi Allahu anhu) rule, but the last six years of his rule, we have many problems with, we are opposed to them and we expressed our opposition at that time." We have no problem with the 1st portion of Alis rule, but from the time he accepted the arbitration, and from there-on, we have problems with." You come to todays Muslims and you try to find out where do they stand on these issues, and the only stand they have is because they have inherited or they were born in a particular family and because of that birth co-incidence, they hold a certain opinion. Did anyone ever think that opinion out?! Very seldomly or rarely do you encounter individuals who have principled their positions- most just have an inherited point of view and they will sacrifice the most precious thing in their life, if it comes down to it, to defend an inherited point of view. These people were not like that. This Islamic opposition began with warfare against the camp that they came from, meaning that their 1st acts of hostilities was against Ali and the committed Muslims with him. They were the ones who caused the Shahaadah of Ali and then they went on after he passed away and Hassan (radi Allahu anhu) relinquished the highest office, they went on to fight against the Umawis. They fought many wars and battles. When you take a look at this history and the details that are there, it is something that makes the conscience of todays Muslims embarrassed to be a Muslim- it makes you and me embarrassed to be Muslims. They fought when they were just 40 or more and they fought when they were up to 100,000 fighters. In all of this range, throughout a matter of almost 100 years, they fought brave encounters with the established regime in Muslim territories. The 1st time they fought against Muawiyas army, they were on the verge of scoring a resounding success against him, but what did Muawiya do? He tapped on the manpower of Southern Iraq, of the Kufis. After almost losing that battle, he springs back.

How did they explain fighting? They said it is a duty, fard, upon 40 or more Muslims who agree to the deviation, corruption and injustice of the ruler to carry arms against him. No 40 Muslims and above have any excuse to carry arms against a deviant and wayward ruler. If you are less than 40, you remain in an organizational status until you reach the required number above that, the more the better. If you are less than 3, you are not required to fight. 

What else do they have? This is probably why they didn't live on. They had an opinion that we have today- i.e. If Muslims don't belong to the way "we" explain this world, then they are kaafirs. They came and had this internal assessment among themselves pertaining to the ruler or the Muslim king. They said "Is he a Mu'min? Is he a kaafir? Is he a Munafiq or is does he belong to what is called Al-Manzilah baynal Manzilatain?",  this is a position that later on was mostly used by Al-Mu'tazilah, which means that there's a half-way position between being a Mu'min and being a kaafir. So, does this oppressive tyrannical ruler belong half-way between kufr and imaan. They had these vital discussions among them and they ended by agreeing that the ruler who is actively involved in institutionalized injustice against the Muslim people is a kaafir. Does that sound familiar to some of you in todays world!? They went a step further and they said that all the Muslims who are not actively opposed to an illegitimate ruler over the Muslims are also kaafirs. This is where they cut-off the bridges or the relationship between them and the average Muslims or the Muslim public or population. One of them went to the Masjid in Al-Medinah. This is towards the end of the Umawi rule. Remember, the Umawis came to an end around 132 years after the hijrah. Two or three years before that, one of these individuals belonging to this trend of opposition goes to the Masjid in Al-Medinah and he gives a very informative speech to the Muslims who come to the Masjid. He tells them, in short, "Don't you agree that these rulers, the Umawi dynasty, has usurped the right to rule?" And, they say "Yes".  He tells them, "Don't you agree that they are making what is haraam- halaal and what is halaal- haraam?" They said "Yes". He said, "Don't you agree that they are spending the resources, the treasury and the finances outside of the eight channels that are mentioned in the ayah of the Qur'an?" 

As-Sadaqah is only for the poor, needy, those employed to collect the funds, to win over the hearts of those inclined to Islam, freeing captives, those in debt, the strugglers for Allahs course and the way-farers (Surah At-Taubah verse 60)

"These eight channels that are mentioned here, are they spending the money outside these channels?" And they said "Yes, they are". He mentioned or exposed many other injustices and false policies of the Umawi dynasty, and the Muslims of Al-Medinah all agreed, unanimously and then he asked "Then what are you doing? Why are you silent about this? No-one's doing anything about this?!" They said "We're not doing anything". It was like at the time of Ali, it was said concerning the people who were with him, "They pray behind Ali and they eat at the table spread of Muawiya." This is what we have in todays world and this is what we will continue to have as long as there is not a keen focus on the legitimacy of opposing these types of rulers that are illegitimate. They are so illegitimate, that our enemies have realized that our rulers are on their way out and they want to move in with their ploys, plots and plans for democracy. This is what you see happening and unfolding in front of our own eyes today. 

This active opposition- imagine, brothers and sisters, we know that Allah has given us the license to reduce our salaah from four rak'aat to two rak'aat if we are traveling. We all know this- right?! These who were opposed, all history books agree that if these people were rich, they were the 1st to give for this Islamic opposition, they would fight heroically and gallantly saying that "The only arbiter is Allah in this affair. It's not a matter of academia, or political negotiations, it's a matter of living by the words of Allah". They took these words

And if there are two factions of Muslims that are at war with each other, then it is your responsibility to reconcile them, but if there is a faction that proves irreconcilable and transgresses… (Surah Al-Hujurat verse 9)

Al-Baghy, this is the key word in the Qur'an that they latched onto to explain all of their positions. When they see that there is an aggressive and offensive party of Muslims who is not amenable to reconciliation, then it is our duty to fight. What will come after this is the unfolding will of Allah. To this end, they didn't much who is a scholar. Remember, in todays world, whether it is in the non-Islamic or what is called the Islamic world, we evaluate people by their scholarship. They didn't evaluate people by their scholarship. They evaluated people by their courage. The more courage you had, the more status you had- that's a yardstick that has long been absent, not only from the Islamic rank and file, but from the world at large. Who in our day and time measures someone by the type of courage that they have?! It doesn't exist anymore, which means that we are not beholden to our Islamic values and principles, a merit that they had. We have to be true to these people who were ascetics, they were not worldly people. They were willing to give up their lives spontaneously and instantaneously. Back to our original point, when it comes to the Qasr, abbreviating As-Salaah from four rak'aats to 2 rak'aats, what they did was, they said "In our opposition to illegitimate government, we are not settled." Even if they were living in the same neighborhood, but they were living underground or running from the authorities, they were not settled, they were not at home- they could have been in their own house, but they were not at home, so their fiqh gave them the reasoning to abbreviate the four rak'aat to two rak'aat even if they were at home. Where did all of this come from? It came from the vibrancy and the vitality of those who are not just living this Islam in theory and idealism, but living this Islam in real life. We had real, live opponents that began with this monarchy and today we don't even know how to benefit from the experience that we have. You don't have to agree with all that they did, and obviously there are many areas of disagreement, but that should not trump their position as an opposition to the forces and the governments that still live on today. 

Brothers and Sisters, Committed Muslims…

Going back to those years of misrule, there was an intellectual current among the Muslims that wanted top give legitimacy those who are power, by saying that Muslims are not accountable for their deeds. Imagine how an idea like that took off and became the overwhelming mindset in the people at that time. The Umawi establishment wanted all Muslims to concur with the fact as presented by them that there is a Jabriyah- (this is what they called it), a type of fatalism that we can't do anything about. There were people, scholars and movements that took issue with all of this. One of those who took issue with all of this was a scholar in the South of Iraq, of all places in the world, where defining events are taking place even as we speak. This persons name was Al-Hassan Al-Basri. He took issue with this and he developed his thoughts and he argued against it. He was also persecuted by the dynastic rulers of the time and the day. This person is supposed to belong to the mainstream literature of those who reconcile themselves with illegitimate authorities, but he was persecuted to the extent that he had to go underground, his daughter was killed while he was forced away from his domicile and he couldn't attend her burial because he took issue with the prevalent school of thought that said that Muslims are not responsible for their acts- meaning that if a king becomes a king, that is the will of Allah and we can't be held responsible for that. That doesn't make sense. Allah is Merciful and He is also Just, and His Mercy and Justness is not going to cause me and you to go to paradise or to hell because we are robots and machines in this world and we don't have the freedom of choice to be held accountable for what we are doing. If we have establishments and governments that are not accountable to Allah and His Prophet, we are responsible for that. These governments don't get away with what they are doing when we are actively opposed to them. There were some court clergy men, these latter day fuqaha of the official state, who came and said to this scholar "How do you criticize? This is gheebah." This is what they tell you today. If anyone wants to criticize a ruler, they say "that's gheebah, you can't criticize". The ruler is a public figure, you're not criticizing his private character, you're criticizing his public decisions, and if he is wrong, that should go public and everyone should know that he is wrong. How did he respond to that? He said to these people who are criticizing him, and some of them are so called scholars, just like we have today, "It is astonishing to look at some people who are criticizing public statements about public figures who are licking the blood of the Muslims like dogs and then making scholarly issues about whether the blood in the belly of a mosquito is najas or not najas?!" How true. From that day to today, people are making scholarly issues about trivial blood and then, we're supposed to look the other way if we have any knowledge about Allah and His Prophet  when there are rivers of blood that flow from Muslim veins because of the institutionalized injustice and inequality of todays world.
