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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, Muslims on As-Siraat Al-Mustaqeem...

 

CONSOLIDATING THE MUSLIM RANK AND FILE PART 8

AFTERMATH TO AL-JAMAL AND THE BATTLE OF SIFFIN
We will continue with Allahs provision to uncover and move forward with some of our experiences which we ourselves choose not to look at, and which have even been institutionalized in choosing not to look at it for centuries and centuries. Now is the time, especially with what is happening, and this is why we are looking at this area, because behind the scenes, minds want us to victimize our own selves in a physical manner after we have victimized our own selves in a mental manner. Obviously, we cannot put together armies at this time to stand in the face of this conspiracy. We don't shy away from this word- there is a conspiracy against us. The least we can do is clear the mental fields to diffuse the military plans of these conspirators. The history that has polarized Muslims, and there's no need for Muslims to be polarized if we understood our own history, our problem is some of us want to put our history in an oven and inflame our feelings thereby eclipsing our minds and others want to put our history in the deep freeze, in the ice-box there-by serving the same purpose. Even though they will rationalize that they are trying to run away from some fitnah, while by doing so, when you freeze your mind you give opportunity for people to lead you to the fitnah that you are trying to avoid. Both of these positions are extremist positions and they need not accompany us any longer. We have to take a look with an open mind and a receptive heart at what unfolded in this dynamited history, relying of course on what Allah and his Prophet have left us with. 

The atmosphere after Al-Jamal can be approached in such a manner- we know, up until now, this was the 36th year after the hijrah, and up until then, there was a broad, tribal, self-centered tendency that cloaked itself with Islam. It wasn't convinced of Islam, it wasn't sincere to Allah and his Prophet (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam), but now, Islam had become the force of the future and it had to find its convenient place in this future force. We tried to take a look at this, it is represented by 1st and foremost the Umawi lobby- that's probably the best way we can characterize it, the Umawi lobby in Makkah. It could not surmount over 20 years of hostilities, confrontations, clashes and warfare with Allahs Prophet. Finally, during Al-Fath of Makkah, the conquest of Makkah, it settled itself within this new Islamic reality. When Uthman (radi Allahu Anhu) was assassinated and Ali (radi Allahu anhu) for the 1st time now, by popular consent- there were pockets (as we said) that did not agree with this leadership, Imam and Khalifa, but the rest of the Muslims overwhelmingly, in their majority gave their Bai'ah to the Imam and Khalif. Recalcitrant in his position was the ruler in Damascus, Muawiya ibn Abi Sufyan- he did not do so. What appears from reading this history is his nightmare was that two influential population bases or regions in the Muslim world unite against him. These two areas were Egypt and Iraq- that’s the geography of today. Those times they were refereed to as Al-Kufa, Al-Basra and Misr. His nightmare was to see the consolidation of these areas militarily- he could care less for the emotions that were overwhelmingly in support of Ali, even though they were damaged by the battle of Al-Jamal. We, have to take a look at these areas. When Muawiya had his attention fixated on somehow diluting the influence and the potential of these two. How did this go? At the time when Uthman was assassinated, the ruler of Egypt, and now the concentration of Muawiya was on Egypt, because he knew that as far as Al-Iraq was concerned, it was very difficult to make in-roads after what happened at Al-Jamal and what happened before that because Al-Basriyun had sacrificed 599 of themselves to diffuse the tension and to put and end to the claim for justice because of Uthmans assassination. So, the concentration of Muawiya was on Egypt. The ruler of Egypt at the time was appointed by Uthman. His name was Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa (radi Allahu Anhu). Even though this person came from the Umawi line, tribe, block or camp, whichever way you want to look at it, but this person was fair. We have to be fair to the facts. It wasn't all of Bani Umayyah who were against the leadership of the Muslims at this time, viz. Ali. We saw how some, even though they were not the majority, a limited number of those who were from Bani Ummayah were sincere to Allahs Prophet. One of them was ibn Hudhayfa, another one was Uthman. These, in the Prophets life-time, as far as they could express their sincerity- did so. We have to recognized these individuals because they were able to break out of their nationalism (even though this was not the word at the time but it is today), but we can't come and say that just because a few of them broke out of their nationalism. This is another area in which an opportunist governor would try to take advantage of. So, when he realized that Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa, who was appointed as the governor in Egypt was a fair person to the events, he interpreted that as taking sides with Ali. There was reason to believe that that was the case- being fair meant to Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa championing the cause of Ali, the elected Imam. So, what did he do? He sent some troops to Egypt and he captures Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa. This is not as simple as this one sentence is. We have to know that Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa in the Battle of Badr told Allahs Prophet "Let me kill my father." His father was on the Quraishi side, the side that gives fuel to tribalism. The other intriguing part of this is that he is Hinds brother, Hind being the wife of Abi Sufyan and the person who chewed the liver of Humza (radi Allahu anhu), the Prophets uncle when he was a casualty at the Battle of Uhud. Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa, the ruler who was appointed over Egypt, was Hinds brother and he was also considered like a son of Uthman because Uthman had brought him up in his household, tendered to him, nurtured him and cared for him as he grew up. This person now became the governor of Egypt. In Egypt, you're looking at a fighting force of at least 10,000 to 30,000. The ruler in Damascus was concerned with this particular area, so he dispatches a military mission that goes and apprehends Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa. At this critical time, this was during the time when Uthman was under siege in Al-Medinah or immediately after it, (it's not very clear when exactly this took place) but it was definitely during the time of a critical spike in the psychology of the Muslims. What did he do? Ok, he captured him. Remember, the appointee of Uthman viz, Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa was seconded by Ali. Ali didn't say just because you're an Umawi- I'm going to relieve you of your responsibility. It didn't happen, because Ali was not looking at people through nationalism or tribalism- the type of overwhelming solidarity feeling that was the make-up of the time. This infuriated the person in Damascus, Muawiya, who is looking for gaps and cleavages. When we spoke about Abu Bakr, Umar, Uthman and we speak about Ali (radi Allahu anhum), we speak knowing that there was a type of conscience at work and we pointed to the serious mistakes that were done by Uthman, but they were not done as a matter of trying to score against Ali. Now, the bets are off as they say, the gloves are off- Muawiya was a vicious person looking for power and he would use everything, whether it was the instructions of the Qur'an or the teachings of the Prophet or the pre-Islamic solidarity notion in Arabia, anything that would come his way to try to grab power. We say that because why was he not satisfied with the people in Basrah giving 599 lives to try to end what was becoming a serious division among the Muslims. One life- OK Uthman, as virtuous as he may have been during the lifetime on the Prophet and after the Prophet passed away and with the types of mistakes that were not intended as institutionalizing the nationalism that now had appeared via Muawiya. He wasn't satisfied because he was looking for power. This military force that was sent by Muawiya to Egypt, it captures the governor and it takes him and imprisons him and there are other reports that say that they kill him. This was an Umawi ruler in Damascus, the governor in Damascus who takes his equivalent, his counterpart, the governor of Egypt and then either imprisons him or he's not heard from after that, or kills him. Which ever way, the person is gone. Who's responsible for this? There has to be someone who is responsible for this, we have to hold someone accountable for this. Along with Muhammed ibn Abi Hudhayfa was Muhammed ibn Abi Bakr (radi Allahu anhuma), the son of Abu Bakr and the brother of Aaisha (radi Allahu anha). They were a team that spoke out against the wrong policies of Uthman and now had to face the military planning of Muawiya. Muawiya took advantage of certain things, (number one), after the Fath of Makkah, there were two important policies that came to be by order of Allah and His Prophet. The 1st policy is Al-Muallafah Qulubuhum, those who you want to win over to Islam by being kind to them, by giving them stipends, by opening some doors for them- you notice that there may be a good number of them that you can win over peacefully to the principles, values and doctrines of Islam. This is a Qura'nic policy, Al-Muallafah Qulubuhum. The other was when he designated the majority of the population of Makkah as Al-Tulaqa, those who are free to go now. They are not brought in front of a court of law for the 20 years of war against Allah and His Prophet, they were amnestied, these were Al-Tulaqa. Muawiya found fertile grounds in the people who came under these two policies, Al-Muallafah Qulubuhum and Al-Tulaqa. Then, you have to understand Muawiya on a personal level, during the Battle of Badr, the 1st all out full fledged military confrontation between the Muslims and the Mushriks, in this clash of militaries, Ali had killed many senior Quraishis. What does this mean to the person at the time? It's not like we are talking about it now- Ali killed many Shuyukh, seniors of Quraish- it's not like that! The way they understood it was that Ali had killed their national figures. Whatever today is a national figure in the nationalistic context of our times- imagine a person killing many of the figures there. Included among them, Ali killed the grand-father of Muawiya and the brother of Muawiya. If a person was truly an Islamic figure, if Muawiya was truly an Islamic person with and Islamic heart, Islamic principles, Islamic standards, Islamic values and Islamic morals, he would acknowledge immediately the virtue of what Ali did. The problem was (listen to this very closely Brothers and Sisters), the Prophet of Allah and the close circle that was fighting with him, central in that close circle was Ali. After they became Muslim, these people who were seeing as the years went by that their nationalism was losing and Islam was thriving, they could not say anything negative about the Prophet, he is Allahs Prophet, they say Ash-Hadu An Laa Ilaha Illalah wa Ash-Hadu Anna Muhammedar Rasulullah, but they had their negative feelings in them. They had suffered tremendously, their loved ones were killed, their loved ones were maimed for life, their loved ones suffered because of this Islamic force, so the negative feelings they could not take out against the Prophet, they took out against the person they thought of to be the closest one to him- the one who had the sword that was dripping with the blood of the Kaafirs and the Munafiqs and the Mushriks, and that was Ali. This was the internalized feelings that was to live on and to come back at another day, and Muawiya was calculating for that day. What do you do now? How do you get public opinio9n? How do you mobilize public opinion against the Imam and Khalif now? He tapped on a person called Amr ibn Al-Aas. He brought him into him internal circle and consulted him- what should we do? He said the following: "We have to convince the population of the Levant and Egypt, in todays geography- Lebanon, Syria, Jordan Palestine plus Egypt, that Ali instigated the killing of Uthman and after Uthman was killed, Ali harbored the assassins and the murderers." Now, the propaganda machines went to work through these channels. At this point, you tell us, who is in violation of the Sunnah, the Ta'ah and the Jama'ah? If it's hard for you to answer?! We'll answer for you. It was Muawiya who broke from the ranks and instigated the beginning of our internal upheaval. So, word spread around, because Ash-Shaam was an area that was sealed off. You tell us, because some people out of ignorance call themselves "Ahl Sunnah Wa Al-Jama'ah", if they could accurately apply the Sunnah and the Jama'ah exactly to the time frame and the area that we are looking at, we will find Ali representing the Sunnah of the Prophet and the Jama'ah of the Muslims, the consensus, the mainstream and the popular beat or pulse in the Muslims. There was a person who broke away from that, but later on, he's going to come back to claim it and the people who are with him are going to say "We are the people of Sunnah and Jama'ah." They drop this most important development in Islamic history and then later on, they make a comeback claiming what does not belong to them. So, when Muawiya took the Governor of Egypt and had him disappear- was he imprisoned to death or was he instantly killed- that's a matter of historical speculation- he's gone and Muawiya is responsible for that. But does anyone hold him responsible for that? Why? Because many times, history is written by those who are victorious. Ali, immediately after that appointed Qais ibn Saad ibn Ubadah. Remember Saad ibn Ubadah, one of the two pillars of the Ansaar in Al-Medinah, one of the twelve who initially went to Allahs Prophet when he was still in Makkah and offered him refuge, solace, power and a base in Al-Medinah- Al-Ansaar up until now were excluded from the higher positions of the Islamic Government, so, in an inclusive gesture, that would bring them back and get them involved in the Islamic decision making process, Ali appointed immediately Qais ibn Saad ibn Ubadah to be the new governor of Egypt. Remember Saad ibn Ubadah, he's Qais' father. He refused to give the Bai'ah to Abu Bakr and to Umar- that was at a time when there was still freedom of conscience, from Muawiya on toward, we're not going to find this freedom of conscience any longer. During the time of Umar, Saad leaves Al-Medinah, the capital of the Islamic state, where Ashaab As-Saabiqah, Al-Muhajirin and Al-Ansaar were, he left, he couldn't take it anymore- he went to an area what is today southern Syria called Hawraan and after a short period of time, he was killed. Some books want to point the fingers at Umar- that Umar was behind killing him- that is in-accurate, we can't say obviously for sure, but trying to read through this maze of information in which there are extremes here and there, all over the place, a better educated assumption is that Muawiya was responsible for the death of Saad ibn Ubadah in Syria, because Syria was under his Jurisdiction- he was its ruler. Now would be a good time to instigate popular or public opinion against the institution of the Khalif of Allahs Prophet as Muawiya wanted because things weren't going his way. But time was to be on Muawiyas side at least in that period of history because he depended, he was riding his time, he was depending on the 1st sacrificing and struggling generation around the Prophet to diminish and go away. Many of them were dying at the war fronts, in the wars of the Ridda. There was a plague, called the plague of Amwaas in the 17th and 18th year of the hijrah in which 1,000's if not tens of 1,000's of people died in that plague, many of them belonged to that first generation around Allahs Prophet. Then, with the 1st spark of an internal upheaval at Al-Jamal another good proportion of those who understood who Muawiya is had also lost their lives. It began to seem like things are going Muawiyas way. Still though, with Qais ibn Saad ibn Ubadah the governor of Egypt, the Egyptians were still not won over to Muawiyas side. Remember, they had participated in the protest against Uthman and then they were subjected to the propaganda of Muawiya, so that at the bare minimum neutralized them. But, they were not on the side of Muawiya up until this time. So, now what happens- Muawiyas concentration is on Iraq. The rest of the areas either are split because of what happened at Al-Jamal. Az-Zubair, Aaisha and Talha (radi Allahu anhum)- remember Zubair, Aaisha and Talha during the time of Uthman were critical of some of the things that Uthman was doing, but even though they were critical of that, when he was killed the way he was killed, they came up with this public campaign for justice. Now, the concentration was on the people of Iraq. As if history is trying to repeat itself. We can see, now there is a Iraqi/Syrian issue- at the time also, it was a Iraqi/Syrian issue- of course not in the geography and the politics of today but in the population bases- a population here and a population there. Ali had secured the support of most of the population of Iraq and he had not secure most of the support of the people of Ash-Shaam because it was sealed off by Muawiya. And, Al-Qurra, remember Al-Qurra, that segment of committed Muslims who had committed themselves to the Qur'an when the Prophet passed away and they were now considered in the camp of Ali- when they came to Ali and they asked him what do you say about concerning Uthman after he was murdered- what is your comment on that, how do you describe it? (The meanings in Arabic are much more than you're going to hear in English), Ali, the imam and khalifs response to them when they asked him about Uthman was "I will not say that Uthman was killed as a dhalim", meaning he wasn't killed because he was an oppressor, a ruler who ruled with in-justice, an offender of peoples rights, these are some of the meanings of dhalim, Ali said "I'm not going to say that he died while he was a dhalim" and then he says "and I will not say that he died being denied his rights, without being given a chance for fairness." Uthman died in a mid-distance position, ie. He wasn't a dhalim and he wasn't a Madhlum. Look at todays Muslims, any side that you are looking at, they didn't hear what Ali said to these Qurra. We have some Muslims, and I think your information is enough without me trying to scratch some peoples feelings or harm some peoples emotions, some people, as if they have all the confidence in the world, they come and say Uthman should have been killed because he was a dhalim and the others will come and say, and I think your information is enough without me trying to scratch other peoples feelings or harm other peoples emotions, they will come and say Uthman died a Madhlum. Ali gave us the answer but no one is listening. This is what happens when some of us are frying our nerves with emotions and others of us are freezing our nerves with disinterest. If only people could listen. Finally, the armed forces of Ash-Shaam set out with this type of background to settle their score and there's nothing to settle here. If they are looking for justice, this is no longer an issue of justice here. This has become, Al-Qisas as some of the history books says, as far as Muawiya is concerned, the Qisas, divine virtuous retribution, the law of retribution that is described in the Qur'an, defined in the Qur'an, outlined in the Qur'an for those who deserve punishment or capital punishment- Al Qisasu Inda Muawiya became a matter of Damm and Qaraba, it was converted into an issue of blood and family relationships. That is why when we speak about this person who took the Muslims in the wrong direction there are no holes barred. Now, we have a meeting of two armies at a place called Siffin. The number is also a matter of exaggeration on one side or scoring against the other side, but it may seem fair to say that both sides had around 70,000 warriors and we add to them the supportive positions. Besides the warriors, there were tens of 1,000's who were occupying what is called logistic or transportation activities to these two armed camps. When we add those on, there's probably around 100,000 in each camp. Remember, Al-Jamal was 50,000 total, now, we have around 200,000 total. Just for you to realize how empty we are, how blank we are when important things like this are taking place- you ask yourself, do you know on what day this happened? The average Muslim, we don't know you personally, but the average Muslim is not going to answer- he's blank. Just like the details are blank, some of the facts cannot be moved from one side to the other, Muslims are also blank. The 7th of Safar in the 37th year of the hijrah can be ranked as the day in which the Muslims went to the day of the most damaging civil war. How were the armies at that time? The armies were composed basically of Al-Maymanah, Al-Maysarah and Al-Qalb that means a right flank, a left flank and a center. On Ali's side, the head of the right flank was a person called Al-Ash'af, the head or commander of the left flank was Abdullah ibn Mas'ud (radi Allahu Anhu) and Ali was the commander of the center, and there was a similar arrangement on the other side. Before these two armies met as two armies, they were meeting as military units- meaning one army would dispatch like a squadron leader along with a squadron of troops and both of these squadrons would face off. To give you an example of these preliminary skirmishes to the all out war that took place after that, these preliminary skirmishes lasted for eight to ten days. Ali would dispatch, and this is an example of this, Ammaar ibn Yaasar (radi Allahu anhu) and with him a couple of dozen or a few score troops who would engage and Muawiya dispatched Amr ibn Al Aas against Ammaar ibn Yaaser along with also a few score troops that would be on one day and before these skirmishes began, (brothers and sisters, listen to this), there was a friendly atmosphere. 100's of people from both side were meeting each other, discussing or arguing their positions in a friendly manner, but they realized that these were polarized positions. What you going to do? Are you going to say that Ali isn't the leader of the Muslims? Or what are you going to do, are you going to say that Muawiya is trying to hijack a course for his own self? None of these positions were acceptable to the representative soldiers in both camps. So, that's when the skirmishes began. After these skirmishes, around the 10th day, Ali gave orders that the Muslims, the Islamic camp that he is in, engage in total, all of them together against the opposing army. It seemed like at the beginning of this war, after the days of skirmishes, the Islamic forces with the Imam and Khalif suffered significant losses. But then, as the days went by, this was a matter of at least three days, the tide of the battle began to turn against Muawiya and the troops who are with him. So, finally the Muawiya army had an internal assessment of the war and they decided that they should place the Masahif, the printed copies of the Qur'an on their swords and seek what is called Al-Tahkeem, arbitration on the basis of the Qur'an. It is said that there were about 500 copies of the Qur'an that were available and those 500 were raised on the tips of the swords for the fighting camp to visualize along with saying we want to arbitrate this, we don't want to solve it the way it is going. One of the statements that circulated in the days of this war in both sides, what is going to happen to the Muslims if the people in Iraq are annihilated by this war? What is going to happen to the Muslims if the people in Syria are annihilated by this war? At this point, Insha-Allah, we will take a closer examination of how this affected the camp of Ali and how from there on Muawiya tried and at least in that period turned the direction of warfare to his advantage and finally usurped power, there-by ending the sincerity to rule that was exemplified by Allahs Prophet all the way Ali and then the opposition. This went on in the opposition to the Umawi and the Abbasi dynasties there-after. Brothers and sisters, we remind you, these words and these ideas are not expressed with ease and we don't mention them except that we understand, by relying on Allah and by learning from His Prophet, that we have a treasure of experience and information that we should not be leaving to those who are throwing fuel on inflamed and impassioned emotions to try to stir once again an internal war among the Muslims. We had one that was more than enough. That generation dispatched all of this information and experience to us not for us to look the other way and make believe that nothing happened, because the issue at its core is, are Muslims allowed to revoke their Bai'ah if the consensual leader begins to violate the standards of Islam. This question re-appears today! Can we take out of power today, those who don't stand for anything concerning Islam. Forget about deviating here and there like Uthman did, today, we have rulers who have nothing to their credit when it comes to Islam and yet everyone is absent minded, everything goes on as if nothing is happening.

Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims,

We will transition ourselves from those details at that time to some of what is happening today. Today, we have Islamic movements, we have people who invested a good proportion of their lives for Allah and His Prophet. Now, we have the mushriks of the world, the Pharoahs of the world, the Qaruns of the world approaching them and telling them, "Look, you can have your Islamic way, but let us do it through our institutions of democracy." Then, we have some of us who only look at the surface of issues beginning to be convinced to re-invigorate Islam the American way. The United States government is doing to the Muslims what it did to the Communists in the last century. It took a look at Marxism/Leninism in the world and tried to figure out how to take the fuse out of it. So, it adopted leftists and socialists and after a course of a couple of generations, the initial thrust against capitalism collapsed. Now, they are trying to repeat the same thing with Muslims. We have revolutionary Muslims, we have Jihadi Muslims, we have struggling Muslims and what do they want to do right now? They want to take a look at progressive Muslims, liberal Muslims, Modern Muslims and what have they found? We're sorry to name contemporary names, but we have to- Al-Imam Hassan Al-Banna, may Allah grant him Al-Jannah, is almost impeccable. If there was a person in our time who devoted himself, heart and soul to Allah, he was one of them. Now, we have this Shaytaani administration in Washington who has picked up on Hassan Al-Bannas brother and Hassan Al-Bannas grandson to polish them, and if Muawiya could pick on some on some of the 1st generation Muslims to serve his agenda, then obviously these types today can pick on these types of Muslims and we will have sincere Muslims go in this direction. This is what happens when we don't learn from our own internal experience. We want to rely on them to bring us peace, justice and stability?! We can't do this ourselves?! We'll never be able to do it if we cannot learn from experiences. What we are trying to do in these khutbahs is precisely that- to learn from our experiences in order to avoid the planned civil war on one hand and then to avoid this hijacking of enlightened Islam on the other hand- both of them are going hand in hand as we speak.
