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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 (sallalahu alaihi wa sallam), his Noble Companions and Family. 
Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims…
 
audio on http://www.islamiccenterdc.com/khutbassermons.htm (18-01-2008)
UNDISTURBED THOUGHTS ABOUT KARBALA’
This week, (during these days), the Muslims who are conscious of this historical occurrence remember it, memorialize it and recall it. We have our own view of how that is done- we don’t think (that) it’s being done in the right way; we think (that) for hundreds of years it’s not being done in the right way. May Allah give these brothers and sisters the light and confidence to be abler to present this issue of Karbala’ as it should be presented; mind-to-mind (and) fact-to-fact is how it should be presented. We have covered, (we’ve lost count), in the past year or two years what may be called “the pre-Karbala’ history”- i.e. all the details that should be remembered on this day, but no one remembers them. Obviously, during this less-than-an-hour we cannot re-cover all of that territory; it’s up to you, (the listening Muslim), to have lived with Allah’s Prophet (and) with those who were sincere to Allah and His Prophet after him so that when we come and speak about what happened on this particular day, we know that it is not a disconnected day- this day is a cumulative day- but it’d not cumulative in the sense that Muslims begin to hate other Muslims. Remember- brothers and sisters- throughout all of this discourse throughout the past couple-of-years- or so, we never came across this element of hate- NEVER! Muslims disagreed all the way to the war-front but they didn’t have hate in them. This is up to you to look, reconsider (and) rethink- where did this “Muslim hating another Muslim” come or evolve from?” You can’t find one ayah in the Qur’an or one hadith from the Prophet or one reliable statement from noble and featured Muslims that would tell you to hate another Muslim. If you want to use that power of hate in you, you hate Ash-Shaytaan and his cabal i.e. the people who usurp power.
(Now, we get down to the continuation of this), when Muawiyah, the 1st king in Islam and the Muslim society violated the ayaat of Shura, ta’ah and adalah and committed this lethal political mistake and said I appoint my son, Yazid as crown prince of the Muslims there were, (obviously we’re trying to condense this history), four notable Islamic characters who strongly disagreed with this precedent- those were Imam Husein, Abdullah ibn Az-Zubair, Abdullah ibn Umar and Abdur-Rahman ibn Abi Bakr (radi Allahu anhum). For the shallow Muslims who want to throw accusations left-and-right, especially during this time- it’s become like a shop in which to accuse other Muslims- they want to try and say that there has been a conspiracy by the Prophet’s companions against the Prophet’s family. In the best of our reading of this topic, we have to say with honesty and clarity that there is no such conspiracy. If you hear this from anyone, just take them in a very measured manner, (not necessarily in public, but on the side), and ask him “Come explain to me how there was a conspiracy by the 1st circle of the Prophet’s supporters? How do you say that there has been a conspiracy? If there was a conspiracy the way you speak about it, then Abdullah ibn Az-Zubair, Abdullah ibn Umar and Abdur-Rahman ibn Abi Bakr would have been part of this conspiracy- obviously, this would have been the time to crown this conspiracy. When Muawiyah did what he did, then they could have said “now has arrived our day”- they didn’t do that.” Maybe when we say these names we have to explain them a little…  Abdullah is the son of Umar ibn Al Khattab (radi Allahu anhu); Abdullah the 2nd is the son of Az-Zubair ibn Al Awwaam (radi Allahu anhu); Abdur-Rahman, the 3rd, is the son of Abi Bakr As-Siddique (radi Allahu anhu). These were the ones, among others, (who are familiar to those who are familiar with Islamic history from the names of personalities), who told Muawiyah what you are doing is wrong. We will not accept what you are doing. 
Hence Husein was not by himself when he was in opposition to what Muawiyah and Yazid were doing. This is a part of history that some people want to skin over. Obviously, Husein represented the foremost and most difficult challenge for Muawiyah, Yazid and the new un-Islamic or anti-Islamic policies that they were trying to set into motion. Husein was in Makkah at the time when the issue of king and crown prince became issues of what is said to be (these are not accurate words, but you’ll find them in the books) “Islamic governance”. Obviously, there was support for a popular opposition to Muawiyah and Yazid. This support was found here-and-there among the Muslims after Imam Ali (radi Allahu anhu) no longer had the consensual and popular support in defiance of the instigation of Bani Umayyah and Muawiyah that can be traced back to the reign of Uthman (radi Allahu anhu). This is a new page in Islamic history- there’s no longer a central authority or a popular figure or a populism that can stand up to the usurper of power- Muawiyah- and say “we are opposed to what you are going to do and if this opposition id going to go to the extent of warfare, let it go to the extent of warfare.” This is gone and Husein had to stand against this new political deviation in his own way, (because he grew up with the details of all that you’ve been listening to in the past couple-of-years), and he knew that something had to be done about this serious political misrepresentation of the Muslims. He knew that in the area of Southern Iraq there was support for his father and those who were opposed to those were consolidating their usurpation of power- this is when usurpation of power began- it didn’t begin with Abi Bakr and Umar like some people want to think and believe. These people who think that Abi Bakr and Umar stole the leadership from Ali are looking at history as personalities. Brothers and sisters- history is not personalities; history is social movement. A little reference to Abi Bakr and Umar- they were not taking leadership from Imam Ali; they were trying to hold back what we see coming during the time of Muawiyah. They knew that there was a force in society, (itself), that is waiting for the day when the decision makers of Muslims become a family and even if it was going to be the Prophet’s family, they were willing to tackle that family during the time of Abi Bakr and Umar- they were not willing to wait until the time of Muawiyah. But what do you do when Muslims speak about this history- they speak about five or 10 personalities and forget about hundreds of thousands or millions of Muslims who have the un-Islamic tendencies, especially the political one, that are just beneath the surface? Hussein was aware and conscious of all of this. He was receiving communication from the people of Al Kufa, the center of his support population base that we will support you and we will give you whatever is necessary; “we will do this and we will do that”. To ascertain this and try be sure of them, (because he lived the experience with them), he sent his cousin Muslims ibn Aqueel to these people in Southern Iraq to see if whether these people are saying is genuine or whether they are just expressing political statements. This person was reluctant to go. He said I don’t want to go, but once he understood that this was an Islamic duty and responsibility he left until he got to Al Kufa. In a discreet manner, obviously he didn’t want himself known because at that time there were the supporters of the Umawis who were all around the place. He wanted to get a real sense- an in the field, down to Earth practical assessment of what type of support Husein has there. After contacting different people in the away-from-the-public manner that he did, he found out that as far as he can tell, there is a strong base of support for Husein. Then, he wanted to commit them in writing (i.e.) if you support Husien, say so in writing. This indicates to us that there’s almost a loss of trust; when you come to people and they speak to you and you just don’t take them at word value and you tell them “can you put that in writing:, this means that there is a problem of trust- early on. Nevertheless, they did that. There was about 18,000 men who, (as we would say today), signed on to the course of Husein i.e. we will support him; he’s the right person; we should undo all of this mess, etc. etc. As this is developing, of course there are informers, spies, turncoats and all of these types in the midst of all of this and word reaches Yazid. This is the 1st time this appears in the books of history- Yazid consults… Muawiyah used to have an adviser who was not a Muslim- a Christian adviser, his name was Sarjun; Yazid goes to this adviser and says what should we do here; this is what’s happening in Al Basrah, particularly Al Kufa and the Southern Iraqi area. He says why don’t you combine Al Basrah with Al Kufa? Why always have these two separate jurisdictions or areas? Make them one. The ruler of Al Basrah was Ubaidullah ibn Ziyad. Remember- Ziyad is the one who Muawiyah concocted as being his legal and biological brother- this, (Muawiyah attributing Ziyad to his father Abu Sufyan), runs a long course in Islamic history. The son of Ziyad has become the governor of Basrah and orders go out from Yazid to this governor of Al Basrah saying now we have joined Al Kufa to your domain or jurisdiction- meaning that these supporters of Husein in Al Kufa are your responsibility; you better see to it that you take care of them as they should be taken care of. It should be said that there was a governor over Al Kufa, his name was Nu’man ibn Bashir, who knew Al Kufa was full of opposition to the king in Damascus, Yazid but he was (in today’s language), “a liberal”- he gave the opposition an opportunity to express itself, move around and have contacts. When Ziyad was given this responsibility of Kufa he send a person by the name of Al Hurr ibn Yazid to Husein how has come to this area because the communication from Muslim ibn Aqueel was favorable. Against the advice of those who were close to him, Husein- Abdullah ibn Abbas (radi Allahu anhu) told him don’t go to Iraq; if you want to go somewhere, go to Al Yemen. There you have supporters and you are far away from the supporters that you are going to encounter in that part of the world. Remember- he used to be the governor in Southern Iraq so he knows the people and past very well. Others of his relatives told him also don’t go there; but he insisted on doing that because relying on the sentiments and political statements that came out of the people there he said this is the place where it is possible to face off against Yazid. When he was there, Ziyad sends Al Hurr ibn Yazid to him with 1,000 troops to take the pulse and these didn’t find that they were in a position to oppose him. After they listened to Husein they were, (what we would say today), neutralized. Orders come once again from Yazid telling Ubaidullah ibn Ziyad you have to take this issue of Al Kufa more seriously. This issue is beyond the calculation of sending 1,000 men to Husien- get serious about this. Ubaidullah ibn Ziyad gets with Umar ibn Saad ibn Abi Waqqas and gives him a military duty- we all know Husein is in Al Kufa and there is a potential flare-up against us there that can potentially destabilize our authority and eventually threaten the central authority in Damascus so take this more seriously. This person came to Husein and he told him, (once again, we’re paraphrasing), I have orders from (of course he didn’t use the word “king”- we’re going to use it) king Yazid to put an end to this opposition of which you have become its potential leader. Husien said why don’t you communicate the following to your superior- tell him to let me go back to Makkah or directly to Yazid in Damascus or let me become an individual soldier in the Islamic armed forces at the war-front. This posed a serious problem. He wasn’t expecting something like this so what is he going to do? He communicates these demands back to his commander-in-chief, the playboy, (as it were), in Damascus called “Ameer Al Mu’mineen” and the answer was carried to him by a person called Shimr ibn Dhil Jaushan and that answer had only one idea i.e. Husein had to submit himself to the authority of Yazid- no questions asked! When this was expressed to Husein he said right now there’s no other choice left; it’s a showdown between us and… who did Husein have? He brought his family, cousins, relatives and a few other supporters to this battle and these people who were saying that we are in support of you, at this moment- where are they? There’s no one around! Preceding this was another important detail in Al Kufa. That detail had to do with Muslim ibn Aqueel who Husein sent to Al Kufa originally. What happened to him? After these people said that they are massively in support of Imam Husein, and after Ziyad was in hot pursuit of Muslim ibn Aqueel, (where is he? I want him?), he was in hiding in Al Kufa, staying at the place of a person in Al Kufa by the name of Hanib ibn Urwa. Finally, the government, (as they always do), gets to the person ibn Urwa who was giving refuge to Muslim ibn Aqueel. He summons him and says where is he? He says I have him. After a long give-and-take he says he’s at my place; he’s staying with me. This ruler, ibn Ziyad, goes and get Muslim ibn Aqueel. Remember- this is an area in which the population said they are in support of Husein. It’s easy to express things by your mouth but when the real time comes (as it had come)- where are you?! What does this ruler do? He takes Muslim ibn Aqueel ibn Abi Talib, this cousin of Husein, and he beheads him. Brothers and sisters- is this Islamic behavior? Can we call this Islamic political character? (Do) you behead someone for what? What did he do? Where does he behead him? In his mansion. Then, he brings Hanib ibn Urwa and he kills him; and from the rooftop of that mansion he throws their bodies down; then he puts their bodies on crosses. Of course, that was a preview of today’s rulers- now we can see from where today’s rulers got their marching orders or what type political character they have adopted. The problem with today’s Muslims is we have two attitudes: those who call themselves Shi’is who don’t want this information to touch the public mind because they have it at their Cultural Centers and they drown it in their emotionalism and then the facts on this matter can’t be expressed just like we’re expressing them- anyone can express these facts!!! These speakers at the occasion of Aashura and Karbala’ should step up to the plate, (that’s all that is required, nothing more, nothing less), the facts on the course of Husein, the injustice that inflicted him at the battle front and what happened to him and those who were with him will speak for themselves- they don’t need emotionalism; people have been expressing these emotions for 1,200 or 1,300 years- what has become of it. Then, we have the other attitude- we have those who call themselves Sunnis. They really don’t know what happened; they don’t know what hit them then and they still don’t know what’s hitting them today. All it takes if for a learned/scholarly Sunni is just to take a look at what happened and express it in fact; step out of your comfort zone of silence and speak to this issue! Why are you afraid that if you to speak Yazid 1,300 and some odd years ago you’re going to upset Abdullah in Arabia or the kings and Presidents in that part of the world today? What is it? Why are you afraid? Tell us what happened- these are facts. When the battle of Karbala’ began, (its truly tragic; it tends to ignite emotions and maybe this is another ploy that is used to try to limit it to a historical incident), 4,000 or so troops on the side of the Umawi rulers and those who are on the side of that campo and Husein with 72 of his followers- that’s it! Where are those 18,000 in Kufa who signed on to the support for Husein? They can fit comfortably in today’s Cultural Centers all around; they’ll find themselves at home there! They’re very emotionally supportive of Husein and when the time comes- where are you? What happened? What is going to happen in the course of that battle is very tragic, but look at from how some Muslims at that time were looking at it- we have hindsight and can look at it more comfortably, but there are some Muslims looking at it who see Husein or before that, they see Umar ibn Saad ibn Abi Waqqas, the son of the person (radi Allahu anhu) who fired the 1st shot in Islam in war, (so to speak); this is the son of the person on one of the 10 who are said by the Prophet to be from the people in Paradise- Al Asharah Al Mubashireena bi Al Jannah; this is the son of a person who was a military commander of the Eastern flank of the expanding and growing Islamic flank and this was a person (meaning Umar’s father) who refused to get involved in the internal Islamic civil war and this was the 1st person to call Muawiyah “King”- the Muslims are watching and they see the son of this person is leading an army and then on the other side you had basically the Prophet’s family; you had Husein, his brothers- from his father because Imam Hassan (radi Allahu anhu), these brothers who are his half-brothers (by the way) have the name Umar, Abu Bakr ; his cousins, the children of Aqueel, the children of Jaafar Al Tayyaar, his sister Zainab (radi Allahu anha) the daughter of Fatimah (radi Allahu anha) the daughter of the Prophet and other extended family individuals as well as some of their supporters and some of the people who crossed the fighting line from the camp opposed to Husien into Husein’s camp. Then the tragedy pursued; the blood letting of these 72 or 73 individuals who were martyred, (almost all of them on this occasion). Who after learning about this can say that there is a speck of truth and validity on the side of Yazid? Then, after it was all done they take the head of Husein to Yazid in Damascus and then we are told- in these history books- that Yazid took a stick and he began to poke the chin and cheek of Husein and there was a person next to him who said you shouldn’t do that because right now, it’s as if I can see the Prophet when he was kissing his cheek. Even though this may, (and it does), solicit emotions, we should learn that this issue has to be presented rationally, objectively and factually to anyone who is willing to listen- Muslim or non-Muslim. Then, to top it all off, compare the way Husein died 
Of the committed Muslims there are men who are true to their pledge with Allah. Some of them have passed on and some of them are still waiting and in the interim none of them vacillated on their principles. (Surah Al-Ahzaab verse 23)

With the way we are told Yazid died. He ruled for only four years. There was so much tragedy and injustice at the political level in these four years and then at the end of them we are told he was riding his horse and chasing a monkey and he falls off his horse and never recovers- he dies. If only these facts can be presented in a warm and calculating manner to the Muslim public we can begin to identify 1,300 years of misrule and usurpation of power that continues because some Muslims want to be extremely emotional about this issue and some Muslims want to be extremely passive about this issue.

Brothers and sisters, Committed Muslims…

It is going to take an overhaul of the current psychology that we share as Muslims to begin to understand our past and present. Who do you think feels uneasy if these issues of ours were recalled in an accurate way to the Muslim public? It’s almost like a barometer- the more uneasy a person feels about restructuring or rebuilding the facts of our ownselves in the past it’s almost automatic to sense that the more connected they are to the powers in this world. The more accepting the Muslims are of these facts the more they are the victims of these powers of today. It’s almost like a general rule that you can apply or else what keeps a Muslim from expressing these facts? We are ordered, taught, instructed and indoctrinated that when something is wrong we point to it and say that it is wrong! OK- (since) that’s something wrong, why can’t we point to it and clean our history from those who have stolen it? Those who are in power have stolen our history and those who are left out of power are reacting to that theft! We don’t want to react and we don’t want the thieves to get away with their act! Can’t we do that? In all of these years, hasn’t it dawned on our thinking Muslims that this is what has to be done? This is not a matter of trying to dig up sensitivities and allergic issues from the past- NO! What’s sensitive and allergic about this? It should be clear cut, clean and obvious- that’s all. But then we have the attitude and this is another problem- some Muslims want to come and claim that “this issue belongs to us.” We have a problem with that psychology- this issue doesn’t belong to “us”. Al Haqq is not a possession of anyone. You can’t monopolize and individualize Al Haqq! It is there for the taking but where are the extended hands?!
