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PROLOGUE*

Who was Zulgarnain?
(xviii. 83-98) _
s el ey by

s stated in my n.2428 to xvili 83, I do not consider that
historical or geographical considerations have much
. bearing on a story treated as a parable, as Zulgarnain’s
' story is... But a great deal of literature has been piled up among our

writers on the subject, and it seems desirable to set down a few
notes as to the different views that have been expressed. '

What is the meaning of the name or title Zulgarnain ~ “Lord of
the two Qarns™? “Qarn’™ may mean: (1) a horn in the literal sense, as
in the case of a ram or bull; (2) a horn in 2 metaphorical sense, as in
English, the horns of a crescent, or by a further metaphor (not used
in English), the horns of a Kingdom or territory, two portions at
opposite ends; (3) by another metaphot, a summit, a lock of hair,
typifying strength, a crest such as typifying strength, a crest such as
Eastern kings wear on their diadems; (4) referring to time, an
Epoch, an Age, a Generation. Meaning (1) is inapplicable to a man
or a great king: but see the next paragraph about Alexander the
Great. The other three meanings may be applicabie, as implying: (2)
Lord of East and West, Lord of wide territory or of two kingdoms;
(3) Lord of two crests on his diadem, typifying two kingdoms; (3)
Lord of more than one “Epoch: one whose power and influence
extend far beyond his life lime. ..y 0 -

If we accept the popular identification of Zulgarnain with
Alexander, all the three latter designations would be applicable to
him, as he was Lord of the West and the East... He revolutionised
the history of Europe, Asia, and Africa (Egypt), and his influence
lasted for many generations after his death at the young age of 33.
He lived from BC 356 to 323, but his name was one to conjure with
for many centuries after him, .-

, :fl.' 'ix .



Now the generality of the world of Islam have accepted
Alexander the Great as the one meant by the epithet Zulqarnain. But
some of our Ulama have rajsed doubts about it and made other
suggestions. One is that it was not the Macedonian Alcxander the
Great, but an earlier pre-historic king contemporary with Abraham;
because, they say, Zulgarnain was a man of faith (xvii. 88, 98),
while Alexander the Grealt Was a pagan and believed in Grecian

B I LI P EP : :
god;... S N &

Another suggestion made is that Zulgarnain was an ancient
king of Persia. A king of Persia is referred to as a Ram with two
horus in the Book of Daniel (viii. 3) in the Old Testament, But in
the same Book, the Ram with the two horns was smitten, cast down
to the ground, and stamped upon by a he-goat with one horn (vii. 7-
8). There is nothing in our literature to suggest that Zulqarnain came
to any such ignominious end... If it is argued that it was some old
pre-historic Persian king who built the Tron Gates (xviii. 96) to keep
out Gog and Magog tribes (xviii. 94), this is no identification at all.
There is no unanimity about the identity of the Iron Wall or the Gog
and Magog tribes. Both these subjects will be referred to presently,

Another suggestion made is that it was some old pre-historic
Himyarite king from Yemen, about whom nothing else is known. )
This again is no identification at al]. FOUHE EIIRT I Lo

The question of Yaj uj and Majuj (Gog and Magog) and the Iron
Barrier built 10 keep them out is of some interest. If it is practically
agreed that they were the wild tribeg of Central Asia which have
made inroads on settled kingdoms and Empires at various stages of
the world's history. The Chinese Empire suffered from their
incursions and built the Great Wall of China to keep out the
Manchus and Mongols. The Persian Empire suffered from them at
various times and at various points. Their incursions jnto Europe in
large hordes caused migrations and displacements of population on
an enormous scaie, and eventually broke up the Roman Empire.
. These tribes were known vaguely to the Greeks and Romans as
" “Scythians”, but that term does not help us very much, either

X



ethnically or geographicaily. -~~~ ¥ .- ¢ Rt

Western Culture had been with us all along; in the past, in the
present and in the future. It, therefore, demanded a closer scrutiny .
now than ever before, because 1t appeared now more glaring that the
political and intellectual emancipation of the Yajuy and Majuj would
spell doom to this world. This culture must be put in the
straightjacket of religion in order to save the world from the
impending apocalypse. The latest scientific breakthrough at the
time of writing this book, necessitated a concerted effort by the
Muslim world to wake up from its slumber so that science is rightly
guided. .

The Barrier in the text must have been more in the nature of
iron gates than an iron wall. Two Iron Gates, geographically far
apart, have been suggested in the alternative. Sometimes they have
been mixed up by writers not strong in geography. Both of them
have local associations with the name of Alexander the Great. Both
arc near a town Derbend, and have borne the name of Bab-ul-hadid
(Arabic for “Iron Gate™). Let us examine the case of each in turn.

The best known in modern times is at the town and seaport of
Derben in the middle of the Western coast of the Caspain Sea. It is
now in Soviet territory, in the district of Daghistan. Before the
southern expansion of Russia in 1813 it belonged to Persia. A spur
of Mount Caucasus here comes up north, close to the sea. The wall .
in question is 50 miles long, with an average height of 29 feet...

Personally, I have not the least doubt that Zulqarnain is meant
to be Alexander the Great, the historic Alexander, and not the
legendary Alexander... That story mentions three historical
episodes incidentally, but draws our attention to matters of the
weightiest spiritual significance, and that is the chief thing to note in
the story. '

e T



A YUSUFALL . i

* The views of Allama Abdullahi Yusuf on who Zulqargain was (1934) from his
translation and commentary, of the Holy Qur'an (1983), pp. 761-765.
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ethnically or geographically.

Western Culture had been with us all along; in the past, in the

present and in the future. It, therefore, demanded a closer scerutiny -

now than ever before, because it appeared now more glaring that the
political and intellectual emancipation of the Yajuj and Majuj would
spell doom to this world. This culture must’ be put in the
straightjacket of religion in order to save the world from the
impending apocalypse. The latest scientific breakthrough at the
time of writing this book, necessitated a concerted cffort by the
Muslim world to wake up from its slumber so that science is rightly
guided. _ o o .
The Barrier in the text must have been more in the nature of
iron gates than an iron wall. Two [ron Gates, geographically far
apart, have been suggested in the alternative. Sometimes they have
been mixed up by writers not strong in geography. Both of them
have local associations with the name of Alexander the Great. Both
are near a town Derbend, and have borne the name of Bab-ul-hadid
{Arabic for “Iron Gate™). Let us examine the case of each in turn.

The best known in modern times is at the town and seaport of
Derben in the middle of the Western coast of the Caspain Sea. It is
now in Soviet territory, in the district of Daghistan. Before the
southern expansion of Russia in 1813 it belonged to Persia. A spur

of Mount Caucasus here comes up north, close to the sea. The wall .

in question is S0 miles long, with an average height of 29 feet...

Personally, I have not the least doubt that Zulgarnain is meant
to be Alexander the Great, the historic Alexander, and not the
legendary Alexander... That story mentions three historical
episodes incidentally, but draws our attention to matters of the
weightiest spiritual significance, and that is the chicf thing to note in
the story. Lo
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PREFACE

In 1989, [ first saw and was captivated by Robert Rossen's film
titled Alexander the Great. It was a film based on the historical
account of Alexander of Macedonia, which was well produced, well
directed and acted. A succinct historic account, which tallied with
the most authentic history bo'oks about this great Conqueror. Since
then I have always been interested in the literature of, and was
fascinated by, Alexander, his cruelty and adventures, his arrogance,
his valour and heroism in his bloody military campaigns and his
kuming ambition for eternal glory. The film had a profound impact .
on me as [ often recollected some of the Alexander’s wonderful
imageries from that film. For instance, Alexander was born when.
his father Philip the King of Macedonia was out of Pella. When he
returned to see his wife, Queen Olympias and his new born baby
named Alexander he was greeted by an Egyptian soothsayer, who
told him among other things that there were signs of greatness in his
birth: "On the night of his birth, two eagles had perched on the roof
of queen's chamber,” said the soothsayer, "indicating that he was
destined to rule two worlds.” The Queen then told her husband
peint-blank that her son was a god. At the outset, Olympias did not
hesitate to tell Philip about the divinity of her son. This was not a
fiction but a historic reality. '

With this background which I had obtained both in the film and
numerous textbooks, vou could then visualised my aversion for
Alexander's choice as the Qur'anic Zulqarnain was intensified. [ had
initially wanted to write a concise book; but taking the stock of the
enormity of Askandar’s anomalous identification with the Qur’anic
Zulgainain among the Muslims- and its deleterious effects, I soon
realised that without amassing enough evidence, it might be difficult
to debunk the traditional choice and to dispel it completely from the
Muslim world. Furthermore, the burden of proof for the falsity of
this identification must rest on those who sec¢k to disprove it. So I
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have to prove my contention with a detailed and elaborate
explanation of this obscure subject. This ordinate approach,
therefore, became imperative and appropriate because as Horace put
it: brevis ess laboro, ob.s'curusﬁo.

Hence as the reader goes through the pages of this book, he will
realise that a mere scratching the subject matter superficially will
further mystify the problem even more. In order to keep the reader’s
awareness and judgements in perspective, many references from
both modemn and ancient writers are clipped throughout the pages

- especially on the much disputed issuecs of who were the Gog and
Magog in contemporary history. Because as a renowned Chinese
Schelar had succinetly put it: “the essence of history does not reside
in recorded facts, but in the thoughts, emotions, ideas and
aspirations of the human beings who made it. Facts are only the
outer shell.” This, therefore, is a good motive to expound on the
identity of Yajuy and Majuj with European nations, juxtaposing their

~ culture in the ancient world with the modern world and drawing up

. paralle] motifs. This is with the view to letting the reader discern

their similarity, a prelude to his acceptance of the identification.

Although it was not difficult to disqualify Alexander's choice as
the Qur'anic Zulgarnain, what was really daunting at that time was
who really then was the Qur’anic Zulgarnain? A search for a better
candidate became very imperative. A detailed and exhaustive
research ought, therefore, to be carried out to bring the right historic
figure to fill in the vacuum. I have just expounded on the candidate
earlier on introduced by Brother Ali Akbar in the person of Darius

_the greatest king of Persian World Empire. He equally shed more
light on the subject of Yajuj and Majuj. Therefore, the question
posed on the Apostle of God as to Who was Zulgarnain, was
' ~accurately answered by the Holy Prophet Muhammad (s.a.w.)
-, Sallahu alaihi wassalam, which means May the peace and blessings
s, of Allah be upon him, through Divine intervention. And the




searchlight of his historic personage was focussed more on Darius.

it then became very expedient to exhaustively elaborate on the
historical account of Darius the Great.

Same with the identification of who really were the Yajuj and
Majuj. In the ancient world, there were no wild tribes like this horde
of cannibals whose mischief and notoricty were well known and
terrifted by all from Southern Russia to the Balkan Peninsula and
“across the Asian Continent as the Scythians, The Scythians were
indeed thc worst mischief-makers in the ancient world, fitting -
w-curately the Qur'anic description of Gog and Magog. This view
had equally gained the support of Sycd Ala Maududi of blessed
menory. '

I R DL R L (R C TS I b
Sheikh Muhammad Mitwalli El-Sharawi's explications of some
of the verses relating to the expeditions of Zulqarnain were very.
valuable, in fact, the erudite scholar's book the Miracles of Qur'an
was a sea of knowledge from which [ drank to the fullest of my
satisfaction. As a result, this gave my book a kind of Multum in
Parve. In all the Qur'anic verses quoted, 1 have made use of Ustadh
Abdullahi Ali*s (of blessed memory) translations and commentaries
of the Holy Quran freely in all, except wherc otherwise stated.
Therefore, using the relevant historical materials mostly from
classical historians and with the guidance of the Holy Qur'an and
Hadiths of the Prophet, 1 was able to understand precisely the true
Zoroastrianism as revealed to Prophet Zoroaster aluihissalam (a.s.)
meaning may peace be with him, as an Islamic religion, which 1
described as the Early Revelation, the early revealed religion in the
form of Islam. In fact, Islam is the first and the Last religion. I
sincerely believe that the eschatological principles of this first and
primary form of Islam was only a Portion of the Holy Qur'an, which
was revealed to the ancient Prophet, to his Parsee brethren. It was a
. primary religion because it was a National Religion. Although the
professors of this religion, notably Darius the Great had ruled the

XV



entire world he was not ordained, by God, to proselyte his religion
to other nationals because this was the principal duty of the office of
the Final Islam or the Final Revelation under the Prophet of Islam.
This important point became discernible as the trend of monotheism
was scrutinised in history. R R

In fact, almost all the attributes of Ahura Muzda, the name of
God in Zoroastrianism were essentially the same with the attributes
of Allah subhanahu wata ala (s.w.t.) in the Final form of Islam.
" Thus, Zoroastrianism was essentially Islamic until when it was
relegated to Mithraism and other forms of fire worship or Arar (the
god of fire). I was able to appreciate the fact that all revealed
religions, from the dawn of histoi‘y were Islamic in form and
_ content, they only varied according to the stage of the civilisation of
the peoples. In like manner, all the human races were one family of
Homo sapiens, which originated from Adam {a.s). They could only

* be black, brown and white depending upon their environment but
- they were essentially a single species. [slam, therefore, was the
" natural religion of Homo Sapiens. SR TR

% Furthermore, if my insistence that Darius the Great and all
‘other prophets of the various revealed religions were Muslims,
seems forced, then Goethe, the celebrated German Poet and
. Philosopher put it in a much better way to be understood when he
-~ said: Wenn Islam Ergebung in Gottes Willen heisset, in Islam leben
und Steiben Wir alle. Meaning: if Islam means submission to God's
will, then we all live and die in Islam. The Holy Quran is for the

~ knowledgeable and the well educated. Knowledge is of utmost
- importance to the modern man. Thus, it is easy to propound this
- theory that your attraction to the Holy Qur'an js directly proportional
-~ to the amount of diversified knowledge you “could muster. This
explains the reason why Scientists are magnetically attracted 1o this
- Living and Eternal Miracle. You don't have to be a genius to
prognosticate that the number of the educated people increases

e
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directly with time. Therefore, this simple logic verified the sacred.
statement of the Holy Prophet Muhammad (s.a.w.) when he said:

There has never been a Prophet who was not bestowed with
sign among the signs, which were bestowed (on the earlier
Prophets). Human beings became believers through them, and
teuty what | have been bestowed was a revelation (the Qur'an)
which Allah revealed to me. | hope that | will have the most
followers on the Day of Resurrection, (Bukhari and Muslim).

To make this sacred statement of the Apostle come to fruition,
Allah (swt) said in His final Revelation:

Soon will We show them our signs in the {furthest) Regions {of
the earth}, and in their own souls, until It becomes manifest to
them That this is the Truth, Is it not encugh that Thy Lord doth
witness Al! things (Q.41:53). .

I3
FiF b

Indeed, God's Truth always spread, in its own good time, across
to the uttermost ends of the earth, as it did in the casc of Islam, or as
it is doing at present in our modern world. Undoubtedly, therefore,
as the Quran swims into the countless Millennia ahead it would
leave in its wake countless numbers of followers. With the simplest
arithmetic projection, therefore, it could be estimated that Prophet
Muhammad (s.a.w.} would have the largest number of followers at
the end of time. ' S PO

"This issue of Who was Zulgarnain? as was expounded in the
Holy Qur'an, with such diversity of knowledge that was known only
recently to modern science, was indeed a potent Sign for man of
understanding. Thus, the veracity and authenticity of the Divine
Authorship of this Holy Scripture were proven beyond doubt not
only to the seventh century critics but to all critics till the end of
time. The Holy Qur’an answers each stage of human development
its forms of critique and criticism. This makes Islam a living Faith
today and of all days, and the Holy Qur'an an Everlasting Miracle,

Hence the pith behind Zulgamain story; in its concepiion,
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comprehensiveness and presentation was to authenticate the
Apostleship of the Holy Prophet (s.a.w). In this compendious
account, therefore, the reader was in addition well furnished with
the European culture; its nuances, sensibilities, its pervading world-
view and the plenitude of its power. Furthermore, to give a succinct
account of this sweeping story in a book, a vast amount of matertal
must be consulted. And in writing a historic account; covering at
least three thousand years, of religious, political, intellectual and
technological development of a race, aptly described, as the Great
.. White Race the account would no doubt be voluminous.

So within the last ten years of my research on the historical .
Alexander and Darius I, over the issue of who was Zulqarnain, | was
able to debunk Alexander's choice with facts both from Classical
Historians and from the Scriptural references. [ corroborated them
with the records of the monumental achievements of Darius on the
Behistun Inscription, carved records on his tomb — the  Nugsh-i-
Rustum Inscription, inscriptions at Persepolis and elsewhere. With
these records carved on stones, I was not only able to understand thc
achievements of Darius the Great better, but these were enough
evidence to show the Miracles of the Holy Qur'an, because of its
accurate exposition of the subject. Otherwise, how was the Prophet
able to know about Darius the Great who Wad lived one thousand
one hundred years before him and the two were separated by
hundreds of miles? Because some of the Qur'anic statements were in
agreement with the records carved on these stones. Most of these
records were buried in the earth or were inscribed on wnaccessible
cliffs of rock. Besides, they were written in trilingual cuneiform
writings, which were meaningless to several generations after.
Therefore, the Prophet could only have got this important story from
Divine Inspiration but no other ways.

These monumental records of Darius only came to the modern
world in 1947; when Sir Rawlingson discovered the inscriptions on
the huge rock cliff at Behistun, in trilingual cuneiform writings the
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Persian, the Elamite and the Babylonian. The great British scholar
was able to decipher the Babylonian cuneiform inscriptions. Before
then nobody in the world would read any meaning from them. So
for the Prophet of Islam to give an account of a story of great
historic personage, which tallied with these records, was an
incontrovertible demonstration of Divine Revelation. If the Qur'anic
story of Zulqarnain failed to prove this important point to the reader,
as he goes through the pages of Who was Zulgarnain? It means he is
impervious to reason because Res ipsa loguitor or the facts speak
for itself.

IO SRR P
Furthermore, the bedrock of our identification of who
Zulgarnain was, is religion. Therefore, a study of Zoroastrianism
hecame necessary so as to understand the faith of Darius the Great .
an utmost upholder of this ancient religion, vis g vis the Grecian
gods of Alexander the Great. With this ordinate approach, it could
be seen clearly that the former was a Muslim and the latter a
Polytheist. It was then a contest between a monotheist and a
polytheist to a coveted seat of Zulqarnain mentioned in the Holy
Qur'an, In the realm of vastness of the empire they controlled,
Darius had wicelded enormous control over a wider empire. It
included Alexander's Empire minus Athens. He also extended his
control to Libya and Ethiopia in Africa. He had dwarfed Alexander
over wide areas of Sutrapal or Provincial control. The religion he
professed was one of the most ancient in history, revealed {o
Zoroaster (a.s.). '

Prophet Zoroaster's teachings had a positive impact on Darius
the Great. Although the Garhic Commentaries had not mostly been
in their original form, yet, from the fragments of the surviving
sacred scripture, it was palpably clear that Zoroastrianism was a
closest sister of Islam. It had a power and intensity in the Gathic
verses, which radiated monotheistic teachings, as for example,
Yasna d4:3-4: o vt e

This do I ask Thee, Oh Lord, tell me fruly; Who is the Creator,
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the first father of Righteousness? Who laid down the path of the
sun and stars? Who is it through whom the moon now waxes
now wanes? All this and more do | wish to know, or Wise One.

This do [ ask Thee, oh Lord, tell me truly; who holds the earth
below and the sky as well from falling? Who (created) the
waters and the Planets? Who harnesses the (two} courses to
wind and clouds? Who, Oh Wise One, is the Creator of Good
Mind? et e BT ERAC IO RN VT F RPN :j.;p*u_.\ F I L2 R

These verses replete with meanings and a reflection of
monotheism, of course, showed Islam in action but in the pristine
Zoroastrianism, of which Darius the Great was a true follower. The
. name of this Wise One was Ahura Mazda, which is synonymous
with the name of Allah (swt). Thus, with Quranic descriptions and
the laid down historic facts, I challenged Alexander's identification
with authority. [ had drawn my main inspiration from the Islamic
sources; writers and commentators. But the expressed aim of this
book goes beyond identification. The aim or pith. of this book Who
was Zulgarnain? s simply to prove to the doubting but educated
minds that Muhammad (pbuh) was a Raswullahi (an Apostle of God).
Because this was what the Zulgarnain story was all about. The
other more plausible identification with Cyrus the Great propounded
by Syed Ala Maududi was treated in a similar manner, showing in
:dglail, how Darius out class Cyrus in the race.

The living Eternal Miracles of the Holy Qur'an have all
combined to give a testimonial evidence of this Holy Kalima. But
the Zulgarnain story; like in many other instances in the Amazing
Revelation was a scientific proof of this divine assertion: La ilaha
ilallahu Muhammad wr Rasulullahi, which means there is no God
but Allah and Muhammad 1s His Messenger. Had he not been so, he
would not have known about Zulqarnain, in the first place, nor
would he have expounded a story so pregnant with social and

" scientific knowledge known only recently to the modem world. This
is the gist of the message in this book, Who was Zulgarrain?

This book is presented in chapters to make an easier reading,



with emphasis laid on Alexander and Darius who are then viewed in
the context of their religious beliefs, and both weighed on the scale
“of the Holy Qur'an. And as a result, the shift of identification from
the former to the latter both became desirable and necessary. In a
similar vein, the 1ssue of Yajwj and Majuj, as people who "Do
mischief on earth’, could easily be identified as the Scythians who
were of European extraction. Thus, their identifications with the
Europeans was appropriate both racially and culturally. '

But ] have to assert as important caveat that 1 am fully
conscious of the frissons; which words like ‘barbarians’ and their
derivatives; “canmibals,” “savages” and “marauders” and so on and
so forth could generate in the minds of the reader, especially where
such terms were quoted with respect to the scythians. However, it -
must be emphasised that they were used in relation to the language
of the seventh century BC, hence, they should be viewed in that
context. Because scythian was a byword of barbarians in the first
millennium BC, even then the writer did not downplay the scythian
creative genius and technical skill in the same epoch.

The need for the use such of descriptive terms arose out of the
desire to demonstrate the fact that these wild, lawless tribes had
. fitted perfectly with the Qur’anic description of Mufsiduna fil ardhi
or mischief on earth. However, if such terms are taken out of
context, I am bound to gore some people’s ox even though, no
malice or malignity is Intended. The same caveat applies to the
identification of European nations as the contemporary Gog and
Magog or Yajuj and Majuj, such an identification, however, does
not mean that as a people they are condemned by determinism to
eternal perdition. People are, however, the architect of their own
fate. '

Finally, this book as a volte face is presented so as to stimulate
fresh interests in this topic for reconsideration and re-evaluation of
our current stand on Who Zulgarnain was? vis a vis who were the
‘Gog and Magog. The Zulgarnain story showed that both the styles
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and the gist of its content and furthermore, the degree of its
exactitude, had all indicated that such a knowledge was beyond the
ken of man. Therefore, beyond reasonable doubt, Prophet
Muhammad {saw) was indeed in controvertibly an Apostle of God
that Almighty. I am always in short of words in describing the
wonders of the Holy Qur'an. But Brother Khurram Murad, Deputy
Director, Islamic Foundation, Leicester, United Kingdom captured a
fine glimpse of the Qur'an Most Honourable, when he said: e
*...As you come to the Quran. You will come to a new world - a

world of untold treasures of knowledge and wisdom to guide
you on the pathways of life, of thought and action; of deep

- insights to capture your imagination, of radiant light to )
i itluminate the deeper reaches of your soul, of profound
b emotions and glowing warmth to melt your great heart and o

bring tears running down your checks. It is the Quran, and only .70

the Qur'an, which can lead you on and on to success and glory  .ij '+

in this world and the Hereafter,

In paraphrasing my late Brother of blessed memory, Ustadh A.-
Yusuf Ali who said: Blessed be youth for its energy and
determination. Where others flinch, rash youth will dare! Becavse
_ of this, therefore, I accept any error either factual or interpretative to

" be my own responsibility, I hercby welcome corrections, and
criticisms that will help make this book achieve its purpose.
Nothmg from me except with the help of Allah, Most High.. | ...
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f Ua }ﬂ !I: AT "":-"i T -:JZ' B, EH -f-.{('-'}'..!'\.- 2okt .i‘ -
: Yusuf Nadabo Abdullahi bt D e

- e :{I,_. .,I' g ! o r.l.,l-' ‘fl.fi
ool Tkl b ity
. Sarkin Tudun Nupawa S b S B
. Kaduna . - "f."I‘.I. BEE R T‘(f '?-1;.-1_'..,-‘ [P
A N _ : s
12th Rabiul Awwal Wednesday, 1421 AH ,{\ cE s Cirasd mid i
3 14th June, Wednesday, 2000 AD A Sy A
bl LN Tl T e fa BN TRT ST VEN L : : i\"- U S !-‘ T .'Hu
w et dad s b e e wer TR ’tM ’;r” aeh

xxii



. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

aEr i L R

This book in its present form would not have been possible
without the generous caring help and support of many. I am
indebted to Professor A.M. Yakubu, Dean of the Faculty of Social
Sciences Nigerian Defence Academy, Kaduna, who welcomed the
initial idea of writing the book and showed his interest in this
project with imaginative sympathy. His scholarly and critical
attention in the book’s early draft are valuable. In addition, he
revised the early drafts and gave valuable advice in format
clarification. Mr. Bode Aiyenimelo of New Nigerian Newspapers,
Kaduna had painstakingly gone through the galley proof. [ am
grateful to Professor Tijjani El-Miskin, Sheikh Ahmad Usman and
Aliyu Rabiu Kurfi, for their encouragement. My indebtedness also
goes to the learned authors whose works have been acknowledged
in the references and elsewhere. '

1 also wish 10 express considerable gratitude to Professor
Abdullahi Mahdi, the Vice Chancellor of Ahmadu Bello University
Zaria, Malam Liman Ciroma, and Dr. Aminu Shuaibu Safana, for
their words of encouragement and moral support. [ am alse indebted
to Alh. Adamu Yusuf, Abubakar Ali, Sani Mamman, Alhaji Nuhu
Kusu Sardaunan Lapai, Kaka Ibrahin Imam, Yusuf Abdullahi Kofar
Sauri, Shehu Usman Abubakar, And my brother Shuaibu Abdullahi,
Ciroman Tudun Nupawa, Kaduna. Special thanks are also due to the
following for their assistance; Malam Bello Ahmed of Isa Kaita
Library of Kaduna Polytechnic, Malam Abduliahi Maradun of
Arewa House, Kaduna and Mr. Malachi Jatau Malik of Library
Board of Kaduna State, Uztaz Aliyu Mamman, Director, Islamic
Centre, and Abdulkadir B. Dangogo, Kaduna.

My indebtedness must also go to Alhaji Abdullahi Maikano
Aliyu Malumfashi, the Deputy Controller General of Immigration
(rtd) whose encouragement have been pivotal in enabling me to

xxiii

Y .



SE

accomplish this work. At the crucial stage of the publication of this
book, | also benefited from the support and the assistance of Hon.
'Sani Sulaiman, the Chairman Kaduna North Local Government
Area and Alhaji Usman Alhassan, for without their shared interest

B

in the publication, the book would not have seen the light of print. 1

am indeed appreciative of their laudable gesture.

My warmest thanks and gratefulness go to my dearest wife
Badiya and to my children; Amina (Nasara), Abduljalal and Fatima
(Golden girl) for their maximum support and understanding. For
they were able to make my home both congenial and conducive to
scholarly work. 1 hereby warm-heartedly acknowledged these
gestures. | am also indebted to Mr. Hezekiah E. John, Emmanuel E.
Asuquo and staff of Rainbow Computers who painstakingly typeset
the book from the original manuscript, Abdulwaheed Omolayo,
Bitrus Shekari and Muhammad Ibrahim. Finally, I have to state that
I am fully responsible for all the errors either by commission or
omission, which might have inadvertently occurred, in this
endeavour to give my service to Allah (swt) and my contribution to
[slam,

e ,-;.z.‘:. .
4}1 Frast it

Wit bimiil 1t cof e
gt b et ""'Fl"‘.' SUUIE
B T SRR (L DM i

RN 1 L PR SRR T T Y
LT :

L R It ety A BERTTEIREIN FATERE R
S T I s ST H UL pres et
S TRRNE WP R T SR !
AR o b . S “
Lt '..I,j_.,» P I12 ',ﬂ'{':'.i;'bﬂ_.«" ot .
: LR thean o S

it ton Lt Ralls : R LR
capengieind Fe gy addLiragin W aqells
Tyl or ',,tu;r;;‘, HE.,:.[;{I{;_J:-._.:«‘tiq‘,f; “wligutd Jf-.'-' f':‘-;'_- R T L TR ok Ql'[}

R

R A 11 AN TR TR L PR TR



- - ol .'.""'ér_';l."' : ’.ia. c . INTROD UCTION - :-. s }';i . .'(;.-:: I' v :,:'} .
In the name of God, Most Beneficeni, Most Merciful. r o oy
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Do they nat then earnestly seek 1o understand the Qur’an, or is
it that there are locks upon their hearts?
. - Surat Muhammad

Zulqamain means many things to many people. The

identification of this great personage mentioned in the Holy
Qur'an with the appropriate historical figure in ancient history has,
hitherto, remained an elusive one. As a result of a series of
conjectures about the subject; a hasty mappropriate identification
was made, which was fraught with dangers. When the Holy Prophet,
peace be unto him (pbuh) was asked, who Zulgamain was, the Holy
Qur'an answered, nor by mentioning a name directly but by giving
his title, faith and style of administration. The style of this Amazing
Revelation, was God's style. There shouldn't have arisen either
confusion or mistaken identity about who this towering historic
figure was. This was because the vivid sacred descriptions had said
all about him leaving no room at all for any wrong identification.
" This question posed to the Holy Prophet (pbuh) was intended to be a
tricky one because he had astounded the world both for his claim to
. Prophethood and his exposition of numerous and versatile fields of
knowledge; a feat that was far unbecoming of an unlettered person
in an illiterate society. People then out of curiosity started asking
questions, about the source of his stupendous knowledge; was he
plagiarising the Talmud or the Bible? The learned men of Arabia
and far beyond started wagging their tongues as the fire of curiosity
in their minds intensified.

It was reported in Hadith (the traditions of the Prophet)- of how
a very learned Jew from Syria framed and posed this question: Who
Zulgarnain was? as a crucial desideratum in finding out the
authenticity of his prophetic claim, and to ascertain whether the
Bible or the Talmud was his source of knowledge. This was because



the story of Zulgarnain was not told in full in the Judaco-Christian
Scripture. Thus, the question was supposed to be a litmus test,
which the Prophet passed with distinction. Because in a mastery of
style. the Holy Qur'an related all one needed to know about
Zulgarnain but without mentioning his name. But for any one, who
knew the relevant facts about him would appreciate that the detailed
~ descriptions referred to no one else but the man in question. The
answer to this question was straight to the point and with the highest
degree of exactitude. The lcarned Syrian Jew must have been fully
satisfied with the answer proffered.

Using the Qur'anic descriptions of this powerful monarch as our
guide, all that remained was to study all the known and cclebrated
Kings in the ancient world and among them to identify who these
descriptions fit. This would help us to clinch our identification with
absolutism, because Zulgarnain was pot a myth but a historical
reality. This simple approach was, unfortunately, not followed.
Consequently, a wrong choice was made and was whole-heartedly
accepted by almost all in the Muslim world. This wrong choice was
that of Alexander the Great, as the Zulgarnain mentioned in the
Amazing Revelation. The answer was specific to the question with
no room for mistaken identity. The Holy Qur'an gave three very
important points of reference which would help us in making the
right choice: "his title, faith, and his lecadership qualities,” But
unfortunately. they were glossed over when the hasty wrong
identification was made.

But Syed Abul Ala Maududi. an illustrious son of Islam had
applied this systcmatic approach to solving the dilemma in The
Meaning of Qur’an, vol, vii. His analysis led him to identify Cyrus
as the most likely personage to be the Zulgarnain. He wrote:

The identification of Zul-Qamain has been a comroversial
matter from Lhe earliest times. In general the commentators have

been of the opinion that he was Alexander the Great but the
characteristics of Zul-Qarnain as described in the Qur’an are not
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applicable to him. However. now the commentators are inclined N
to believe that Zul Qarnain was Cyrus, an ancient King of [ran... . . .
We are also of the opinion that probably Zul-Qarmain as was

Cyrus. but the historical facts, which have coine to light up to

this time, are not sufficient to make any categorical assertion.’

Allama Maudadi’s choice of Cyrus had brought the actual
target nearer and within a shooting range but it could not be hit,
owing to lack of sufficient historical facts. No doubt his selection
was a reasonable one but the candidate so presented was superseded
in the race by Darius, a Persian king of the same royal ancestry with

Cyrus who came to the throne after eight years of Cyrus’ reign.

The First important ¢lue was the epithet “Zulgqarnain.” What
did it mean? how would it lead us to the right man? The gencrally
accepted meaning of this title Zulgarnain were: Lord of East and
- West, Lord of wide territory or Lord of two kingdoms. Lord of more
than one Epoch: one whosc power and influence extended far
beyond his time.” The latter was the most generally accepted. It
meant one man in absolute control of the whole world, because then
the world was divided into two kingdoms. Thus, Zulgarnain was
like a ram with two horns, meaning just like a ram could effectively
control and usc any of its horns, so was he in absolute control of the
Eastern and Western Kingdoms of the ancient World. This was an
analogy and a metaphorical description of how he would rule his
kingdoms absolutely and cffectively. It was not used in the literal
sense, because a man with two horns on his head was a monster and
no longer a human being. Now, in the ancient world who were the
men that could claim the title of Zulgarnain? There were three
prominent personalities that were qualified for the title: Cyrus the
Great. Darius the Great and, toe a certain extent, Alexander the
Great. The last of these great men could not be said to be Zulgarnain
~ in the real sense of the word or a man who held the East and West
like a ram in control of its two horns. Because he had conquered the
East and West but had not knitted them together under his absolute
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control. fronically, he nearly put them under his dominion when he
died in the attempt.

Cyrus emerged as the founder of the Persian Empire, when he
succeeded i1 uniting the Persians into a nation. He, with
extraordinary display of sagacity and overilowing energies, defcated
the mighty Median King and made himself master of the Median
territory in 549 BC. He conquered the West, as he gained the
Southern coast of Asia Minor. Within five years, the power of his
newly founded Persian kingdom had swept across to the
Mediterranean, as the genius of Cyrus made it the leading nation in
the World.> The Persians under Cyrus became so powerful and a
threat to other nations. In 539 BC, Cyrus fought King Nabonidus,
the fourth King after Nebuchadnezzar, and the last king of
Babylonia in a place called Opis on the river Tigris. The Babylomian
army was utterly defeated.” He then bestrode the East and West like
a colossus. And within a year in the Babylonian capital, from where
he ruled his empire, he made a decree (Ezra 5:1), which would
benefit the Jews in exile in Babylon who had been languishing for
years. The Hebrews in their Babylonian captivity were in constant
grief, the Psalmist cchoed this state of melancholy, thus:

b By the rivers of Babylon, SEEE
© 7. There we sat down, vea, we wept, - Fnio oo
. When we remembered Zion. IR
-~ We hanged our harps -
" Upon the willows in the midst thereof,

_ For that they that carried us away captive requived of us
-+ ¢+ - Asong; and they that wasted us .
Required ot us mirth, saying,

Sing us one of the songs of Zion,
How shall we sing the Lord's song
In a strange land? (Ps. 137.1-4)

Having been forcibly evicted from Jerusalem a holy city; and
feeling the pangs of servitude in a strange land, the Jews could only
weep in sorrow, hence, they were not in a good frame of mind to
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sing the Lord’s song in joy and merriment anymore. It was indeed
an all engaging statc of anguish. The Amazing Qur'an also
mentioned the  terrible Babylonian conquest of Judea by
Nebuchadnezzar as a punishment from Allah {s.w.i.) just as their
Prophet Jeremiah had warned, that they must desist from making
mischief on earth. They did not heed Allah's warning as a result of
- which they were punished: ’ T N T

".womw And We gave (clear) warning to the Children of Israel in the :.5wuuds
" 4ile -. Book, that twice would they do great mischief on carth and be .7 s
% elated with mighty arrogance (and twice would they be
- punished) (Q 17:4).

The Jews due to thetr haughtiness and mischiet on earth had
received double punishment because they were heedless of the
warning of Allah (swt). First, they were arrogant to Prophet Ishmael
(a.s) and his mother Hajar (r.a.), and they called them names. In
* fact. Sarah and her son Isaac {a.s) derided Ishmael {a.s) boasting that
they have never been in bondage to anybody, referring to Hagar,
mother of Ishmael {a.s) the first born of Patriarch Abraham. She was
a maiden given to the Prophet from the Royal house of Egypt. Upon
the advice of Sarah who urged him to take the Egyptian helpmate as
a wife (Genesis 16:3). And God said to Abraham (as) to hearken to
the voice of Sarah, so he ook the new member of his family as a
wife. She bere him a son looking exactly like him, whom he named
“Ishmael”™ meaning “God Hears.” Because afier many years of
fervent prayers, Abraham's supplication was finally answercd
throngh his Egyptian wife. e g el e

g W FEE T IO ST :

No sooner this blessed child was born than the entire family
became increasingly prosperous and whatever they prayed for God
would hear and He always heard their prayer thereafter. For
instance, Sarah who was elderly and in post-menopausal stage was
also blessed with a child named Isaac (Genesis 21:1). The polygynic
family of Abraham was supposed to be a peaceful home but it never
- was. As soon as [saac was born then the table was turned against

5 -



- both his brother and his step-mother. Eventually Hagar was expelled
* from the house of Abraham on Sarah's order (Genesis 21:10). Again
God said to Abraham to hearken to the voice of Sarah. "So he took
Hagar or Hajar (stone in Arabic) and her son Ishmael to the Mount
Pharan (Deut. 32:2). which later became Mecca. Consequently,
Sarah and her sons built the house of Abraham and usurped the
rights of Ishmael and his mother. But the stone {Hagar). which
builders (Sarah and her sons) rejected had now become headstone of
the corner. This was indeed marvellous in our eyes as it was the
Lord’s doing.

So with Ishmael and his mother as two refugees in the desert,
God then showered His blessings, both on them and their new
environment. As a result the desert became enormously wealthy
with the highest population density on earth. Mecca became
synonymous with a teeming population, because Prophet Abraham
(a.s) had prayed for his family in the barren desert and God 'heard'.
A mighty nation evolved through the sacred loin of Ishmael
(Genesis 21:13); these were the Arabs. Similarly, a mighty nation
emerged through the sacred loin of Isaac, these were the Israclites.
Unfortunately, the Israelites were moved to anger and jealousy due
to the glaring prosperity of the people they considered their
underdog or a foolish nation. They exploded with jealousy when the
sacred history finally shifted to the nation with the Headstone of the
corner. The Jews became so belligerent and arrogant and they
intensified their scurrilous attacks, mudslinging the Ishmaelites and
they were spiteful saying, "We were Abraham seeds and we have
never been in bondage,” thus elated with mighty arrogance. They
were cultivated with pride and were scornfui of the bondwoman and
her generations. Thus, blinded with jealousy and hence heedless of
all warnings, this action of Israelites against Ishmael and his
children had embittered God Almighty, so among other things He
punished the generations of Sarah with servitude in diaspora,

- 6



Hence in His retribution against the Jews, the Lord sent all of
them to a humiliating servitude in the native country of Hagar
{Deut. 28:68). And for 400 years they suffered many hardships and
degradations in the hands of Pharaohs. In this first punishment, God
Almighty had silenced the mouth of the arropant people. Now could
they have the audacity to look into the {ace of Ishmaelites and say:
"We have never been in bondage?" No doubt the Lord with a
" humiliating servitude had humbled them. The Compassionate One,
therefore, sent Moses (a.s) to liberate them from this degrading
captivity. But unfortunately, with passage of time, the Jews returned
to their evil ways, hence preparing ways for'the second punishment.
Alas, Israel never learnt from its history. No sooner had they come
to the land of Canaan in Palestine their hubris nature flared off
again, They became impervious to warnings, as they went about
~doing mischief on earth. Many prophets were raised among them to
guide them to the ways of the Lord notable among them was
Prophet Jeremiah who seriously warned them against the incvitable
Chaldean invasion. The Prophct alerted his people to flee from the
city of Jerusalem: 7Bt 27 #he b R 4 T L

Thus, saith the LORD, he that remaineth in this city shall die by
the Sword, by the famine, and by the pestilence; but he that
goeth forth to the Chaldeans shall live, for a prey, and shall live.
Thus, saith the LORD, This city shall surely be given into the

hand of the King of Babylon's army, which shall take it
(Jeremiah 38:2-3).

God had removed His protection against the invaders to punish
Israel. So there was no place to run to. even those who ran away
were captured into slavery. Nebuchadnezzar came and unleashed
terrible havoc onto the Jews, he destroyed Jerusalem and its
Temple, killed many people and carted away all the treasures of the
Temple. Thousands were taken into slavery. This was referred to as
Babylonian captivity. The Holy Qur'an gave an account of this
event, thus:

B T I TS
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When the first of the warnings came o pass, We sent against
you our servants given to terrible warfare: They entered the
very inmost parts of your homes; And it was a warning
completely fulfilled (Q.17:5). -

- This was exactly what happened, the Powerful King of
Babylonia came in 586 BC with armies, “given to terrible warfare”,

" razed Jerusalem to the ground destroying everything within the city,

the Jews were butchered in hundreds, and a large number carried off
into captivity in Babylon. It was a pitiless sight as the foreign

.- invaders chased the inhabitants of the town into the Temple and

searching house to house looking for men and women, killing and
looting their property. In fact, it was like hell was let loose on Israel;
a judgement of God for the sins of the Jews, arrogance and
backsliding. It was indeed a miracle how the Qur'an vividly
described the Babylonian carnage on Israel, one thousand one
hundred years after the event. More interesting the Holy Scripture
also gave even the nature of the warfare of the invading armies. In
fact, the Babylonians were second to none in pernicious conquest, It
was with such barbarity that Israel was ravaged to the ground.
- Zedekiah, the King of Israel was captured and taken to Babylon, the
eyes of his children were forcefully removed, they were tortured and
killed at Riblah where Nebuchadnezzar had established his
headquarters. L 1 TR AP R S

However, the lessons of Egyptian Captivity were forgotten by
Israelites and the Lord's warning was unheeded as they still held
their brethrens (Ishmaelites) in contempt and in derogation. Thus, a
second ‘and equally gruesome servitude, captivity was experienced
by the Jews. But why did God choose slavery as a means of
punishing the Jews? To bend their haughtiness and 1o make them
swallow their pride in calling Hagar a bond-woman with contempt
and ridicule. Obviously, by having them serve a derogating slavery
in her own country the Land of the Pharaohs, the Jews could no
longer say, "We were never in bondage to anybody." Although there



" were many ways of punishing a nation. but the subjection to
servitude of arrogant people was the most cffective especially when
an honoured slave of God was hurt in the process. In addition, God
Almighty stripped them of His Kingdom and gave it to the
Ishmaelites (Jeremmah 31:36) to anger them more because they had
provoked Jehovah: .

IThcy have moved me to jealousy with that which is not God;

they have provoked me to anger with their vanities: and | will

move them to jealousy with those which are not people; I will
provoke them to anger with a foolish nation (Deut. 32:21).

Consequently, the Jews were dispersed into diaspora even after
the Egyptian and Babylonian captivities. They were cxpelled from
every country after living a disgraceful life as they. became pet
anathema. Examples abound within history:

They were turned out of Portugal and Spain, they were driven

out of England in 1290, they were twice pushed away from .. -
France, once in 1306 and again in 1394, They were exiled from '
Belgium in 137¢ and from Czechoslovakia in 1380. Holland
draove them out in 1444, and ftaly turned them out in 1540.

Germany pushed them out in 1551. Russia exiled them in
1510.°

Ever since they angered Jehovah and maligned His honoured -
servants Ishmael and his mother, scrvitude and exile had been their
lot. The Jews were finally divested of their sacred history by the
shift of the messengership to the Ishmaelite. It was consequent upon
this action by the Lord that they were dispersed into diaspora. When
from 1934 to 1945 Hitler gassed six millions Jews to death i a
demonstration of Mufsiduna fil ardhi by the Germans, subsequently,
they realigned with the Gog and Magog. They now sought shelter
under the powerful protective roof of Yajuw and Majuj. In return, the
Jews aided this evil people with their ingenuity and technical know
how, and this was the unholy alliance ever since. The Jews rebelled
agatnst the commonwealth of the faithful, the Abrahamic faiths had
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decided to team up with the Gog and Magog, out of anger. They
~.were bitter with the shift of Sacred hlstmy But 11 was «. jait
s accomph L TP TS L T U VO D SPRE BTSSR IS

it

42 The Lord fulfilled His promise and therefore, the rejected stone
‘+as quoted in Matthew 21:41-43.had become the head of the ¢omer.
Hagar (Hajar - meaning stone) and her son were tejected from the
house of Abraham (a.s) so that Sarah and her son Isaac {a.s) could
inherit the house of Abraham. Consequently, the Ishmaelites whom
the Israclites considered a foolish nation had finally become the
greatest nation in sacred history, because of the emergence of
Prophet Muhammad (s.a.w.} the greatest man in history and the
saviour of human civilisation. Since then the bitterest attacks
_against Islam by the angered nation had continued unabated, yet, the
living religion surges forward. These baseless attacks were like the
barking of terrified dogs to a moving clectric train. Perhaps, out of
frustration, the Jews then finally pitched their tent with the Gog and
- Magog 1o cstablish Mufsiduna fil ardh: on a global scale as it would
become obvious later in the book. _

It was in the divine schemes of the Most High to use some
people to check the excesses of others, if need be to serve as
punishment or as delerrent. As we had seen Nebuchadnezzar was
used by God to punish the children of Israel, who suffered untold
hardship in their 25-50 years of Babylonian captivity. The Most
Compassionate One, then raised Cyrus the Persian King to liberate

. them from bondage. Similarly, Jehovah used Dartus as a ‘hook’ to
mitigate the anthropophogous and vandalistic activities of the Gog

. and Magog so that human civilisation could thrive. The Lord was
indeed the Wise One.

Undoubtedly, the Prophet of mercy could not have known all
" these historic facts with infinitesimal detail without Divine
. Revelation. He could not have been any pther personality other than
'« a Rasulullahi. Therefore, the first major punishment to the children
. of Israel was the Egyptian captivity which was followed by
Babylonian captivity sc that the claim that they had never been in
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bondage was silenced forever. So in the second captivity, God
Almighty then sent Cyrus the Great to set them free. Hence he
became well known in their Jewish history because he liberated

them from the melancholy of denigrating servitude. e

Because Cyrus' decree allowed those in bondage to return to
Jerusalem, the Jews, according to him, should return to their country
to rebuld the Temple and the wall of Jerusalem, which were all
destroyed by the Babylonian King Nebuchadnezzar in 586 BC. This
magnanimity shown by the Persian King was acclaimed by all. In
fact, the Hebrew exiles greeted him as their deliverer. He was
therefore, well known to the Jews and Christians. It was his kind
gesture that caused the writers of the Old Testament to hail Cyrus as
their deliverer, calling him the ‘ancinted’ and 'the shepherd. "The
Lord hath done great things for us,” exclaimed the Psalmist.” Cyrus .
the Great died in 530 BC and was succeeded by his son Cambyses
He ruled for eight years and he was succeeded by Darius I.

The greatest of the Persian King was Darius I, who succeeded
Cyrus after a short space of eight years. He was often called Darius
the Great, because he used his power mainly for the benefit of his
people.® Darius kept peace throughout his empire. This man whose
monumental achievements were the greatest of its time, for
unknown reasons, however, paled into oblivion. References to his
name were only made occasionally in association with the: Cyrus
decree in the Bible. As a result, not much could be gleaned about
him from the Biblical Scripture. The Syrian Jew must have been
quite aware of this surprising fact of history. But Alexander the
Great who came about two centuries after him became well known
all over the world. This ruthless Macedonian King won accolades
from both modern and ancient historians. The tempo of his
ruthlessness kept the psyche of the ancient world under constant
siege and his name became a household name. He had no doubt
received more than his fair share of publicity. Historians called him
"the Great", his greatness really lay in his work for civilisation more
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than in his military conquests, which in themselves were often cruel
and short-lived.” No doubt his battles were devoid of religious
motives but galvanised by patriotic zeal and fervour of Hellenism.

However, in the dramatic personae competing for the coveted
title of Zulgarnain mentioned in the Holy Qur'an, Alexander the
Great was the least qualified. Taking the scriptural references into
consideration, the epithet scarcely fitted him as he was disqualified
on the ground of Faith. He was a polytheist while the personage in
reference was a Muslim. Another important point that ripped
Alexander's qualification to shreds was his administrative qualities.
He was a ruthless leader to the core while Zulqarnain was humane,
just and ruled according to the laws of God.

But despite these glaring shortcomings of Alexander,
nevertheless, he was identified as the Zulgarnain mentioned in the
Holy Scripture by the Muslim world. Today, this is the most
generally accepted identification even though it undcrmines the
description of the Holy Qur'an very seriously. It is now a sheer
bigoted attachment to one of the most ruthless and greatest military
conqueror in history. This identification built on a faulty foundation,
was fraught with dangers as it enabled a pagan polytheist to carve an
important niche in the Sacred Empire of Islam. And this unwanted
and reprehensible member had remained there ever since. Yet, it
remained a faulty choice, which was unacceptable to the majority.
Alexander the Great was commonly referred to as Askandar, a local
variant of Sha Sikander in his new found empire.

Furthermore, the wrongful identification created more problems
than it solved. The Holy Qur'an was right and succinct in the
revelation of the answer but most writers on this subject were hasty
and wrong in both their choice and identification of this Rightcous
man. To resolve this intricate problem is simple, let the Amazing
Revelation call the man of choice, that is, one who vividly fits the
‘Qur'anic descriptions like hand in glove. If this had been done with
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ardent scrutiny, Darius the Great, would no doubt have clinched this
coveted seat. This writer. hereby, uses this approach to answer, this
celebrated question. which has taskcd the sagacity of many scholars
and historians for long.

But on passing by the account of a recent writer on the subject
needed to be mentioned; Muhyi’-d-din Abd al Hamid’s submission
that Zulgarnain was a Yemini from Himyar tribe with a Greek
mother. As a result he was called the son of philosopher, owing to
his great intelligence. The writer claimed that even the Himayarites
boast of his ancestry, saying: _

Dhul-Qarnayn was our Muslim ancestor, a king whom other
kings obeyed and to whom they rallied. He travelled to the
farthest east and to the farthest west seeking the means of
command from a guided sage. He saw the place where the
setting sun descended in the spring of Dhi Kalb and Tha't Harg.

After him came Bilgis who was his aunt, She ruled over them 1, . .
until the hoopoe came.* '

The account of Zulqarnain in this epic could neither stand on its
own; nor could it be backed by historical facts. Thus, it was no
identification at all. It was like the romances of Zulgarnain
especially as Alexander, which still is the most prominent of all.

A great deal of literature had been piled up by our writers on this
subject, thereby, making a simple understanding of it altogether very
difficult. Consequently, we had witnessed a maze of hasty climbers
with ultimate sudden falls. It then appeared to the Muslim World
that all candidates with good credentials to compete with Alexander
the Great were exhausted and this perhaps proved that his selection
was perfect and beyond fault. For example, Zulgarnain was
identified as one pre-historic King and a contemporary of Patriarch
Abraham. And as a man of Faith he accepted the religion of the
- Prophet (s.a.). However, this identification with a supposed pre- -
historic King, unknown in the ancient world, was ne identification
at all because Zulgarnain was not a myth but a historic reality.
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Another  identification stemmed from the reference to
Zulgarnain as the "Two-Horned One'.- So it was argued, he must be
-the one mentioned in the Book of Daniel in the Old Testament. But
no sooncr this choiwe was made than it was dropped like a hot
ember, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali had with good reasons
jettisoned this identification; Daniel saw in his vision, a ram which
had two horns’ (Daniel 8:3). But this ram was smitten by a he-goat.
And the great horns broken ."..and smotc the ram, and broke his two
horns; and thcre was no power in the ram ta stand before
him" (Daniel 8:7). This was no doubt inapplicable to Zulgarnain
who Allah had given a means to all ends. So this identification was
dropped so fast, as it was unsavoury even with a pinch of salt.

Syed Maududi’s explication of “The Two Horned” gave us an
interesting insight into its meaning, in consideration of the
characteristics of Zulqarnain in the light of his story in the Holy
Qur’an. The erudite Islamic Scholar said: “The title of Zul-Qarnain
(The-Two-Horned) should have been quite familiar to the Jews, for
it was at their instigation that the disbeliever’s of Makkah put this
question to the Holy Prophet. Therefore we must tum to the Jewish
literature in order to learn who was the person known as the “Two
Horned.”” y R

P

The Jews, who wanted to ascertain whether or not the prophet
was plagiarising their scripture, coined and posited the question to
prove otherwise. Obviously, the answer could not have been from
the Jewish literature. This was how elusive and nebulous the subject
had been. Thus, if we put our ceniral focus on their history, as the
learned scholar had suggested we were apt to be misled. Because the

- Jewish history was tied along with the Persian history both exilic
and in post-exilic period. What further complicated the issue and
made it even dicey was this metaphor ‘The Two Horned’. What did
it mean in the context of Zulqarnain story?

Fortunately, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Al had done justice to
14
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this rather fluid meaning of the allegorical epithct. Yet, it could be i -
applicable to two separate events that were mutual exclusive. The
first application was used to describe the rise of King Cyrus to
power particularly when he led Persia in the conquest of Media. In
this context, the principal actor was King Cyrus. And this was
where Allama Maududi made his corollary. It was a reasonable one

hecause he said according to the Bible Prophet Daniel saw in his:*

vision that the united King of Media and Persia was like a two-
hormed ram before the rise of the Greeks. But the rise of the Greeks -
meant of course Alexander’s conquests. This would no doubt push
us farther away from the right personage. It, therefore, meant not the
risc of Greeks’ as he suggested, but the conquest of Media by
Persia, where Cyrus emerged as the “Two-Homed,” master of the
two kingdoms which he then united. Daniel’s vision was specific to
this historic event: “Then I lifted up mine eyes, and saw, and
behold, there stood before the river a ram which had two horns: and
the two horns were high; but one was higher than the other, and the
higher came up last.” (Dan. 8:3). -\ o0 e ¥

In this vision, Prophet Daniel, saw the rising Persia which came

up last, under Cyrus and subjugated its neighbour the Kingdom a
Media, 1t was higher because King Cyrus kepl conquering lands
until he established a World Empire. He was the first in the dawn of
recorded history to have achieved this feat. He was therefore,
Zulgarnain in the real sense of the word but not the Qur’anic
Zulgarnain for reasons that were explained later in the book. But
unfortunately, Cyrus fell in battlefield, which again Prophet Daniel
saw in his vision, Daniel 8:7. = .. .., Tre

The second interpretation of “the Two Horned,” was wider in
scope, involving the absolute contro! of the East and the West. Here
again, the answer lied in the Persian history; not the Jewish or the
Greeks. This was Darius the Great, he securely fitted the Qur’an
description like hand in glove. The Jewish history in the exilic
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period was'laden with the accounts of activities of both Persian and
the Median Kings with little or no attention paid to the Greeks.
They held King Cyrus in high esteem and referred to him as “The
Two-Horned One,” whose victory first over Media and then over
the kingdom of Babylon had led to their liberation from bondage.
But the Jew who framed his question to ask the prophet did not have
him in mind. Because it would be too obvious to test a prophetic
claim. , '
Another important point was that the question, on Zulqarnain's
was posed to the Prophet (pbuh), to ascertain among other things,
whether the Bible had been his source of knowledge. He would
surely have been dumbfounded if he had plagiarised the Christian
Scripture, because the story of Zulqarnain was not contained in the
Bible or Jewish Scripture. So identification with some historic
figure from either the Jewish or the Christian Scripture was not
feasible for obvious reasons. And more importantly. this
metaphorical description of the, Two-Horned Orne, as explained
previously, meant one man who was in absolute control of two
kingdoms, like a ram in control of its horns. This view, fitted the
choice of Darius the Great well enough. '

In their choige of Alexander, the Muslim World, consequently,
‘was boxed into a corner, left without any suitable choice or
alternative other than Alexander the Great. Even a certain Persian
Monarch earlier on proposed by some w/ama (1slamic Scholars) was
not accepted, perhaps, due to lack of corroborating facts and
cvidences. But what scared most scholars away from this Persian
candidate was, perhaps, the worship of fire. Because
Zoroastrianism, the dominant Persian religion, had degenerated to
fire worship at a later date. These were the Majus and the Holy
Qur'an spoke on them: “And the Sabians, Christian, Magians, and
Polytheists, - God will judge between them on the Day of
Judgement: for God is witness of all things" (Q.12:17). The
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Magians (Majus) had a very anc1ent cult they con51dered fire as the
purest and noblest element, and had worshiped it as a fit emblem of
God. The Majus were predominantly Persians and Medians and
their Scripturc Zend-Avesta, Today there are.very few Zoroastrians
left in Persia. Those who escaped the Islamic conquest settled in
India. At present, they live in Bombay and its vicinity and are called
Persee (Persians). No one could become a Zoroastrian or Persee
who was not onc by birth.'”

But in its pristine form Zoroastrianism was a monotheistic
religion; like Christianity both of which became polytheist as a
result of innovations and modifications that crept into them. This
was ineluctable because they were national religions so they had
expiry dates as such they were not divinely protected against all
corruption. However, most of the Persian Monarchs appeared to be
the followers of Prophet Zoroaster in earnest becausc they were
monotheists. Darius the Great had in fact demonstrated that he was
a true Muslim as the true teachings of Zoroastrianism were co-
terminus with Islam. And one could draw up parallel motifs
between the two. For instance, in Yasna 31:5 we read:

O Ahura Mazda ;o
Reveal unto me for enllghtenment that
Which Thou has ordained as the better

Path for me to follow, so that I may join myself
unto it?

Islam, which is now the pureét and finest form of monotheism
that is finally cvolved has a 51m11ar type of prayer to Allah (swt) in

Q.1:6-7:

Show us the straight way

The way.of those on whom-
Thou have bestowed Thy Grace,
Those whose {portion)

Is not wrath

And who go not astray.

Hence, it was most likely that one of these Persian Monarchs
T . : R T T



either Cyrus or Darius the Great in particular must have been the
Zulgarnain of the Amazing Revelation. Thus, the field of choice
~ ¢ould subsequently be narrowed to King Darius. There was no
better candidate than him as far as historical as well as Qur'anic
qualification were concerned. He believed in the Absolute Unity of
Ahura Mazda or the Wise Lord whose symbol was Light. He was.
not a Majus but the symbol of light of fire was only used as the
attribute of this Wise Lord the Creator of the Heaven and Earth.
Ahura Mazda was, therefore, the name of Allah (swt) and one of

His attributes or names is A/-Nur or Light. s e

How Alexander the Great, a Mushrik came to be identiﬁed and
accepted as a Muslim and the Zulqarnain of the Holy Qur'an could
be said to be a quirk of history. [ have delved to some extent and
within my understanding of this important subject into how this
came about. But this was only a tip of the proverbial iceberg, a lot
was deeply buried beneath the sea. This meant a lot about
Alexander the Great needed 1o be told, in a clear lucid exposition,
with a view to rectifying this mistake. It then became very
appropriate to know the person, the faith and the mission of
Alexander the Great. Then, who was Alexander the Great? But it
was equally pertinent to reiterate and elaborate certain facts about

thls 1mp0rtant subject of Zulgarnain.
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Chiapten One
WHO WAS ZULQARNAIN"

We have explained in detail in this Qur’an, for the benefit of
mankind, every kind of similitude.
- Surat al-Kahf _
he genesis of the question was that a very learned Jew in Syria,
as reported in a Hadith, heard that a Prophet had been raised in
Arabia so he decided to test the authenticity of his prophetic claim.
By so doing he, however, was not doubting the emergence of a
Prophet from Arabia, since his advent had been foretold both in the
Jewish and Christian Scriptures. A prophecy of the advent of a great
Prophet among the brethren of the Jews, that is, the Ishmaelites was
well known among the learned clergy and this expectation was also
high. His aim, therefore, was to ascertain that Muhammad {s.a.w.)
was truly a Prophet of God. This learned Jew reasoned quite
logically that if he were a true Prophet, the expected Holy One from
Arabia, he would be able to expound in great detail the past historic
events that were unpopular at that time. He, therefore, sent some
people to put this Messenger of God to test with thls question:
"Who was Zulgarnain?” :

This was not.an easy questmn even thoug,h it appeared to be. It
would task the sagacity of the most learned, the most educated
person even among the High Priests of his time. This was because
the story of this great man was not contained fully in both the
Jewish and Biblical Holy Books so if these were the sources of his
knowledge he would surely fail to answer this question. An accurate
account of this historic personage would only come to him through
divine inspiration. And more importantly, the background of this
new Prophet as an unlettered person, from an illiteratc society all
have added to make this question a crucial desideratum. But why
did this learned Syrian Jew pick on this topic of Zulgarnain? As a
man well versed in knowledge in diverse fields, he must have
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reasoned quite rightly, that there were many claimants to this titie

and among them, only one would fit the description. So, at the

outset, the question was a tricky one as it posed a problem of choice

as well as a problem of precise identification. In other words, there

were apparent and real Zulgarnain, and to compound the problem,

for centuries the identification of who Zulgarnain was had been a
subject of heated controversies and dogmatic assertions.

Furthermore, in framing his question, he must have been aware
that the echo of Alexander the Great was still reverberating
throughout his former vast ancient empire and had not died down.
In fact, in the lands of Babylon, Egypt and India, for instance, the
name Sha Sikander had become a bogey used to scare off children.
The celebrated young conqueror was still firmly in control of the
psyche of the peoples of his former empire and thcy were equally
put under a mental siege for centuries after the ruthless King had
gone as they remained full of his brutal reminiscences. Alexander,
therefore, became an easy and tantalising choice as the Zulgarnain
but only to the unwary. In addition, he was equally well known as
the founder of Alexandria, of Egypt which became a famous
commercial centre and a dozen of other Alexandrias, which all were

cities named after him.

Alexander's ruthlessness had become a story teld in the form of
a folktale that was passed from generation to generation as an
eternal glory won by the Macedonian Warlord. So the Syrian
clergyman, surely would not have had him in mind, otherwise, it
would have been an obvious answer known to a lot of people. It
could be fathomed how tricky the question was then and even now.
Hence, the identification of Zulgarnain with Alexander the Great
was an attractive one, but it was an identification with the apparent
but not the real personage. The real historic personage must satisfy
the following Qur'anic conditions: he must have been a religious
man; who was just and humane, righteous and ruled in accordance



with God's laws. He must control his two kingdoms ahsﬁlutely, like
a ram in absolute control of its two horns. Thus, he must bg the
'Two Horned One," a great master of {wo "Qarns" or two epochs.

Unfortunately, the  historical Alexander, the impctuous
Macedonian King was indecd far from satisfying these conditions.
So, apparently he looked like the man of choice but in reality he was
not. To untie this Gordian knot the 'real man' must be given his
'right seat'. This book, therefore, presents Darius the Great as the
right man for that coveted seat. The Qur'anic Zulqarnain and the
historical Darius the Great were quite identical. Thus, the Syrian
Jew who put this question, must have been amazed at the wonders
of the Qur'anic exposition of this personage in question. He surely
‘must have paid homage to the Prophet as truly a Messenger of God,
if he was sincere to his knowledge. The Holy Qur'an did not give
the name but the title and the characters of the historic personage, in
three of his expeditions and this succinct account sufficed. This
Amazing Revelation, expounded three expeditions of this most
widely travelled man in ancient history.

The Qur’anic story was a succinct presentation of the
monumental achievements of Darins the Great, one of the greatest
and most pious monarchs of the ancient world. The account of
Zulgarnain's expeditions fitted with some of the historical
documents of this Great Persian King. It was incontrovertible that
without a divine intervention, the unlettered Prophet would not have
known of these 'journeys' that were most likely to be those of Darius -
the Great. As such, the identification of Alexander the Great as the
Zulgarnain mentioned in the Holy Qur'an, was no longer tenable.
Because such identification could now be invalidated by our current
knowiedge on the historical Alexander. Hence, the Identification as
such was irreconcilable as it was fatuous. A notable modern critic of
this choice was Brother Ali Akbar. ... 4on o i atein

Yet, the generality of the World of Islam accepted Alexander's
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tdentification with a passive resignation making all other doubts and
suggestions proffered earlier by some Ufama and writers to pale into
oblivion. Because in spite of its negation of the vivid Qur'anic
descriptions, Alexander's choice was fraught with danger as it rather
begged the question. And there were many critics of this apparent
discrepancy among whom was Ali Akbar. In his book, Israel and

the Prophecies of the Holy Qur'an, he observed pointedly that:

.r. ‘-.‘

The reference in the Holy Quran to the history of Dhu al
Qarnayn speaks of him as being Darjus the First. However,
earlier Muslim historians speak of Dhu ai Qamayn as Alexander
the Great, and give his name sas Shah Sikander. But, according
to the Holy Qur'an, Dhu al Qarnayn received a revelation from

_Allah. But Alexander, although he was a great conqueror, was

certainly not a great religious person, so it would be wrong to

*‘U‘ believe that such a man would recaive a revelation from Allah.

.. In fact, the name Shah Slkander is of Persian origin, and not
. Greek, as it was Alexander."!

T

T
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The hlstoncal Alexander was noted for his ruthlessness and
- quest for power and glory. In all the books written about him by
both ancient and modern historians, his main characteristic features
had remained the same, the recurrent decimal, being over-ambition
in his world view, ruthlessness in all his conquests and more
seriously his polytheistic belief coupled with his fatalistic quest for
self-divinity. So it was wrong to identify Alcxander with the
Zulqarnain of the Holy Qur'an. The author, in his reference to the

Holy Qur'an 18:83, 85, again made the following observations:

The above verses show quite clearly that Alexander the Great

was not Dhual Qarnayn. Had this been so, there would have

" been no reason for the Prophet Mubammad (peace be upon

~ him) to be questioned in regard to him. The reason for this

* being that the history of Alexander the Great and his conquests
were already known to the world at that time and surely there is

no point in asking questions on a matter of which one is already
aware, especiatly to test the authenticity of Prophethood. 2

R

It was important to reiterate this important point of Akbar's
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deposition that Alexander was well known and had remained for
centuries like the Frankenstein Monster in his empire and as a
result, his name was even used as a bogey to scare off children.
Furthermore, as a Greek-European, he had got more than a fair
share of publicity by Graeco-Roman hisiorians. The ruthless King
had been enjoying this undue and exaggerated publicity for a long
time and even up till now.

On the contrary, Darius [ had largely remained unknown in the
ancient World and this fact was both surprising as it was also
Interesting. Cyrus, the founder of the Persian World Empire was not
an obscure personality but was well known so also' were his
achievements. His son Cambyses who had succeeded him as King
was equally well known. Unfortunately, little was known about
Darius 1. He succeeded Cambyses and became the greatest of all the
Persian Monarchs. He was eclipsed from the annals of ancient
history. And the Syrian Jew must have availed himself of this
important quirk of history and posed his question. [t was in response
to this question that the Amazing Revelation replied with an answer
in a mastery of style: *They ask Thee concerning Zulgarnain. Say, ']
will rehearse to you something of his story." (Q.18:83).

In this endeavour, Allama Maududi concurred that a great King
fitting the characteristics of the Holy Qur’an, certainly must be the |
personage in question. He said:

' Zul-Qarnain must have been a great ruler and a great congueror
whose conquests might have spread from the East to the West
and on the third side to the North or to the South, Before the
revelation of the Qur’an there had been several persons, who
were such great conquerors. So we must confine our research
for other characteristics of Zul QGarnain to one of these
persons. "

Taking the counsel of this eminent personality, this book had
successfully delineated Darius I, as the most suitable candidate
among the several persons who had been great conquerors.
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Furthermore, he had tallicd with the scriptural characteristics,
expounded wonderfully in the story. And there were sufficient
historic facts to back up his choice. . -« Ly

The story was told tn an amazing style. If Zulqarnain was
Darius the Great, it could be understood with remarkable accuracy.
Because Darius the Great was great in his power and great were his
opportunities, which he used for the dissemination of justice and
righteousness. He was one of the greatest Monarchs in the ancient
world, who could be said to have Faith and did not forget God
because of affluence or the corruption of absolute power. This was
then a clear demonstration of the wonders and miracles of the Holy
Qur'an that by 'rehearsing something of his story’; a description of
only three of his expeditions, the Amazing Revelation had told all
vou needed to know about this, hitherto, unknown and unsung great
historic personage.- The monumental achievements of Darius I,
otherwise, known as 'the Great’, was told only in the Holy Qur'an
and centuries after him until latcly when it became known to the
world. His hidden historic records came to light in 1947, when Sir
" Rawlingson discovered the Behusiun Inscriptions on a huge rock at

- Besutun. Some of these findings had corroborated the sacred
statements of the Holy Qur'an. This was the crux of the matter: by
framing this question, Who was Zulgarnain? it was meant to
discover the unknown as a test of Prophetic claim,

L A

The central aim was that if the Prophet could accurately answer

~ tnis umpossible question, then he was truly an Apostle of God.,
 Because the historic records of this personage or Zulqarnain was
unknown in the archives eof history. The unlettered Prophet
Muliammad (s.a.w.); secluded in the Arabian Desert, could only

- know about his story through Divine Intervention, s¢ he passed the

Syrian Jewish crucial test with distinction. I have come across many
wonders of the Holy Qur'an, read the opinions of many writers -
both Muslim and non-Muslim - about this Amazing Qur'an. But my
~ guest for the historical Alexander the Great had led me to research



- s

into ancient history. It succeeded in opening to me another vista of
the Holy Qur'an, this was: its Sublime concinnity, a presentation of
facts, arranged so concisely, yet, very rich in details, put skilfully
and harmoniously fitting together. The accounts of Darius the Great
by all the classical authors I have quoted with respect to this historic
figure, were summarised In a grandeur of stylc in the three
expeditions of Zulgarnain as contained in the Sublime Qur'an. I had
tried to share both my reverence for and admiration of how only
these expeditions could tell you all you needed to know about
Darius the Great. Each expedition could be expanded to a full
textbook rich in great details.

But more importantly, how could an unlettered Prophet, living
in an ignorant society at that time and separated from an event that
took place over 1100 years before his time, written and kept hidden
in-inscriptions on stones and at a distance of several hundreds of
milcs be known to him with this remarkable accuracy and with
minute details. The fact speaks for itself no man of understanding,
could doubt that this was a practical demonstration of a Divine
Intervention. The Holy Qur’an was known for its inimitablc beauty
and grace of its composition. It had won the admiration of all, even
the Western intellectuals for its marvellous concinnity. The Holy
" Scripture adapts to mdividual's degree of intellect and level of
cducation to captivate his attention with an amazing subtlety. The
Zulgarnain story had underscored all these important facts about the
Holy Qur'an.

Thus, we could find the illiterate quite content to listen to the
Qur'an being read and recited, this influence was shown even by the
non-Muslims alike. The intellectual obtains a great deal of
satisfaction from reading it or listening to its meaningful
elucidation. The highly educated and scientists find its miraculous
features challenging and stimulating to their intellect and thought.
This Amazing Revelation was the only one of its kind in the history



of civilisation. Everybody, therefore, was ad nauseam to find an
unworthy identification of this kind - Zulgamain as Alexander the
Great — within its sacred content. I had considered it an excrescence
that must be excised. This was in tandem with Ustadh Ali’s
exhortation to whoever is in’ search of spiritual truth and its
applications when he said: “In the application of spiritual truths to
our times and our own lives, we must use every kind of knowledge,
science and experience which we possess but we must not obtrude
irrelevant matter in our discussions...”" SRRt 3

So it was not a mastery of ancient history that is required or
important in our understanding the Holy Qur'an better, but a mastery
of all fields relevant to human endeavour. For instance,
Mathematics informed us that onc had to master at least 826
quadrillion combinations of alphabetical letters in order to produce
the Mathematical distribution of the alphabets in the Qur'an.”” A
sound knowledge of Mathematics, therefore, wouid no doubt show
us that this feat was far beyond human capacity.”™ W

" Therefore, from whichever angle you view it, this Holy Qur’an,
was of Divine Authorship. In addition, to its unlimited knowledge
in divergent fields, known to man and those beyond his ken, its
textual content had remained intact and unchanging. And only this
Amazing Revelation could claim of this unique attribute. Morcover,
as a fountain of all knowledge, researchers have always been kept in
awe of the Holy Qur'an as a compendium of knowledge and
appreciated the quintessence, wonders and miracles of this Last
Testament. A Final Revelation from God that was protected from all
forms of corruption (Holy Qur'an 15:8-9, 56:77). . o

sty
. Therefore, a shift of identification from Alexander 10 Darius
had become both desirable and necessary to answer, once and for
all, the celebrated question on Zulgarnain’s identity. This would
finally untie the Gordian knot. In doing so, therefore, the two
persons must be juxtaposed, so that each person's religious belief,
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the manner of his military conquest, the art of his governance and
his achievements all must be weighed on the scale of Qur'an. This
process of distillation of historic facts in pari passu with Qur'anic
references became absolutely necessary in order to unveil the
disqualification of Alexander in favour of Darius. This again was in
line with Ustadh Ali’s earnest advice when he wrote:

As to the particular occasions en which particular verses were

revealed, the information is interesting and valuable from a

historical point of view, and our older writers have collected

ample material for it. But to lay too much stress on 1t today puts

the picture out of perspective. The Qur'an was not revealed for

a particular occasion only, but for all time. The particular

occasion is now past. Our chicf interest now is to see how it can

guide us in our present lives. Its, meaning is so manifold, and

when tested, it is so true, that we should be wise to concentrate

on matters that immediately help. So in maturc plants seek out

of the soil just that food which give them nourishiment. There is

plenty of other foed left in the soil, which other plants take,

which can digest it. In matters of remote history or folklore, we
must take the results of the latest researches...'®

The discovery of Behistun Inscriptions in 1947 had
revolutionised our understanding of Darius the Great vis-g-vis his
monumental achievements. In like manner, the discovery of the
Dead Sea scrolls had similarly, revolutionised our knowledge of
Jesus Christ. The inscriptions carved on stones had shed more light
and brought into focus our man of choice, the real Zulgarnain
mentioned in the Holy Scripture. Since religion played a significant
role in this matter and was the deciding factor, it then became
necessary to understand the religion of Darius the Great. His
mannerism; ethos and style of lcadership, which must be viewed in
the light of his.religious belief and the dictates, as enshrined in the
cardinal teachings of Zoroastrianism. But before doing this, it was
pertinent to first scrutinise the credentials of Alexander the Great
the celebrated Askandar in the light of history. Demosthenes, the
great Greek Orator paid his glowing tribute to King Philip of
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Macedon, the historical father of Alexander in the following words:
“What a man had we to fight! For the sake of power and dominion
he had an eye thrust out, a shoulder, broken, an arm and leg

mortified. Whichever member fortune demanded, that he cast away,
:si?

so that the rest might be in glory and honour.”'” T

While the father could suffer any form of self-mutllatlon. the :
son could kill anyone in his quest for glory and honour, which he
achieved with sword and human destruction. So who was this
greatest conqueror in history? But before doing so it became
necessary to give the framework or the context under which the
Zulgarnain story could be viewed. In essence, the Qur'anic
Zulqarnain story was a Kaleidoscopic view of Furopean
Civilisation. It must, therefore, be treated in-perspective. The central
theme of the story was the Aryan race, otherwise, referred to as the
great white race. %
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The Great White Race

The Zulgarnain story was in essence an exposition of European
Civilisation and their sacred history. Zulgarnain had conspicuously
showed the sacred profile of the Aryan race generally and the Indo-
European specifically. In fact a careful analysis of the Qur’anic
Zulgarnain story proved what the French call explication de texte of
the Indo-European. Although there were many prophets raised

among this race referred to as the Great White Race; Zulqarnain : .

featured more prominently in the Holy Qur’an, where his story laid
bare both the sacred history as epitomised in this historic pcrsonage -
on obverse and their notoriety as typified by Yajuy and Majuj, with
the inherent characteristics of doing mischief on earth on the inverse
of the same coin. Thus, the Holy Qur’an had in minutest details
expounded important historic events that pertained to a branch of
this great race the Indo-Europeans — to which the Europeans
belonged. Moreover, an understanding of this race was a necessary
prelude to a full comprehension of Zulqarnain and who Yajuj and
28



Metfuj really were. |

The hypothesis that the whole gis’t behind Zulgarnain and Yajuj
and Majuj revolved around the Indo-Europeans was cxpounded in a
wonderful style — was discernible. Breasted, wrote that among the
northern nomads was this important branch, “The ancestors of
leading peoples of Europe today,” he said, “as own forefathers came
from Europe, the Indo-European nomads were also our own
ancestors.”® Undoubtedly, Scythi'ans were the most prominent
nomads, hence were among the ancestors of European nations.
Having said this it became imperative to briefly discuss the Indo-
European peoples and their dispersion for the sake of clarity. The
Arabian Desert was once a reservoir of unsettled population and,
therefore, provided a nidus of dispersion from the margin of its
Southern steppes of the Semitic race.

However, in the northern grasslands which stretched from the
lower Danube eastward along the northern side of the Black Sea
through Southern Russia and far into Asia north and cast of the
Caspian, similarly, the Indo-European nomadic dispersion took
place. And for thousands of years, these northern nomads had
poured forth over Europe and Western Asia.'” This Euroasian
nomadic dispersal was alrecady discussed especially with respect to
the Scythtan. These nomads, migrated and moved out in diverging
routes but mostly moving either East or West. The Hittites were the
first or earliest group to disperse into Anatolia about 2500 BC or
perhaps earlier. However, the Western migration of the barbarians
was the dispersal relevant to the theme of our discussion. The
nomads who as a whole extended from the frontiers of India to the
cast, westward across all Europe to the Atlantic were collectively
referred to as Indo-Europeans. Prior to their dispersal, it was
believed that they were one people, speaking the same language that
was later spoken by the civilised peoples of modern Europe,
including English of the present day. Breasted stated that before

R T
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they dispersed, the parent people were still in the Stone-Age and the
Indo-European parent people had civilisation sbout 3000 BC, and
were the most gifted and the most highly 1maginative people of the
ancient world.”® But as they dispersed, their tribes wandered farther
and farther apart as they lost contact with each other. Consequently
local peculiarities in «.eech and customs became more and more
marked and conspicuous. Finally, they produced great difference
and varied civilisations.

The Greeks became newcomers to the Mediterranean; as they
migrated from the Central Asia and settled in Peleponnese, a land
formation stretching down into the Mediterranean, in the Islands of
the Aegean, along the coast of the eastern Mediterranean into Sicily
and Italy. Where they adopted the gods of the people they displaced
and borrowed technology from the Egyptians, which they combined
with the freethinking of the island dwellers. As settlers, they lived
by trading, agriculture and piracy.

A similar line of migration of Semitic peoples from the South,
extending from Babylon on the east, through Phoenicia and the
Hebrew kingdoms, westward to Carthage and similar settlements of
Phoenicians in the Western Mediterranean, Breasted reported that

- 'they confronted the great northern line of migration, the Indo
- European peoples. This, therefore, led to the inevitable collision of

the Semitic and the Indo-European peoples. “The history of the
ancient” Breasted said, “was largely made up of the struggle
-between southern Semitic line and the northern Indo European line.
The pith of the Qur’anic Zulgarnain story was essentially an
exposition of this struggle. Indeed, nothing of s1gmﬁcance escaped
the sacred pages of the Holy Qur’an.

iy i r-a S
e As they dispersed farther West the most advanced tribes of the
Indo-Europeans had already crossed the Danube and were far down
in the Balkan Peninsula and Italy by 2000 BC. These Western tribes
according to this outstanding author, were of mixed ancestry of the
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Greeks and Romans.” The Holy Qur’anic story began during the
final movement of these barbarians to the West in the fifth century
BC when Zulgarnain, presumptuously Darius the Great, appeared to
police the migration of the wild tribe of Scythians as they moved to
the West their final settlement. The Great King, as was already
discussed was an Aryan, Indo-European of Persian extraction. Sykes
said, “Persians call their country Iran and themselves [rani, a word
which is the Airiya of the Avesta and signifies the “Jand of the
Aryans” or “illustrious.” Hence a complete ancestral description of
Darius I, could be succinctly put thus: “Son of Vishtaspa from the
clan of Achaemenid and of Pasargadai tribe, a nationality of Parsa,
and of Aryan race. - - - T B

_ Sir Percy Sykes, also held both Cyrus the Great and Darius the
Great in high esteem. He extolled the splendid qualities of the
former and described him as the first great Aryan whose character
was known in history, while the latler he described as one of the.
greatest Aryans of history. Darius the Great was not only a Great
King but a religious leader as well, who successfully maintained
peace and order in his area of suzerainty. Hence he was in collision
with the Scythians whose tempestuous charge had a century earlier
swept through Media like a cyclone. They then overran province
after province as far as the Mediterranean Sea. It was the Scythian
invasion of Media that Prophet Jeremiah vividly described in Jer.
6:23. But this time it was never again to happen because of the
timely intervention of the *‘Great policeman’ of the ancient world,
who not only quelled their incursions into provinces but invaded
Scythia the cradle of the Gog and Magog. Thus, the expeditions of
Zulgarnain were the depiction of Darius the Great while he was
‘policing’ the European territorics. Thus, with this preview the
reader could properly discern the wonders of the Holy Qur’an in its
account of Zulqarnain. So who was Alexander?
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" ALEXANDER THE GREAT
Amon declared Alexander to be his beloved son, on whom he_'.. :

bestowed “the immortality of Ra, aund the rovalty of Horus,

# = victory over all his enemies, and the dominion of the wortd.”
' - Fuller

Alexander was the son of Philip, King of Macedonia, who
gained power over Macedonig in 360 BC. He was a very
ambitious King who was determined to be the master of Greece,
The cunning and ruthless leader extended his rule steadily over the
Greek cities through bribery, treachery and force of arm. He, thus,.
extended his kingdom both eastward and northward unti} it reached
the Danube and the Hellespont.' His conquests and exXpansion were
dreaded by all and viewed with mixed feelings especially at Athens,
where two policies arose in response to this ambitious expansionism
by the Macedonian king and warlord. Philip offered his friendship
to all the Greek cities to accept him as the unifier and saviour of the
Greek world, especially at the crucial period in their history when it
was exhausted and divided by bloody wars. A purposeful leadership
by a man of his status would no doubt restore glory to the Greek
world. Isocretes, an elderly man and one of the leading Athenian
citizens was a proponent of this policy for Philip to lead the Greek
world. The Orator began his career by writing law-court speeches
and was famous for panegyricus and the panathenaicus which were
hymns for the glories of Hellenism and Athens. Isocrates’ support of
Philip’s mission had made a major contribution to pan-hellenism - a
united Greece for the conquest and destructipn of Persian World
. Empire. The opponents of this principle, however, viewed the
Macedenian King as a man who used his words only to gain his
ends. They denounced him as a barbarous tyrant, who was only
endeavouring to enslave the Greek cities. Demosthenes, was the
leader of this anti-Macedonian hegemony in Greece,

FLE
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Demosthenes, an Athenian lawyer, politician and a powerful
Orator became very vocal in the crusade against the Macedonian
policy. He was by the whirlwind of his marvellous cloguence, able
" to persuade and carry the Athenian Assembly with him. In fact, the
Philippics, his bitterest attacks and denunciations of the
Macedonian King, were described as one of the greatest specimens
of Greek eloguenge, However, little did they know that Philip's
ambition was far beyond the Gregk nation, it was the fire of global
conquest that was simmering to boil. He was 3 sfrategist who
weighed all his moves on the scale of his ambition. A nited Greek
under him was but a fulcrum to ke used tg achieve his personal aim.
However, Philip gained the leadership of the Greeks in 338 BC,
when he defeated their forces in a decisive baftle at Chagrgnea. He
made these Greek cities his subjects and signed a truce with Athens.
These conquered states were to supply the Macedonian King with
men, arms and ships for his war against Persia. Hence this
statesman and conqueror firmly established s position as head of
the Gresk League of Nations. i+ i iiasts woivoor st

Alexander wag deseribed at twenty to be below average height
with a long flowing hair, unusually energetic, confident and
ambitious, he was also moody with a terrible temper. He suffered
from epilepsy and his hat temper often provoked seizure attacks.
Unfortunately, when King Philip was felled by the assassin's dagger
of Pausanias in 336 BC, his mantle of leadership, therefore, fell to
his son Alexander, at the age of 22 years. This young over-
ambitious King was, therefore, left to accomplish the dream of his
father, a global conquest under Macedonian rule. No sooner had he
taken this mantle of leadership than he became frenzied to gutdo his
father in the quest for glory. .

The home environment of Alexander had prepared him to
undertake the great and Herculean task of accomplishing the dream
of his father. His mother Olympias had told him he was a god and



there were signs of greatness at his birth. So he grew up with the
feeling that he was more than a man. At the age of 13 years, Philip
had summoned to the Macedoman Court, the great Philosopher
Aristotle, a former pupil of Plato, to be the teacher of the young
Prince and the heir to the throne. Under the teachings of this great
teacher, the lad quickly learned tq understand the value of
philosophy and science, and became fascinated by Greek literature
especially the Homeric songs and the poems of Euripidice (480-406
BC), the last of the great tragedian poets, though he was regarded as
an intcllectual recluse by his contemporarles yet, he was the
favourite poet of Alexander. ... Ca e :

Greek culture, the deeds and the values of her ancient heroes
had both touched and rekindled his youthful imagination and lent a
heroic tinge to Alexander's whole character and world view.” He
grew up with his friends Cleitus, Philotas, Pausanias and Harpalus
most of whom later became his loyal generals. These Macedonian
youths like others were heavily inoculated with the hormone of
racism. They were taught by the Aristotelian philosophy that the
Greeks were the chosen people, the elect; they had the best culture
and the best civilisation. All other races were barbarians, it was their
moral duty 10 conquer them, enslave them and, if necessary destroy
them. Thus, they were trained in both arts of warfare and weaponry
s0 as to become masters of the world.

¢ Alexander's motivation in life was fired by his ambition to rule
and to excel over all the ancient heroes. He felt he was given a
divine mission to take Greek culture and civilisation all over the
world. Now it had the unity and strength to fulfil this mission. He
was, therefore, ab initic not religiously inclined, as he was
motivated by Greek nationalism. He was galvanised by acquisition
of wealth and power, which this global conquest stands to provide.
~ These were more than enough motivations, for one imbued with
insatiable desire to dominate, outdo and excel over others in
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acquisition and display of power. Thus, it could be seen that his
meritorious conquests throughout his life were not religiously
motivated. And under the tutelage of Aristotle, Alexander's
character was moulded and developed by his mother, while his
quest for eternal glory was sharpened by this great teacher.

He grew up with increasing fire in his belly and gasoline in his
veins. His mind was sharpened, his whole personality imbued with
the splendour of Greek geniuses, heroes and with the pride he took
in Hellenic culture. So religion in the orthodox sense was neither in
the eyes nor in the mind of Alexander throughout his short but
gventful life. In fact, he was a zealot in Hellenism, a culture he
resolved to make universal. He became so besotted with the dream
to lead a united world under him. lkhnaton of Egypt had first
discerned this world view a thousand years earlier. This young
King, therefore, took it upon himself to accomplish this seemingly
untenable objectives.® But it was a feat already achieved by two
Persian Monarchs, - - - Lo Tl ke e

Thus, the combined impact of upbringing, education and the
environment built a ruthless, over-ambitious King who believed the
end justified the means and pushed it to an extreme absurdity. This
explained why he ofien left charred ruins and desttuction in his
wake throughout his conquests of the world.. As a nationalist he’
fervently believed in Hellemism and was determined at all cost, to
make it global. Even in the Greek religious rcalm, Alexander, had
never seen himself as a worshipper but as an idol of worship. His
father Philip had the figure of Heracles (Hercules) as his ancestor on
his coins. He, therefore, believed that: through his father, he was
paternally a descendant of the god Hercules and maternally, a
descendant of Achilles.* Alexander, therefore, had not only believed
in the Grecian gods, he had their divine kinship. He was hence no
ordinary man and the gods were helping him in his meteoric rise in-
power, and with the might of these gods he believed he rose to
power.

v
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His Rise in Power  ~&F i oo o

Alexander rose to glory through military conquests of Europe and
then Asia. He built his career upon the foundation laid down by his
father Philip king of Macedonia who planned to makc himself
master of the disunited Greek world: He proved his ability both as a
skilled statesman as well as an able and brave soldier. Whett he was
a hostage in Thebes, he learned the value of the Oblique Battle
Front technique in warfare. He learnéd this perfect killing art in
ancient battles from Epaminondas, the conqueror of the Spattans.
But Philip surpassed his teacher.’ Alexander, having more ambition
than his father Had surpassed all in the effective use of Obligue
Batiie Front techiique. When Philip was killed by the assassin’s
dagger in 336 BE; Alesstider mounted the throne successfully.
Although on Philip's death many of the Greek cities revolted against
the Greek League of Nations, but Alexander crushed their uprisings
with a firm hand. These uprisings had given him the opportunity to
test his skills, ruthlessness and his weapon on his own people so
that the natléil of Greek and the rest of the world should realise,
henceforth, what they were up against. Martin Robert had described

Alexander’s onslaughts on the Thebes, thus: _
Taken by storm, the city was completely razed to the ground
except its temples and the house of the great Poet, Pindar, Six
thousand Thebans were butchered on the spot. The rest were
sold into slavery. Not surprising, the Greeks did as they were
told then on.® ot . :

The Greek cities cowed with the ruthless decimation of
Thebans, they offered little or feeble resistance to the inroads of the
conqueror. So having made a crude example on Thebes, he invaded
Asia Minor. Alexander, with the loyal support of his able generals
invaded Asia Minor in 334 B.C. with a well equipped and trained
army, and led by one of the greatest generals in history. Near the
Hellespont, the Son of Zeus Ammon, visited the city of Troy to pay
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1+ his homage to the tomb of Achilles, the Greek hero of the lliad.

Alexander camped at the plain where the Greek heroes of the
Homerit songs had once fought a battie. Here he worshipped in the
temple of Athena and prayed for the success of this course — the
conquest and destruction of the Pefs‘ia-n World Empire. A success;

- which he believed; cotlld not Bé dchieved without being at peace

- . With the pids. Thus, this homage paid to Achilles had symbolised

his faith in and reverence of the Grecian gods, which all combined

* ... to give him confidence of success in this crusade. Achilles was his

.. monumental tagk ahead of him.

maternal relation he ought to be appeased beforc undertaking this

It was at the towh 6f Gordium, Alcxmder unned the lcgendary

‘mythieal knot with the force of his sword. Hc initially attempted the

task with his bare hands but iallmg t¢ do it, he employved the use of
his weapen. This demonstrated his determinaiion to achieve his
ambition, even with the force of arms. The onlookers; the Phrygians
and Macedonians, shouted with delight, as Alexander cut the knot,
saying, “Lo! The Oracle was fulfilled and Alexander would become
the Monarch of Asia.” This was because of an old saying that
whoever utitied the knot, he would become the master of Asia. So

- like a cowboy in the ranch, he raided Europe and Asia ih a

phenomenal rise in power. He fought many battles; his decisive

engagements included: the battles of the Granicus; the 1$sus and the
Arbela. In all his wars, it wés victory after victory and his conquest
at Granicus signalted the doom of the old Persian Empire.

UL T IR T P R R TLITE Jj e i

Mis Battle of the Granicus (334 BC) \

Alexander, the young ambitious King of Macedﬁnia, crossed

- Hellespont in the spring of 334 BC to invade Asia Minor at the age

of 22 years, and commanding an army of 40,000 men (35,000
infantry and 5,000 cavalry). Every man was well trained and well
equipped, and led by one of the greatest generals in history.” This

' 5 "39
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captain general of all Greece, being the head of the Greek League of
Nations, was set to fight his critical battle at the river Granicus, He
was with a well-trained and heavily armed infantry to fight the
Persians. [t was a crucial and decisive battle and the Greeks were
“eager to prove their mettle. It was in this first encounter with the
Persians, his friend Clitus, saved the life of the impetuous King.

This victory at Granicus must have no doubt broken the jinx of
the Persians, The Greeks, therefore, sallied forth and moved like an
electric train leaving enormous destruction in their wake. The
Persians were made to understand that their colossal world empire
would ineluctably collapse, under these ferocious attacks of the
invading army. It was in the battle of Issus that the handwriting on
the wall was clear for all to see. Absolute luxury had already eaten
the entire fabric of the Persian Empire which had become old and
corrupt and therefore Alexander had little resistance at Issus.

'His Battle of Issus (333 BC)
Alexander, the young conqueror marched through Asia Minor,

‘taking the Greek cities one by one until he freed all Western Asia
Minor from the Persian yoke. At the gulf of Issus, he met the main
Persian army under the personal command of the Great King,
Darius 1l Codomannus, and the last of the Persian Achaemenian
line. After crossing Cappadocia, the Conqueror came down into the
plains’ of Cicilia running like a hungry lon chasing a deer.’
Alexander found the Persian army at Issus. He was courageously
determined to bulldoze his way to the Syrian' Gates. This war
Marshall tactically enclosed his enemies between the mountains and
the sea, it was too late when the Persian Calvary realised that the
battlefield was too narrow for them to charge effectively. Therefore,
hampered by the terrain, they fell easily to the ruthless invading
- soldiers. They were routed and mercilessly dealt with and' the .
* Persian King took to his heels. o o
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Alexander had employed the tactics of Obligue Battle Front,
which his father had learned from Epaminondas. And it proved very
effective, devastating and lethal to the Persian troops. Parmenio,
seized the camp and the royal family at Damascus with a vast
amount of booty.® This victory had demonstrated beyond doubt that
the days of Persian world empire were numbered and Darius III
Codomannus, retreated ignominiously until he had crossed the river
Euphrates. He sent an embassy with a peacc proposal to the
Macedonian warlord, offering an immense ransom for the royal
captives and a pledge to surrender all the lands west of the
Euphrates. He also proposed that Alexander should marry his
daughter and become his ally. The message was discussed in a
Council during, which Parmenio said that if he were Alexander he
would accept the terms. "And L," said the king, “would accept them
if I were Parmenio."’

The ambitious Alexander was resolute in his determination 0
carry out his global conquest to the end, and he would agree to no
compromise. Therefore, he sent the ambassadors of Darius with the
message of his resolution; saying that he would neither receive
money nor provinces in lieu of the whole empire of Darius. He
affirmed that all these possessions were now his and as a
vanquished King, Darius was not in a position to propose a peace

_deal or a compromise. Alexander was so blunt in his message when
he informed the conquered Monarch that he would marry his
daughter if he so desired, whether he (Darius) willed or not. He
ended the message with a strong warning that: "If Darius wished for
any favour, he must come himself and ask it."" This message was
very likely intended to send shivers down the spme of the ﬂcemg
King and to demoralise him further. vt

Alexander . at the battle of Issus had defeated an army
considerably larger than his own; led by the Great King. While he
was fleeing his mother, wife and children were made captives. They
were all apprehensive of their fate. Alexander, therefore. sent one of
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“his men to comfort and reassure them for he bore no enmity against
them. Contrary to expectation, his respect of the royal captives
astonished his contemporaries because as some historians stated,
Alexander's ideal hero Achilles would not have resisted the charm
of the captive Queen Statira, the most beautiful of women. But the

. charms of love had no temptation for Alexander and his behaviour
towards the captives was prompted not by humane. or generous
feelings, but by the instinct and policy of a royal invader to display
respect towards royalty.'' As such it had no religious motivation.

Naturally, Darius Codomannus was very restive and disturbed with
his family in the hands of his veritable enemy as captives. And with
his empire on the verge of disintegration, he was humbled and
obliged to write to Alexander, 10 complain of an unprovoked
aggression against him. He requested also that the royal captives be
sent back and that he was willing to conclude a treaty of friendship
and alliance with the Macedonian warlord. Alexander gave him a

stern’reply: o ' . .

Your ancestors and without provocation inflicted wrongs
upan us, | was appointed leader of the Greeks, and crossed over
into Asia for the purpose of avenging those wrongs, for you
were the first aggressors. In the next place, you assisted the
people of Perinthus, who were offenders against my father, and
Ochus sent a force into Thirace, which was part of our empire.
Further, the conspirators who slew my father were subomed by
you, as you yourselves boasted in your letters. You with the
help of Bagoas murdered Arse (Son of Ochus) and seized the
throne unjustly and contrary to the Laws of the Persians, and
then you wrote unfavourable letters about me to the Greeks, to
incite them to war against me, and sent to the Lacaedomonians
and others of the Greeks for the same purpose, sums of money
(wherefore none of the other cities partook, but only the
Lacaedomonians); and your emissaries corrupted my friends
and tried 1o dissolve the peace which [ had brought about in
Greece,

Whergfore, 1 marched forth against you who were the
aggressor in the quarrel. 1 have overcome in battle, first your
generals and Satraps, and now yourself and your hosts, and
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RECRTEE possess your land, through the grace of the gods. Those who S

fought on your side and were not slain, but took refuge with me,
are under my protection, and are glad to be with me, and will
fight with me henceforward.  am lord of all Asia, and therefore
you should come to me. IF you are afraid of being badly treated,
send some of your friends to receive sufficient guarantees. You
have only to come to me and ask for and receive your mother
and wife and chiidren; and whatever else you desire. _

And for the future, whenever you send, send to me as to the
Great King of Asia, and  do not write as an equal, but tell me
whatever your need be, as to one who is lord of all that is yours, "4
Otherwise, | shall deal with you as an offender, But if you
dispute the kingdom, then wait and fight for it again and do not
flee for I shall march a:gainst you whatever you may be."

Alexander could not reach any compromise with Codomannus,
because he intended to tear his empire to pieces, for the benefit of
his country Greece. It was a war of colonisation he waged on the
collapsing World Empire. Codomannus’ letter or proposal for peace,
therefore, galvanised the Macedonian warlord into ravaging the
Persian Empire. Its conquest and destruction had become inevitable: .
There was reason behind every action Alexander took, his
destruction of the Phoenician cities, Sidon and Tyre was intended to
obliterate their commercial activities as international cehtres of
trade and commerce, only for Greece to fill in the vacuum. Thus,
blinded by the glaring perscnal glory and the expected economic
benefits to his country, Alexander could never comprom1se with
anybody and was pitiless in the campatgns. " 0 TR

After the conquest of Tyre in August 332 BC, Alexander then
performed the sacrifice to Heracles in the temple. He celebrated the
solemnity with a torch procession and games. He then advanced
southward, meeting no resistance until he came to Gaza, the city of _
the Philistines. He put the city under siege and ordered the siege
engine to be mounted on elevation and to level with the wall, and it
was done quickly. When the engines were placed in position,
Alexander offered a sacrifice, and a bird of prey flying over the altar
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dropped a stone on the King's garlanded head. Then Aristander, the
soothsayer, interpreted the meaning of the sign: "O King, you will
take the city, but you must take good heed of your own safety on
this day."'? In the melee that ensured, Alexander rushed to the aid of
' Macedonians when the besieged sallied forth and he was wounded
on the shoulder by a dart. He captured the fortified city eventually
with slaughter greater than in Tyre, and the women and children
were sold to slavery.'* TR b

Alexander entered Egypt n November 332 BC, where he was
welcomed. At Memphis, the capital city of the Pharaohs, he made
sacrifice to Apis and other native gods. He made it clear that Greek
Civilisation was now to pour into the regions of the Nile. He
therefore, held athletic games and a poetical contest at Memphis
where most famous artists from Greece came to take participate."
He wasted no time in his spread of Hellenism or Greek culture. At
the outset, he planted the seeds of Greek Civilisation in the Egyptian
capital. He then laid the foundation of Alexandria in 331 BC on a
place east of Rhacotic, between lake Mareotis and the sea, as the
site of a new city, over the Island of Pharos, because it was famous
in the Homeric song. The King was said to have even traced out the
ground plan of the city, Alexandria - the market place and the circuit
of the walls, the sanctuary of Isis and the temples of the Hellenic
gods.'® Alexander seemed to be guided in all his actions either by
the interests of Greek culture or by the Grecian gods. He never
showed primacy or any relevance of the colonised peoples.

Even the choice of Alexandria in Egypt was only intended to
serve the interests of Greece primarily: “Alexander's selfish
objective in founding this city could not be doubted.” Tt was
intended to take the place of Tyre as the commercial centre of
Western Asia and the Eastem Mediterranean. The good reason of
diverting the commercial lines of activity from Phoenicia to the
Egyptian coast, was in line with the natural policy of Aléxander to
iransfer the centre of trade of the world, wherever it may be, into the
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hands of the Greeks. It was with a view to boost the commercial
interests of his own race that Alexander founded the port of
Alexandria of Egypt.'”Egypt was only used to serve the selfish
interests of the imperial power. And there was a good reason for
diverting the lines of traffic from Phoenicia to the Egyptian coast. It
was naturally the policy of Alexander to transfer the centre of world
trade, as much as possible, into the hands of Greeks. As Greek.
Alexander pursued an International Policy that was based on “Livc
and Let die” This king could not have been the Qurianic
Zulqamain.'a _ I T R, S

Alexander’s stratagem worked because any new emporium
arising on the ruins of Tyre and Sidon would have become
predominantly Phoenician with nothing for Greeks; owing to their
ingenuity in trade and commerce, they would become a world
leading nation. Whereas if the commercial centre was shifted to the
Egyptian coast, Greck traders would encounter no such rivalry.
Little wonder then Alexander had given the city of Tyre a lethal
blow. Because the Phoenicians must be destroyed to give the Greek
traders a leverage and competitive edge over all other nations in
commerce, they were per¢eived as enemies only on account of their
prosperity in business. And by the time the cities were
reconstructed, the commercial centre had already shifted to Egypt
and into the hands of the Greek traders — their arch rivals. This
policy had laid bare the truth about the International Policy pursuc.
by Alexander the Great.

Martin Roberts, the author quoted before described the ruthless
manner with which the city of Tyre was razed to the ground and
with the most gruesome pogrom in history. He wrote: '

The fury of the Macedonians building up during the seven
months' siege was now let loose. Tyre, like Thebes, was razed
to the ground. Several thousand men, women and children were
slaughtered, thirty thousand made slaves and two thousand men
of military age crucified.”® . oo Sl L
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The Phoenicians were never known to cause any trouble with
the government in power as they were content with their prosperous
business and hal succeeded as a leading nation in commerce and
trade. Their potential greatness had moved the Greeks to envy and
as a result, Alexander let loose on them, a carnage that was beyond
description. They became victims of ruthless pogrom of
unparalleled scdle not because they were keen supporters of the
Persian Empire but because they had to give way to Greek traders in
the internaticnal market. This warlord could not have lost thousands
of Macedonian lives and enormous fortune, only to establish
Alexandria purely for the economic, religious and political interests
of the Egyptians. He colonised the world only 10 serve the selfish -
interests of Greece. It was in like manner that Britain had colonised
the world to become "Great Britain." This Alexandrian policy which
he introduced in ancient international politics had only changed in
form but not in content, in the present context of world politics. In
fact, it was an old wine in new bottle.

Alexander the Apostle of Greek civilisatton, refusing all peace
proposals marched against Darius, the last of the Achaemenian
Kings. He crossed the Tigris at Bezebde. It was on the same night
that the moon went into eclipse, on the night of 20th September 331
BC. His soldiers were terrified and anxious of what this might
portend. The War Marshall then reassured them that: “It was an
omen of good fortune the Persian moon would be eclipsed by the
Macedonian Sun.” Alexander, however, sought the confirmation of
his interpretation from Aristander, his personal Astrologer, who
agreed with him. Alexander, then learnt that Darius had encamped
in a plain near Gaugamala on the river Bumodus, and he wasted no
time in chasing the fleeing Great King to pick the World Crown, as
Codamannus galioped in the battle field. '

His Battle of Arbela (331 BC) |
In the spring of 331 BC Alexander left Memphis and in the battle of
(Gaugamala; Babylon, Susa and Persepolis were delivered into the:
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hungry hands of the Conqueror. Advancing along the Mesopotamia,
he crossed river Tigris near the ruins of Nineveh. Here at Arbela,
this invincible legend engaged Persia's vast army. Although he was
greatly outnumbered, the Obligue Baitle Front technique employed
by his professional army once again proved too lethal; the Asiatic
army was crushed and their King was again forced into ignominious
flight. The victorious Macedonian warlord then established himself
in the palace of the Persian King at Babylon. At Persepolis,
Alexander set fire to the palaces with his own hand, as the Persians
had once done to Miletus and to the temples on the Athenian
Acropolis. He hurled the torch which destroyed the most
magnificent building in the East which the world had ever produced
at that time. This action was said to be a revenge against the burning
of Athens but some historians regarded it as due to the excesses of a
drunken revel. Yet, others claimed that it was a deliberate act to
signal the end of the Persian empire. He was said to have afterward
expressed his regret over the barbaric action but Arrian knew better.
Arrian, the great historian of Alexander, gave a detailed account of
how his master burnt Persepolis, the most magnificent city in the
world — a barbaric action which had astounded the civilised world.
He wrote:” © »i o L _

He (Alexander) burnt the Palace against the advice of Parmenio
who suggested that he should spare it, mainly because it was
* hardly wise to destroy what was his own property and because
the Asians would in his opinion, be less ready to support him if
he seemed only to be passing through their country as a
conquerer rather than ruling it securely as a King. Alexander's
answer was that he wished to punish the Persians for their
invasion of Greece, for the destruction of Athens, the burning of
the temples and for all other erimes against the Greek. My own
view is that this was bad policy; Moreover it could hardly be
considered as punishment of Persians long since dead and
gone.”’ '

Parmenio, a general with unalloyed fealty to the King, perhaps,
was not privy to the bad international politics undertaken by his
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master to supplant every civilisation with that of Greeks. There was
" no way Persepolis could be spared by Alexander, in his onslaught in
Persia because it could not be transferred to his home country. And
.as far as he was concerned the best in the world must not be beyond
the confines of Greece. This explained why he passed through the
~ Persian empire not as a King but as a merciless conqueror.
Alexander paid Parmenio, a good adviser and an architect to his
successes for his good services with gruesome reward when he
killed him in cold blood. This was Askandar on his way to glory.

While the vanquished King ran to raise a new army in Media,
he was assassinated by two of his Safraps, Bessus and Barsaentes
who killed Codomannus in July 330 BC. The victorious Conqueror
rode up with a few of his officers in time to look for the body of the
last Persian Emperor, the Lord of Asia, whose vast empire had now
fallen into the hands of Alexander. He then became the Lord of East
and West. faster of the two Kingdoms. Alexander, therefore,
earned the epithet “Zulqarnain.” It was not a name of a person but a
title and was defined by Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali. He explained
it in detail thus: What is the meaning of the name of title
Zulgarnain - "Lord of the two Qarns?" Qarmn may mean: (1) a horn in
the literal sense, as in the case of a ram or bull; (2) a horn in a

“metaphorical sense, as in English, the horns of a crescent, or by a

further metaphor (not used in English), the horns of a kingdom or
territory, two portions at opposite ends. (3) Another metaphor, a
summit, a lock hair, typifying strength; a crest such as Eastern
Kings wear on their diadems; (4) referring to time; an Epoch, an
~ Age, a Generation.

These four meanings of the epithet as given by the renowned
Muslim genius were comprehensive enough. He ruled out the first
definition as inapplicable to a man or a great King. Although, it
used to be the teaching in the past based upon the level of education
of the Ulama as it was a time when the title Zulqarmain was used in
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the literal sense, a man of God with two horns like a ram on his
head. This literal translation is perhaps still gaining currency.
However, the other three meanings of the title may be applicable to
a man or a great King. Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Al explamcd the
meaning as implying: AP
Lord of East and West, Lord of wide territory or of two
Kingdoms. Lord of two crests on his diadem, typifying two
kingdoms, or a rank superior to that of an ordinary King. Lord

~of more than one Epoch: One whose power and influence v
extend far beyond his life-time.?! )

According to Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali, Alexander had
qualified for all the three latter designations. He was right that the
Macedonian warlord was the Captain General of all Greece, and
having conquered the Persian Empire became the master of Asia as
well. Within thirteen years of his military conquest he had become
the Lord of East and West or the Lord of wide territory or of two
kingdoms. There was no gainsaying the fact, too, that there were
others who had preceded him, and had earned this much-coveted
title as well. His predecessors included: Cyrus (550-530 BC) and
Darius the Great (522-485 BC). These great Persian monarchs had
during their reign claimed the mastery of the East and West, All the
three later designations would be applicable to each of them too.
Incidentally, these masters of the East and West were the chief
rulers of Mesopotamia, the melting pot of the world at that time, it
was also described as the "Garden of Eden’ of the ancient world.
From 538-331 BC, the chief rulers were Cyrus the Great, Darius the
- Great and Xerxes. Alexander the Great ruled it from 331 BC to 323
BC.HZ All of Ihem were rnasters of the world and each was 2
Zulqarnain. : :

- Although Alexander quallﬁed as Zulqamam, he only used thl'
position to spread Hellenism. This was contrary to the Zulgarman
mentioned in the Amazing Revelation who was said 0 rul
according to the laws of God. The spread of Greek culture coyld nc
be said to have anything to do with the laws of God but the laws ¢
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the heathens. He could also be aptly described as the apostle of the
Grecian gods who was sent to spread Hellenism as an ideology.

His Spread of Hellenic Culture
The childhood dream of Alexander was realised when he became

Zulgarnain. A coveted position, he used it only to spread his own
culture and civilisation, which he thought to be the best in the
world. Historians generally had’ agreed that the conquests of
Alexander were motivated by nationalistic and not religious zeal.
He believed implicitly in the superiority of the Greek culture and
civilisation. So he was determined to Hellenise the world. In this
process, he attempted to merge Asiatic with European civilisation
through marriage consanguinity by transplanting colonies of Greeks
and Macedonians in Asia to serve as colonial masters. Thus, in his
army Macedonians, Greeks and Asians stood side by side. He felt he
was making concessions to the Persian World by this policy of
colonisation. In a sumptuous ceremony in his palace at Babylon, he
- married Roxane, a beautiful Bactrian princess and in a gorgeous
wedding festival, he obliged his officers and friends to marry the
daughters-of Asiatic nobles. Thousands of Macedonians in the army
followed the example of their great King and took Persian wives.
Alexander then appeared more of a Persian by adopting their
raiment and by appointing them to high offices as Satraps.”

Alexander, the Apostle of Greek civilisation had schemed to
spread this culture and to fuse Asia and Europe 'into one
‘homogenous unity. He proposed and partially carried out the
transportation of Greeks and Macedonians into Asia, and Asiatics
into Europe as permanent settlers. This first approach was partially
executed by his foundation of numerous cities in the Near East,
which were named after him. The second approach was the
_ initiation of intermarriages between Persians and Macedonians. This
was inaugurated in a grandiose celebration at Susa where the king
himself married Statira, the daughter of Darius, and his friend
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Hephaestion took her sister in this marriage spree full of Joie de
vivre. It was proved beyond doubt that the motive behind
Alexander's conquests, were to spread Hellenism and to give Greeks
and their allies the Hellenised barbarians a political and economic
leverage over others in international affairs because there was no
iota of religious motivation. In every aspect, Alexander's leadership
- qualities were antithetical to the Qur'anic Zulgamain. His global
dominion was for Greek colonisation and imperialism, tactically
executed through Alexander the Great. The population of Greece
was too insignificant as compared to the world it intended to
colonise. So Alexander's intention was to increase the population of
- the colonialists. This could only be possible through the
multiplication of Hellenised barbarians through marriage
consanguinity. ' SR

In this subterfuge, therefore, the nuptials were celebrated on the
same day and according to Persian fashion. A large number of
Macedonian officers wedded the daughters of Persian grandees.
Alexander was said to have feted 9,000 guests. Of the general mass
of the Macedonians 10,000 were $aid to have followed the example
of their officers and had taken Asiatic wives. All were liberally
rewarded by Alexander?® It could be expected that through this
method alone, the population of Hellenised barbarians would
increase by over 10,000 annually. If this was added to the number in
the colonies transplanted to Asia from Greece, the population would
be enormous. These Hellenised barbarians were the favourites of the
government who were trained not along the line of Persia this time
but according to Greek culture and civilisation. They would receive
the best education and the best training so that they occupy various
strategic positions to serve the interests of Greece, the colonial
master. The conguest and subjugation of all nations under Darius
the Great was devoid of this type of nefarious system of
colonisation, when it emerged about two centuries later.

Alexander had taken the policy seriously; and he proved it by
showing personal example. He was already married to the beautiful
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Bactrian Princess Roxana. His adoption of the polygamous custom
of Persia, was in line with his grand design of increasing the
population of Asiatic with Greek blood. He married another royal
lady named Parysatis daughter of Ochus.”® These marriages were
purely calculated to meet up with the political exigencies of the
international scheme. Henceforth, no one would accept his
identification as Zulgamain because Alexander's policies were a
negation of the Qur'anic Zulgarnain completely. Alexander, pursued
a policy of founding cities often named after him which he
organised on Greek lines and run by Greek settlers. This policy, was
described as making "Islands of Hellenism in a barbarian sea." It
was to actualise this policy he commanded a mass marriage of his
Macedonian soldiers with the Persian women, an event which took
piace at Susa shortly before his death, in a glitzy ceremony.

Some of his generals including Seleucus had also married
Asiatic noble women. Therefore, Seleucus's son and heir, for
instance, being half Greek and half Persian was uniquely suited to
rule an Oriental Empire on Greek lines. Hence, Alexander won his
appellation of 'the Great' from this policy of spreading Hellenism.
This cross-fertilisation of Enropean and Asiatic civilisations through
marriage consanguinity had completed half of Alexander's wish and
desire for global conquest. The other half, ‘was to him a crucial
desideratum, which unfortunately cost him his entire career. This
was the claim of divinity and would be discussed shortly. He was
paid with the unmerited title of 'the Great', an action that was faulted
by many historians.

H. A. Clement, a historian and author of The Story -of the
Ancient World, stated that Alexander's military career, in which,
within thirteen years he became a master of the two worlds was
brilliant but that he was incapable of ruling them. His vast empire
had proved too large to be held together and be brought under his
control. He added: “Historians have called him ‘the Great, his
‘greatness’ really lies in his work for civilisation more than in his
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military conquests, which in themselves were often cruel and shor-
leEd.”lﬁ e e D, L .

L

This, obviously, might sound a contradiction, a cruel conqueror.
working for civilisation. Notwithstanding, he was called 'the Great'. '
His greatness could not be compared with that of Darius who was
'‘Great' in the real sense of the word. Alexander's cruelty knew no -
bounds, in fact, he could be compared with the German Adolf Hitler
of the modern world. Both were megalomaniac military rulers, both
were full blooded racists, both had hankered after world domination
by their race but Hitler as a modern soldier had better organising
skills than Alexander whose empire disintegrated with his death.
Finally, both could kill countless in the interest of their own race
because they were avowed racists and pitiless leaders. Alexander's
conquest of the Far East also typified his brutal nature, a subject of
discussion in the next chapter.
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CONQUEST OF THE FAR EAST

They shall lay hold on bow and spear; they are cruel, and have
" no mercy; their voices roareth like the sea, and they ride upon
horses. :
- Jeremiah

here was the claim by some that Alexander the Great

undertook some projects, notable among which was the
construction of the Iron Barrier mentioned in the Holy Qur'an. It
was supposed to have been constructed by Alexander, near Derbend
in Central Asia in Hissar District about 150 miles south east of
Sogdiana or Bukhara. But this was the area raided by Alexander as
he pursued Bessus, the murderer of Darius III. His conquest of the
Far East, the carnage he inflicted, especially the general massacre of
innocent civilians were enough to disqualify him from the title of
the Qur'anic Zulgarnain. In his heroi¢ romances, he won battle after
battle; year after year. The warlord struck through the Hindu Kush
into Turkestan, crossed the Oxus river to reach Samarcand .and
captured the Scythian Chief Oxartes, whose daughter Roxana he
married. Therefore, it became worthwhile to revisit his conquest of
Bactria and Sogdiana. o

His Conquest of Sogdiana and Bactria

Bessus, the Satrap who killed Darius Il and put an end to the line of
the Achaemenians was a kinsman of the Great King. It was felt by
many that the only way to restore the image and dignity of the ruling
house was that he should usurp the throne. A plot was formed in
which Darius was killed in the first part of the plan. He then
assumed the throne with the title of Great King and with the name
of Artaxerxes in its second part. Therefore, Alexander went hunting
for this pretender, lest he formed a formidable resistance and gained
a tass support to counterbalance the gains of the invader. Hence,
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with a murderous rage, Alexander descended into Sogdiana in
pursuit of the fugitive, This country also called Bukhara and lay
between the ‘streams of the Oxus and the Jaxartes. It was named
Sogdiana from the river Sogd, which flowed through the land and
passed near the cities of Samarcand and Bukhara and finally joined
the Oxus. While following Bessus into this area, we should look for
the location of the Iron Barrier, which Alexander was alleged to
have built for certain people mentioned in the Holy Qur'an, .-

Alexander, feared that the fugitive Bessus Artaxerxes, the de
Jacto king of Persia, could easily form an army to resist him. He
resolved to get rid of him as quickly as possible. And he had to cope
with the prevailing rumours of mutiny, which was rampant in his
army, besides, their morale which was at its lowest ebb. So, he
could not have been int the good frame of mind to be the benevolent
King described. Furthermore, he was not known for personally
participating in construction work of any kind, but often he
relinquished his role as leader only during a conquest or in melee to
incrcase the death toll where he fought with the valour of an
ordinary soldier. On his arrival at the banks of the Oxus with his
soldiers weary and tired, Alexander found that Bessus had bumnt the
boats. He was forced to transport his army by the primitive vehicle
of inflated skins. However, instead of inflating the sheep skin with
air he stuffed them with rushes with which they hurriedly crossed
the river at Kilif, where its bank contracted to the width of about
two-thirds of a mile and advanced on the road to Maracanda, the
chief city of the country easily recognised as Samarcand.’

Bessus, the de facfo King, had some Sogdian allies and
Spitamenes and Dataphernes were among the leaders.
Unfortunately, the Sogdians made a fatal mistake thinking that
Alexander's main objective was only to capture the fugitive, so they
surrendered him to the invader in a bid to save their country. The
King sent Ptolemy the son of Lagus, with 6,000 men to bring the
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Pretender, whom they found alone in a walled village deserted by
his allies. He was brought naked and kept nearby where the army
was marching. This was to show to all that nobody picked on the
King and got away with it. Alexander, questioned the captive on
why he captured, made prisoner and finally murdered Darius, his
- King and benefactor to whom he had sworn loyalty. Bessus replied
that he acted' in concert with other Persian nobles so as to curry
favour from the King. He was scourged, his ears and nose cut and
crucified and was taken to Ecbatana to die. . S

But to the chagrin of the Sogdianis, Alexander, forcefully
annexed their country. As a result of the betrayal of the former
Satrap who murdered his King, Sogdians paid with their country a
turn of events they had initially wanted to avoid. Having seized and
garrisoned Samarcand, his army pushed on north-eastward. They
followed a rough terrain with seven strongholds, which the
Sogdians had built as defences against invaders.” The road reached
the Jaxertes where the river coming from the valley of Fergana
deflected its course to flow through the steppes. This was an
important gate of communication between South-western Asia and
China. The invaders passed over the Tian-shan mountains and
descended on the side into the land of Kashgar. It was here he put
the limit of his empire and on the bank of the river he founded a
new c¢ity in 328 BC which he named afier himself, Alexandria
Ultimate.?

Meanwhile, the Sogdians were embittered with Alexander's
action of annexing their country and they were ready to fight against
the European domination. Spitamenes was again the leader of the
uprising, and was supported by many Sogdians and Oxyartes. The
few soldiers Alexander left in the seven strongholds were
overpowered and the garrison of Samarcand besieged. It was almost
at the same time that in the Western wastes, the Massagetae and
other Scythian tribes flocked to drive out the intruders. It was a
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dangerous moment for Alexander.* The resistance of the inhabitants '
was very tough. He sent a few thousand troops to the besieged
garrison in Samarcand, because jeering hordes of barbarians of the
north kept pouring down to the banks of the Jaxertes ready to cross
the stream .and harass the Macedonians in the rear. Every soldier
fought tooth and nail to break the local, formidable resistance. It
became necessary to repel them to keep the passage of the river
secured. Hence, Alexander was determined to cross the river. So he
made the usual ritual offerings to the gods, which were not
favourable as Aristander his seer told him that they portended a
personal danger to the King. However, he was not in a position to
heed the warnings as the army seized the moment 1o cross and the
Scythians were routed. Alexander pursued them at the head of his
cavalry into the steppes. Parched by the intense heat, the King was
impelled to drink the foul water of the desert and as a result he fell
seriously ill.° But as soon as he recovered he pushed the conquest
harder with more ruthlessness.

Meanwhile, the elusive Spitamenes had fled to the part of
Sogdiana called the Bukhara so the Macedonians went after him. In
their rush to capture Spitamenes, the Macedonians’ whole
detachment were, however, cut off and massacred. When Alexander
~ learnt of this disaster he hurried to Samarcand with cavalry and light
troops covering the distance in three days - a march between 50 and
60 miles per day.® It could be seen that Alexander had never
undertaken any journey around this area but conquests. The fleeing
Spitamenes was pursued by Alexander and he swept on Sogdiana
ruthlessly ravaging the land, as he marched south-westwards to the
Oxus which hé crossed at Zariaspa. Unfortunately, with sadistic
relish, Alexander vented his anger on the innocent ¢ivilians living in
Branchidae. It was a cold blooded murder that would remain forever
an albatross to the ice-cold brutish conquest of Alexander of
Macedon. - PP L .
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His Branchidae Massacre . .
It was at the town of the Branchidae near Kilif that Alexander had
demonstrated his brutality and ruthlessness, which were far
unbecoming of the Qur'anic Zulqarnain. About two centuries earlier,
the Branchidae were the custodians of the temple and Oracle of
Apollo 20 miles from Miletus, and were charged with having
betrayed the treasures of the sanctuary. As such their lives were not
safe from the anger of the Milesians. So Xerxes, the Persian King
felt their lives were in jeopardy, and transported them into Central
Asia where the Greek vengeance could not reach them.” They were
relocated in Sogdiana not far from the place where Alexander
crossed their settlement. Although, they were severed and separated
for so long from Hellas, they still preserved their Greek rcligion and
language. Naturally, they were excited with the coming of the Greek
army; but little did they know that the crime of their ancestors
would haunt them as the folk came forth joyously to bid Alexander
welcome and offer him their loyalty.

But the only thing which this innocent people stirred in
Alexander's mind was that their ancestors had committed a heinous
crime against Apolle by siding with Persia against Greece. That
crime, according to the pigment of his imagination, had never been
forgotten by the men of Miletus. So he brought the judgement of a
crime committed almost two centuries earlier. The King called the
Milesians in his army to pronounce a penalty upon the mnocent
generations of the Branchidae. The Milesians, naturally, could not
agree on what to do to this innocent people. Because it was be a
travesty of justice to punish them for a crime they did not commit.

Alexander himself finally decided the fate of the people; he
pronounced the final judgement. To surround and cordon them with
soldiers and to massacre everybody — men, women, children and
babies. To exterminate them all."® This Branchidae incident was
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typical of the man Alexander. It was a gruesome pogrom in which
countless died in cold blood. Transplanting this colony of Greeks in

" Asia as was done by Xerxes was a negation of the international
policy of Alexander, But he transplanted many of such colonies in
various sirategic places in Asia for the promotion of Hellenism. It
could be seen how unjust and cruel was his rule. Any action or
pohicy which was not in accord with Greek interests was cancelled
by Alexander. It was, therefore, unfathomable how he could have
been the Quranic Zulgarnain who ruled all nations according to the
laws of God. Many historians in their characteristic styles have tried
to justify this massacre with strange arguments to make it seem less
offensive. Obviously, majority of them were not taken aback by this
action of the Warlord. But the fact remained that he had committed
much more heinous crimes during his « nquests. Although
Alexander had committed a lot of heinous and cruel deeds, none
was so appalling as this extermination of an entire town.

Furthermore, along Bactria and Sogdiana his routc of conquest
to India, there was no ipdication of where he built an ron Barrier
- for the security of certain people as suggested by Ustadh Abdullahi
Yusuf Ali. Instead, we were only witnesses to ruins, destruction and
massacres in cascades one after the other. In fact, there were more
hostilities committed in Bactria and Sogdiana until at last overawed
with the King's brutalities, the Scythians slew Spitamenes, the
fugitive, who colluded with the executed Bessus. With the collapse
of resistance in the Western region, he then subdued the rugged
Southern Eastern regions of Sogdians. These regions were called
Paractacene or Hissar, the Sogdian Rock, and the pass into these
areas was occupied by Oxyartes. It was captured by a band of
Macedonian soldiers. It was during this conquest that a whole
population was captured and among the captives was a beautiful
damsel called Roxana, She was a Scythian Bactrian Princess of the
King of Oxyartes. Instead of building an Iron Barrier around this
Hissar district, as it was believed, Alexander found himself a wife.
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“Although, Alexander was always indifferent to women but he
was this time around hit by the thunderbolt and was attracted by the
beauty and manners of this Sogdian maiden.® On his return from
Bactria, having no time for cxecuting any benevolent project, he
subjugated other fortresses in Hissar. One thing could be noted
about the Macedonian King, which was characteristic of him it was
the fact that he founded cities in various strategic locations named
mostly after him. He was not in the habit of executing big or small
projects for the welfare of his subjects like Darius the Great.
Alexander was primarily engaged in the pursuit of Greek interests.
Almost the same ruthlessness was shown in his invasion of India, as
he wearily galloped to a country rich in various cultures and
traditions. T B ‘

His Conquest of India

Now the army of Alexander was weary of the series of battles they
had engaged incessantly in, especially the Macedonians, but they
were very lethal to the local population they met on their way. He
crossed river Indus near Attock in 326 BC. The Prince of Taxilla
was said to have received the invader with obsequious pomp and
paid him homage. He advanced to engage the dauntless Porus who
dared his invasion in a battle at Hydaspes. He subdued his army,
Although Porus, was defeated his valour had impressed Alexander.-
The Victor met the brave and charismatic Prince and asked him how
he wished to be treated. "Treat me like a King" said Porus. "For my
own sake," Alexander said, “I will ask for your own sake what you
desire.” "That,” replied Porus, “contained ail.”'" He was the second
royal captive treated with dignity by the Conqueror.

Alexander, then advanced towards the Punjab but the ravages
of senseless conquests had taken severe toll on the Macedonians. As
such they would not want to advance into the Ganges as their King
had wished because they were weary of endless rolling into the
unknown for the following reasons: - o
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Their numbers had dwindled, the remnant of them were battercd

and grown old before their time. The terrible rains which had

beaten incessantly upon them since crossing the Indus had made

their labours doubly laborious, were the last weight in the scale,

Thetr gear was worn out; the hoofs of their horses, as ane of the
campaigners described were rubbed away by the fong rough
journeys: their arms were blunted and broken in hard combats; "+
the bodies of the veterans were enveloped in india rags, for ..
their Greeks were worn out. All yearned for their homeland in )
the west. They had won glory encugh, why heap up teit on toil
and peril on peri?''

ey
Yet, they were left in abject poverty in spite of the enormous
wealth of Alexander the Great because of what Euripidice had said
in one of his poems. "The Army does the work and the general reaps
- the benefits." The glory won by their sweats was not for all 10
partake but only the ambitious King. The fact inat Alexander left his
own Macedonians in abject poverty, in depradation and want
showed he was not a generous King like Darius the Great, 'Sire’,
sald one of his oldest generals, "if there is one thing a successful
man should know, it is when to stop. Since the army resolved not to
advance into the Ganges, Alexander held a meeting with the
officers. Coenus was their spokesman, he expressed the gencral
feeling of the soldiers. Despite their genuine grievances he tried to
bluff them that on the morrow he intended to advance; he
"constrained nobody to follow him saying: "Let the Macedonians go
back to Macedonia and tell how they abandoned their King in a
hostile 1and."'? He then went into seclusion for two days refusing to
talk to anyone. On the third day he put the case before the gods and
offered sacrifices. Aristander his soothsayer told him that the signs
were unfavourable and assuredly, there was no freak of chance. It
was then the King caved in and told the stubborn army that he had
decided to return. They all burst into joy and ecstasy praising their
unconquered King for allowing himself to be conquered for the first
time. Alexander then erected 12 towering altars to the 12 great gods
of Olympus, on the banks of the Hyphasis, as a thank-offering for
' 63

LI



having strewn his wonderful path with victeries and led him safely
within the reach of the world's end." e

By now, no one could contradict the fact that Alexander was a
practising Polytheist who believed with reverence in the Grecian
gods. This was not just a superstitious belief but a religious faith
and practice. Notwithstanding, he continued his campaigns
subduing the tribes, which did not submit to him. It was in Sangala
that the King was said to have encountered a fierce battle. This
encounter with the warlike tribe of the Malli almost cost the life of
the King. Having routed them, a large host of these Indians ran into
their walled city. Two ladders were brought and used to scale the
earthen wall, the impetuous King seized a ladder and climbed up
under the cover of his shield. Peucetas, holding the sacred brickler
from the temple of Hion and Leonnatus followed together with
Abreas. Alexander fell over into the enemies side before his
soldiers. Abreas was hit by a javelin and fell and Alexander became
the target of attacks from the enemies and he alone fought gallantly.

He was then injured in the breast but he continued to fight until
he fell on his shield fainting due to copious loss of blood. Peucetas
arrival was timely for he stood over him with the holy shicld of
Troy while Leonnatus guarded him on the other side until rescue
came. These two men had saved the life of the Great King with the
characteristic Macedonian bravery and valour. But in their
counterattack, no man, woman or child in the city was spared by the
infuriated soldiers who thought that their King was dead. Although
the wound was serious, Alexander recovered quickly. On their way
home, the Great King insisted to remain on the jand while others
travelled by sea, perhaps, for the fear of revolts or rebellions,
because he could easily be assassinated in the sea. He was therefore
much safer on the land.

Alexander the Great in his éharaéleristic manner halted at Opis
and formally discharged about 10,000 soldiers in his army
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especially those whom he could no longer use. These were the old,
the wounded and those unfit for wartare, promising to make them
comfortable for life. This, however, did not sink well with the
Macedonians. The smouldering discontent finally found a voice,
and the mutinous voice was: "Discharge us all”, and some
tauntingly added; "Go and conguer with your father Ammon. "'
Undoubtedly, Alexander the Son of Zeus Ammon must have been
irked and taken aback. His claim to divinity was here publicly
brought to derision and contempt and this was unacceptable to the
King. In his usual manner Alexander leapt down from the platform
he went into the shouting throng and pointed out thirteen of the
active rioters and bade his hypaspists to seize them and put them to
death. His ruthlessness paid dividend as the rest were cowed and the
atmosphere became one of deep silence. He then remounted the
platform to declare that he discharged the whole army. This bluff

too had again worked. Conge, et gt hanty oudt s v i

Boxed into a corner, therefore, there was no way the
Macedonian soldiers could deal with the King because he had no
need of them but they were very much in need of him, perhaps, he
had thousands of Hellenised soldiers now at his disposal. As far as
the King was concerned, the Macedonians had outlived their
usefulness. [n fact, with the Hellenic Military Schools he established
in every province, at the end of five years, an army of 30,000
Hellenised barbarians was at the Great King's disposal.'® So he
alone now called the shots. These Hellenistd barbarian soldiers by
virtue of his new policy of New World Order were equal with the
Greeks. This was the most effective means of bringing the two races
together through the institution of military service. To suffer further
humiliation, the King on the third day summoned the Persian and
Mediarr nobles and appointed them to post of honour and trust,
which had, hitherto, been filled only by Macedonians. And

~Macedonian regiments were transferred to the new barbarian
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army.'® He tactically sidelined his kinsmen with whose sweat he
gained his glory- W T T T IER e

Having no alternative, the Macedonians were forced to abandon
their haughty arrogance before their vanquished folks whom they
considered as barbarians and whom Aristotle called 'slaves by
nature’, They swallowed their pride and obsequiously implored their
King to reconsider them. They laid their arms submissively
imploring admission to the King's presence. Alexander then came
out and there was a tearful reconciliation. This reconciliation was
sealed with a great feast during, which Alexander sat together with
the Macedonians, and the Persian nobles standing with the other
races of his vast empire. All drew from the same mixing bowl and
poured the same libations. He prayed for peace and harmony
between Persians and Macedonians."” Yet, this did not gild the pill
as the existing acrimony acceleratedly worsened.

The table then started turming against Alexander with the death
of his dearest friend Hephaestion. He died in the midst of a festivity
at Ecbatana when he suddenly took ill; he languished for seven days
and died. Alexander was plunged into despair at losing his bosom
friend. He was said to have fasted for three days and national
mourning was observed in the whole empire. Unfortunately he
vented his anger on the miserable physician whom he crucified.'®
He was alleged to be wanting in medical skill. The Oracle of
Ammon was consulted on the type of honour to be given to the dead
man. It ordained he might be given a hero’s burial. Alexander gave
his friend the most magnificent burial, which was held in Babylon.
In fact, the funeral pyre was splendidly decked with offerings
towered to the height of 200 feet.'” Then, in a murderous rage,
Alexander decided to tempt the Providence — the conquest of
Arabia. Little did he know that he was digging his grave,
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Alexander and Arabia o 0 oot T e e
Alexander was often represented as a madman dazzled by wild and
whirling visions of dominion and glory and impelled by an
insatiable lust of conquest for conquest's sake. Nothing proved this
assertion more like his sudden lust for the Arabian conquest. Ever
since the successful voyage of Nearchus, the brain of Alexander had
been filled with not only maritime enterprises but Arabian invasion,
for which he made adequate preparations. The Arabian desert was a

special desert and not just an expanse of dunes of sand. It harboured

within its belly a Divine seed which would germinate to a big tree.
A tree of Mercy unto the whole world. So it was divinely prot&ted
against all foreign invaders. Thus, greater conquerors like Cyrus,
Darius and Xerxes had passed it by. No other conqueror had dared
to invade it except the madman who was dazzied by wild and
whirling visions of dominion and glory.

Naturally, Arabian desert was quite unlike the -Egyptlan desert
famous for its Oracle of Zeus Ammon, which Alexander was
familiar with. It was a special desert quite unlike any other desert in
history. Yet, he made preparations to invade and conquer the Arabs,
to subjugate them. Since he could traverse the Gedrosian desert with
all its untold hardship, he thought there was no place on earth he
could not conquer, after all, he was the son of Zeus Ammon the
powerful sky god. And he made sacrifices to ail the gods, therefore,
the Grecian gods were undoubtedly on his side too. So as invincible
as he was, this expedition was just another military exercise. In his
grand preparations, the fleet of Nearchus sailed up the Euphrates
and met the King at Babylon and told him that this fleet was not
sufficient. Orders had been sent to Phoenicia for the building of
more warships and more were built in Babylonia. The Great King
had at his disposal thousands of troops both Greek and Hellenised
soldiers. Thus, the idea was probably to invade the Sacred Desert
both through the land and through the Arabian coast. And since he
wanted the Arabs to worship him, so be it! Therefore, the expedition



was to set forth in the summer and all was set in readmess at length
for the conquest. it K o : :

"~ But one day in the early month of June a roya] banquet was
gwen in honour of Nearchus, one of the architects of this invasion
and his seamen, when the Great King suddenly took ill on the 16th
day of Daesus.”® His condition graduaily and steadily deteriorated.
Yet, he thought it was one of the those brief illnesses he had
encountered before as he spent the day in bed actively discussing
with Nearchus on the Arabian expedition, which he fixed to
commence in four days.”! However, his condition degenerated until
he was unable to speak to them but only stared fixedly at people in a
stuporous condition. '

He was so bedridden that he could only greet by slightly raising
" his head and signalling with his eyes. The best thing to do was to
take his matter to the gods, after all, he was their favourite son.
Therefore, Peucetas, and others passed the night vigil in the temple
of Serapis and asking the gods, whether they should convey the sick
man into the temple for divine intervenlion, so that he might be
cured as his sickness had defied -all medications. Unfortunately, a
voice warned them not to bring him but to let him remain where he
lay.”. At last, Alexander was abandoned by the gods for he had
moved to anger a Supreme God, by intending to defile His Sacred
Desert. No one would invade it and live to tell the story. The
greatest Conqueror in the history of the world was only planning to
conquer it when he was made to die prematurely. Alexander died —
on a June evening of the 13th equivalent to 28th of Daesus before
the thirty third year of his age.”’ This was Alexander’s experience
with Arabia for other madmen to take their-cue. This was the death
of Alexander the man who saw Arabia but did not conquer and he
died with its envy. However, ‘there were lessons -in -his fall from
grace, which all had pomtedly shown that he was not the Zulqamam
-ofourchmcq. o
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The Fall of Alexander SRS ' SETRRIRAL BRI TRt

Thomas Carlyle, “Adversity is hard on a man, but one man who can
stand prosperity, there are a hundred that will stand adversity.”**
The Scottish essayist and historian was right in this statement,
Alexander, was the typical example of a man who was swept away
by success and absolute luxury. A great Conqueror that had

withstood untold human hardship in adversity but was only to be -

conquered by luxury. He was so beguiled by prosperity as to believe
that he was superhuman, bringing about a reactivation of his
childhood fantasy, which he wanted to force into reality. This
crucial half of his life ambiiion then ignominiously cost him the
rest, as he claimed formal deification and ruthlessly wanted to
impose his will upon his subjects. This weird pretension caused his

waterloo. . L R S - R Rl s -;!if,,‘.iif,-‘ﬂ.l;.*‘.

Alexander's ice cold, brutish style of administration made him a
polar opposite to Darius. Because as a world king, Alexander
showed a sensual profligacy of unequalled dimension that made him
to completely lose the interests of other nations. He gallivanted
about cloaked in Persian sash with an air of panache, surrounded
with serfs and flunkies. He had completely lost himself as he was
indulged in joie de vivre. He lived 1 absolute huxury to let others
die of wants so that even his own kinsmen the gallant Macedonian
soldiers were deprived of their basic needs. Davies', vivid
description of the king at the height of his absolute power hit the
nail on the head.

H. A. Davies, a renowned historian had not only questioned
Alexander's appellation of the 'Great' but had reflected the man and
his work on a true mirror of history. He laid bare historic facts
disinterestedly as they were. He had ordinately made remarkable
summary of the Macedontan warlord. I had quoted him at length not
only t¢ add his voice to mine on the subject but to make the
subsequent story in this chapter, an elaboration of this succinct -
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account. He queried: -+ " - esdukE St

"Does Alexander deserve the title ‘Great? That he was a great
general there can be no doubt. In other respect too he showed
himself far from the ordinary ruh of men. His ideal a2 world state
dominated by Greek ideas - was excellent and he did much to .
promote it. He built cities on the lines of his marches, which
‘were to be radiating points of Hellenism... But in some respects
he was by no means great. He made no great roads through the
Persian Empire, he did little or nothing to secure his conguests
for his successors, it cannot be said that he wrought any
improvements in the method of goveming Eastern states, and
although the marriages of himself and ninety of his generals and
leading men with Persian ladies may be regarded as a step
towards the racial fusjon of East and West, it was far more
probable a step towards oriental pomp and luxury. There can be
little doubt that his successes turned Alexander's head. One
indication of it is to be found in his aping of Persian dress and
customs, and his injunction that all whe entered his presence
should bend the knee to him and kiss his feet. A still more
remarkable proof is the command that this subjects should
0 regard him as a god and pay him divine honours; he took
advantages of his Egyptian expedition to visit the Oasis of Siwa
in the Sahara Desert where there was a shrine of the god Amon-
Ra, and when he came out from the holy place the high priest
hailed him as the son of Ammon. These pretensions to divinity
cost Alexandey the fidelity of many Macedonian friends. There
were conspiracies against him which were cruelly punished
when detected. Among those executed for taking part in them
were Parmenio and his son Philotus, and Callisthenes cost
Alexander the friendship of Aristotle. More shameful was the
death of Clitus, the man who had saved his life at Granicus,
whom Alexander kitled in a fit of drunken fury for reproving
him on account of his Median Costume and his monstrous
pretensions. The case of Alexander has been paralleled in
modern times ©y that of Napoleon. Both Alexander and
Napoleon were great generals, both were inordinately
ambitious, both aimed at world deminion, both drank deep from
the cup of military glory, and the result in each case was
intoxication. Alexander made little or no attempt to render his
*  empire permanent; perhaps he died too soen to think of such
things. Napoleon made efaborate attempts but failed.”
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.~ Nemesis, In a powerful recoil of nature, caught up with
Alexander as he was beguiled by and corrupted with absolute
power. He felt he was greater than his shadow, as he considered
himself a superhuman. He craved formal deification, which became
his waterloo. His claim for divinity had titillated everyone including
his compatriots and was followed by serious political consequences.

His Claim of Divinity

A common dictum states that 'absolute power corrupts absolutely'.

Having conquered the world, Alexander then lost his equilibrium as -

he reactivated his childhood belief of kinship with the gods. As a

pagan and a polytheist who believed in the Grecian gods, he now

wished to be declared a god himself. Thus, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf

Ali's support of Alexander as a man of Faith could no longer
withstand historical validity. His claim that: __

"..Alexander was a disciple of the Philosopher Arisiotle, noted . ._ 7

for his pursuit of sound truth in all departments of thought. '

Alexander’s reference to Jupiter Ammon may have beer no

more than a playful reference to the superstitions of his time.

Socrates spoke of the Grecian gods, and so did Aristotle and

Plato: but it would be wrong to call them idolaters or men

without faith. In the Ethiopic traditional stories of Alexander the .

Great, he is represented as a great Prophet, ™ GRS

! Fleslaat

All these claims were contrary to our current knowledge of the
historical Alexander. Although the Greeks were noted for their
wisdom and "pursuit of sound truth in all departments of thought,"
but these departments were, however, limited to the confines of
physical reality. They, therefore, lacked a true knowledge which
encompassed belief in the Seen and in the Unseen (Holy Qur'an
2:3). Their 'Sound Truth' was that which was within the gamut of
reason and therefore, verifiable to human senses. The Greek
Philosophers had unflinching faith in human thought despite its
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inherent weaknesses and was characterised by limitations in scope
and fack of true knowledge. So in. their philosophy there was no
room for other source of human knowledge or Revelation, These
Philosophers were ignorant of Supra-physical Reality, which was
beyond the ken of philosophy. Religious thought especially
monotheistic thought was not home-grown in Greece, it was exiled
in the thought and life of the Greeks. Monotheism was nipped in the -
bud during the Socratic era. Since then they were persistent in their
antipathy towards the Divine Unity, and their ethical humanism was
dissolved into racism aptly described as Hellenism. A particular
thought was cultivated that was secular and atheistic or Polytheistic
in nature. Thus, Greek philosophy could not be advanced to prove
faith in God in monotheistic concept. =~

As a corollary, Alexander showed that his reference to Jupiter
Ammon was far more than a playful superstition. He had denied
resolutely being the son of Philip but the son of supreme god Zeus
Ammon. "[ am not the son of Philip but a son of Zeus Ammon", he
often said. This belief later became an obsession as he claimed
divinity and superhuman status. He then crowned this dangerous
obsession with a decree demanding for his deification. "Proclaim
Alexander a god," was the royal decree he had promulgated in order
to achieve his personal ambition. He, therefore, sent to all cities that
henceforth he was to be officially numbered among the gods of each
city and that as such he was to receive the state offerings which each
city presented®’ To make this royal decree effective, the new
Macedonian god demanded that all who approached him on official
occasions must bow down or prostrate to the earth and kiss his feet.
Unfortunately, neither the victorious Greeks nor their vanquished
subjects could accept his self-acclaimed divinity and accord him this
respect. And the King was ruthlessly determined to enforce his will.

" But what prompted this preposterous ¢laim, which had started as a
childhood fantasy? SR ’
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‘- Alexander's conquest of Egypt had reactivated his latent
feelings of self-divinity; because in the official style of Egyptian
monarchy the Pharaohs were sons of Ammon, and as the successor
of the Pharaohs, he assumed the same title. It then became necessary
to have an official confirmation from Ammon himself that
Alexander was his son. It was for this reason that Alexander
undertook a journey to the Oracular Sanctwary of Ammon in the
Qasis of Siwah. He wanted a formal declaration from Zeus Ammon
with which to satisfy the formalities of the Priest. Some historians
were of the view that it was for this single reason he undertook the
conquest of Egypt.

But since childhood, Alexander had a fervent belief in his
divine origin; he was divinely conceived like Achilles, he was more
than an ordinary man.*® So Alexander went into the desert to visit
the temple, which was the most famous of all Egyptian temples - the
temple of Zeus Ammon. In this expanse of the desert there was no
tract and the road-marks to guide the travellers all had been
obliterated by the wind. Miraculous guidance vouchsafed to the
favourite of the god led AleXander to the temple. Ptolemy son of
Legus who later became the governor of Egypt and Libya, recorded
in his memoirs that two snakes moved in front of the troops and
showed the way, while Aristobulus, another companion of the King
spoke of the guidance of two crows.®® Obviously, all these were
incontrovertible evidences that Alexander was not the man in
question — the Qur'anic Zulgarnain. Furthermore, we were fumnished
with more details by James Henry Breasltcd. He wrote that: ... .
Early in his conquest of Egypt, while he was founding the city
of Alexandria in the Western Delta, we learn, that, ‘a longing
came upon him,' to consult the famous oracle of Ammon in the
Sahara Desert? Here in the vast solitude Alexander entered the
Holy Place alone. No one knew what took piace there but he
was greeted by the High Priest of the temple as the son of Zeus
Ammon. All Greece heard of this remarkabie occurrence, but
the Hellenes had to wait some years before they learned what it
all meant.’® L o AR AR
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On further reflection, this appeared to be a reactivation of the
cause but not the cause. Because since childhood, Alexander had
identified his ancestry with (he gods, as such his global conquests
were aimed at making this identification a reality. The raison d'etre
for his ruthless battles was to achieve godhead status or divinity. He
only used the spread of Hellenism as a smokescreen. He had
harboured this ambition for years; yet it became so difficult to
achieve. Both the Macedonians and the Persians had considered his
self-imposed divinity as preposterous. Many of his own comradces
had paid for their frankness and valour for adamantly refusing to
comply with his royal decree. "This superhuman status of the world
King Alexander.," said Breasted, “was gained at a tragic cost to
Alexander, the Macedonian youths and to the group of friends and
followers about him?”*' An outrageous claim that was attended with
many SEVEre CONSeqUENCEs. o .. .-,

Consequences of his claim to Divinity

Four years after the young King had proclaimed himself a god; yet
this divine status still lacked outward and visible manifestations.
His companions and friends and the rest of his followers had
refused to conform to his royal request: “That all who approach him
on official occasion should bow down to the earth and kiss his feet,”
since they considered this as outrageous. Similarly, his formal
notification to all the Greek cities that the League of States of which
he had been the head was dissolved. And that he was henceforth to
be officially numbered among the gods of each city; and that as such
he was to receive the state offerings which each city presented.*
But Hephaestion, in order to bend the rigid stance of the Greeks,
organised a King's banquet, where he intended to make the king's
guests at the banquet obey Alexander's policy of prostration before
him. It was arranged that all the banquetters, would arise one by onc
arid prostrate before Alexander, and would then be blessed by the
King in appreciation. '
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7 Most of the Greeks were pliant enough to comply with the
Obeisance because they had no choice or alternative, Because
-Alexander was like a pendulum swinging between the Hellenes and
the Hellimsed barbarians. they fcared that if they rctused his
bidding, they risked losing him altogether to their rivals. But
Callisthenes of Olynthus, a prominent man of letters and a nephew
10 Aristotle. stood against it and drew to himself the king’s
displeasure by his refusal to condescend and the utterances of bold
truth. Because when it was the turn of Callisthenes. he disdainfully
gefied the obeisance. He simply drank his cup of wine and with
dignity went straight to be kissed by the king without doing the
obcisance. Alexander, flabbergasted as he was, refused to kiss him
and turned away. saying, "I go the poorer by a kiss!" To the chagrin
of all. the well lecarned men he had remained wunruffled.
Undoubtedly. incidence of this kind created a coolness between the
king and his historian.”? As an erudite scholar, Callisthenes. had
commanded the respect of the noble Macedonian youths and he
believed in death before dishonour. Callisthencs, was then charged
with being an accomplice in the Hermolaus plot to kill Alexander,
because the plotter was one of the warmest admirers of this learned
Greek. Callisthenes was ruthlessly hanged, probably, because
Alexander suspected him as an agent of the anti-Macedonian party
in Greece. This was untrue because at that time he was composing a
historical account of the campaigns of the great king whose exploits
he lauded, but as a result of his death, it was lost in antiquity. He
remained loyal to the king but the oriental policy of Alexander, his
claim of divinity were most unpoputlar with the Macedonians. The-
historical account of his campaigns died with the execution of this
historian. . .+ ' b R

In his desire 10 enforce his will on the Greeks, he first dissolved
the Greek League of States, which Philip had founded and he had
re-cstablished. He apparently thought its dissolution would perhaps
soften the adamant Greeks to his servitude, but understandably it



- only added salt to injury. Philotus son of Parmenio, a friend to the
King and a gallant fighter was among those who had first attacked
this pelicy with truth and frankness. He was said to have asked:
“"Why should the blood of so many thousands be shed to gratify the
obsessions of one man who had disowned his father and has sought
his kinship with the gods?" He was charged with treason and killed.
His father Permenio, a close friend of Philip and a loyal general to
the young King was implicated in this treasonable felony, while
guarding the Persian treasure at Ecbatana he was ordered to be
killed.® = - Co o

. Bury and Mciggs stated that it was at Prophthasia, the capital of
the Drangiana that it came to Alexander’s ear that Philotas, the son
of Parmenio was conspiring against his life. He immediately
summoned a ymecting with the Macedonians and stated his charge
against his general. [t was a kind of public trial, in which Philotus
admitted the knowledge of a coup plan but said nothing about it. He
was grisly pierced with javelins and with the death of the son, it was
perceived as dangerous to let the father live. It was immaterial
whether he was involved in the treason or not, a messenger was sent
to Media with an instruction to put the old general to death.
- Although Alexander always tried to win public sympathy by
summoning meetings for trials to whip up their sentiments, the plot
against him continued unabated. Alexander became more and more
murderous and his cruelty became increasingly severe, when he
realised that his life ambition was becoming more elusive. Even his
devoted friends could neither revere nor pay him homage, despite
the absolute monarchy and the divine rights of the King he had
newly introduced into Europe, yet he could not achieve his much
coveted aim. Co

As a result, he became more desperate as he took many
measures aimed primarily at satisfying his megalomania for power,
a vanity he was so drunk with, and this burning ambition could only
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be smouldered with supethuman honour. But his old comrades

refused to give him this recognition and several of them paid for

their brutish Macedonian frankness with their lives. When he

realised the resolute stand in their opposition, he then alienated

them completely. After all he was in the vantage position both as .
their 'god’ and their king with divine rights. Alexander suddenly

changed like a chameleon, from a Macedonian to a Persian both in

manner and in dress.

In this attempt to embitter his people, he always dressed in
Persian, robes and attire. Finally, to put them to shame and ridicule,
he introduced a policy of 'No Victor, No Vanquished' in a New
World Order, The vanquished Persians were, thercfore, treated as .
equals with their victors — the Macedonians. Indeed, they were even
more favoured. The Macedonians were, therefore, alienated by
deification and internationalism.* The tragic consequences of such
a policy were inevitable and fatal. Yet, his ambition became farther
from being achieved, because in this contest neither the king nor the

subjects caved in. . - o e e AT T

Alexander was unflinching in his quest for divinity. He
demanded that all the Greeks at home should recognise his divinity.
With this support at home at least, he thought the Greeks in the
foreign lands would throw in the towel. Sparta was, however,
reported to be indifferent to his claim. They responded with: "We
allow Alexander to call himself a god, if he likes." They sensed
rightly that with their troops in foreign lands it would be unwise to
attack the politics of Alexander's divinity at home. It would be
tantamount to shooting him down at the backs, after all, he was
projecting the interests of Greece to greater heights, so let him be
whatever he had chosen to be, the overall benefits were for the
Greeks. In fact, they argued that there was no sensible man at
Athens who would have thought of objecting to it, even the bitterest
enemy of the land would have allowed him to be "the son of Zeus or

- I i
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~ Poseidon or whomever he chose."® Obviously, for economic and
political expediencies, Alexander was tolerated to be what he
wanted to be, so long as Greece got the Persian gold and wealth, and
Greeks replaced the Persians in the international scheme of things.

Thus, it was accepted that; "there was no incongruity in their
officially acknowledging his divinity."’” Greece was a materialistic
nation so Alexander gave them a whiff of money. Through the
conquests of Alexander, Greece had become the ruler of the world
and consequently was powerful and enormously wealthy. They were
very ready to do Alexander's bidding. A reward with divinity was
not too much a reciprocation. Because ever since the days, in which
"Homeric king was honoured as a god by the people,” therc was
nothing offensive or outlandish to a Greek ear in predicting godhead
of a revered sovereign or master,” they averred.*®

.Thus, Alexander's divinity at home was neither accepted nor
rejected for obvious reasons. Because he had paid for the piper, he
was to dictate the tune. The Greeks at home were forced to tolerate
or to become disinterested in his claim, what they would under
normal circumstances have rejected vehemently. The purveyors of
“accept Alexander as god," therefore, preached their gospel
unmolested. Having been whipped with money the Greeks at home
were foisted with his divinity. Alter all, divine honours had been
paid to Lysander, and the Greeks, in complying with Alexander's
desire, did not commit themselves more than the pupil of academy
who erected an altar to his master Plato.®® In this “politics of
divinity,” Alexander had successfully secured his home base. He
could even brag to the Greeks in the foreign larids that they should
as well reject what their parents had meritoriously accepted at home.
But it was the Macedonian soldiers who were caught between the
sea and the devil. Back at home, people thought they were enjoying
the best of the two worlds, being with the Great king, while they
were actually starving in the midst of plenty, and were relegated to
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the background because the King listened more to his Hellenised
barbarians than to his compatriots. These Grecks in the foreign
lands were in a betler position to appraise the king's claim of
divinity. They outright considered it outlandish and rejected it
altogether; it was a dangerous game played between the army and its
general, but the general had held the four aces. -

Clitus, was Alexander's childhood friend and a brother to his
childhood nurse. He at the battle of Granicus had saved his life but
could not control his grief and indignation at both Alexander's life-
style and his political course.’® At a royal feast he was said to have
heaped unbridicd reproaches upon his friend and his King for his
abominable claim of superhuman god.”' He was appalled at his
transformation, which he considered outrageous. He was so

. indignant at his master and foster brother, but Alexander was a man
so easily given to irascibility; their confrontation, therefore, ended
with a fatal result. The master was so provoked to fury yet he called
his chum, brother' but Clitus replied sarcastically "¢an | be a brother
to a god?"

Martin Roberts had also reported the altercation between the
two brothers more vividly. In his characteristic braggadocio,
Alexander, started boasting of his achievements as a commander,
even though everybody was discontent with his policy of alienation.
It became very unbearable, so Clitus, a tough old Macedonian
general had to call the King to order with characteristic frankness
and candour. He said: “It is by the bicod of Macedonians and by
these wounds of ours, he said that you have risen so high. He then
added, and you reject your real father Philip of Macedoma and
claim the god Ammon as your father.” - .~ v . o s e ‘-’.* T

The criticism of his claims to be god further angered the ng
- who became exasperated and made some sneering remarks about
Macedonian stupidity aside to one of his companions. Clitus, again
punched the self-appointed god with more scurrilous attacks, he
roared: .
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Say what you mean openly, or stop dining with men who are
" free and speak their minds. Content yourself rather with slaves
" and barbarian creatures, who lie flat on the floor in front of you
~ 5 in your white robe and Persian sash."

i

 Clitus continued his acerbity, "It was from the blood and the
womb of Macedonians that you have grown so great," he added.
And referring to Alexander's discredited lopsided state policy, he
bragged that: "We are the victors not the Persians.” This had shown
that the Macedonians were embitiered with their alienation, which
was indeed very humiliating. Clitus was therefore, speaking with
their voice. He was the only one who could speak to the King so
frankly. But he was too unguarded in his criticisms of the King and
had finally accused him thus: "you have disclaimed your father as
you passed yourself up as a son of god. Can one man take the
trophies won by thousands?" he gueried. In fact, this was the most
daring altercation Alexander had ever encountered. These pungent
criticisms directed at his person, was considered a move by his
Macedonian Comrades, not only to reduce him to size, but also to
cast shadow upon his glory. He was deviously reminded that a
leopard could not change its skin. He remained a full-blooded
Macedontan, as far as they were concerned. It was unfathomable
that he suddenly became a superhuman. After all, it was by the dint
of their hard labour and their sweat that he became so great. His
present status was not achieved by miracle wrought by a mighty god
but by the contribution of the thousands of Macedonian soldiers,
both slain and alive. They, therefore, deserved to be treated with
dignity and respect, not to be merely truncated as equals to the
vanquished Persians. But the great King had resolved to claim for
himself the trophy won by thousands, so he viewed these criticisms
as too serious and damaging and ruthlessly took a step to deal with
anyone trying to cast a shadow upon his coveted glory. So in a
furious rage, he quickly seized a spear from a guard and thrust it
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through the bosom of the man to whom he owed his life. And
_instantaneously, he was struck with remorse and grief, as he knell
"down upon the dead body of Clitus, weeping profusely.

According to Bury and Meiggs, this incident happened in 327
BC the first months of Alexander at Samarcand, when there were

feelings of discontent among the close companions of Alexander "~
and as a result, there was a rebellious movement in Sogdiana. It was .~
for this reason that he came over the Oxus again, before the winter

was over to spend some time in Samarcand. The Macedonian
conqueror was expecting mutiny within his army. His estranged
friends and companies now had a mouthpiece. One night; in the
fortress of Samarcand the carouse lasted far into the night,
Alexander, in pomp and pageantry was surrounded by Greek men of
letters who accompanied the army, sang praises of Alexander,
exalting him above Dioscuri the god whose feast he was celebrating
on this fateful day. He was surely enjoying himself because most of
the celebrities were in drunken revelry and full of his panegyrics, it
was joie de vivre for all. Then the contumacious Clitus, flushed with
wine, suddenly sprang up to denounce the blasphemy of Alexander's
claim to divinity. He was exasperated and the-current of his anger
swept him into a scurrilous denunciation and disparagement of
"god"” Alexander. Though drunk, Clitus, was not out of his senses,
he drank only to get the Dutch courage to speak with the voice of
the Macedonian soldiers, about their rejection of the turn of events.
So he talked with frankness and to the point. He said, "It was to the
Macedonian, to men like Parmenio and Philotus that you owed your
victories." Clitus, even boasted that he owed him gratitude for
saving his life in the battle of Granicus, as he should bear gratitude
to alt the Macedonians. Alexander, could not hold his temper
because these scurrilous attacks were too sharp and pungent, he was
moved to fury. He started to move to his feet and called in
Macedonians for his hypaspists. None obeyed his drunken orders,
Ptolemy and other banquetters forced Clitus out of the hall, while
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others tried to restrain the King. But Clitus made his way back and
shouted from the doorway some insulting verses of Euripidice, the
favourite Poet of the king, signifying that: "the army does the work
and the general reaps the glory. "2 This captured the truth of the
matter and Alexander was pale with anger.

The king leapt up, snatched a spear from a guardsman, and
rushed upon his foster-brother. Drunk though he was, the aim was
sure - Clitus sank in the pool of his blood dead on the ground. The
gorgeous feast, therefore, suddenly provided an unexpected scene,
as the celebrities were shocked to see Alexander the Great crying
before a dead body. One of the Persian nobles could not hide his
bewilderment, when he saw their 'god’ crying. So he asked in
derision: “Is this Alexander who cried because he had killed a man?
Can this be he who lies upon the ground crying for fear of the Lord
and the tongues of men? When he himself is the Lord, the measure
of right and wrong whatever is done by supreme power is right.”

Immediately, he was overwhelmed with remorse and agony.
Guilt held him like a vice for three days. The murderer lay in his
tent without sleep or food, cursing himseif as the assassin of his
friends.* The army sympathised with his grief but blamed him for
" he had unjustly slain his loyal friend and brother. The bug of the
tragedy was then passed to the anger of Dionysus, because the day
. was supposed to be his festival day but the festival of Dioscuri was
celebrated instead.*® But Alexander was the root cause of the
problems which beset him because he that was of man claimed to be
God. He celebrated most of the gods’ festivals so that one day his
own festival as a god would be celebrated too, He could never be
the Qur'anic Zulqarnain, R C

It had now been proven practically that Alexander who was
said to be fighting for the Macedonian glory, or for the supremacy
of Greek culture, was in reality fighting for himself. He only waited

- for the right time and opportunity to unveil his true intention. He
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used his people only to achieve his personal objective. He had now
acquired the divine status to outdo Dionysus and other Greek heroes
who were also deified. But unfortunately, he was forced to see his
own folly, as he mourned the death of Clitus, his childhood friend
and a loyal general seriously. Alexander was so bereaved that he
attempted to commit suicide. He sat for three days in seclusion in
his tent, speechless and refusing all foed, as he became a total -
recluse. He was prevented by his officers from taking l‘IIS own life.* .
The Great King wanted to commit harakiri, - - = - = Lo

Despite the terrible cost of Alexander’s, State Policy and his
" personal deification, he had wanted to pursue them to the end. He
was imbued with the desire to go on and on until in the end his
conquest proved too large to be held together. He crossed to the
Northwest India, threaded his way over the Khyber Pass and
reached river Indus. Here he won further victories, but his soldiers
refused to go any further.”’ Alexander was for the first time forced
to retreat. This was fully discussed at the beginning of this chapter.
Alexander the Great, must have died, full of envy of this virgin
‘Arabia. He was called ‘great’ because he spread Hellenistic .
eivilisation. The Greeks called themselves Hellenes and their'
civilisation Hellenic. He intermixed Greek culture and Asiatic,
which had eamed him the title of the 'Great'. He had no doubt made
some lofty achievements; three of the most famous cities founded
by him or through his efforts were Alexandria, Antioch and
Pergamus. These added to 'Hellenistic (which means rather like the
Greek or Hellemc) cmhsatwn, Alcxander was indeed Great

e 1{* At , R R N

_ TR
Alexander reaped the whirlwind ' -
“Nemesis is said to be a recoil of nature...” The truism of thls
aphorism was depicted in the historical account of Alexander — who
destroyed many families on his way to power. His own family, was
in like manner destroyed. It was a family lacking in moral and
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religious training but full of jealousy and savagery. The ruthless
haired in his undomesticated Olumpias and Eurydice, the prototype
of the equally barbarous and cruel Fredegonde and Brunhild were
the cause of the final destruction of the royal family after the death
of Alexander. “Olympias returned suddenly to Macedonia from
Epirus,” Sykes said, “and contrive to seize Philip Arrhidacus and his
intriguing wife, Eurydice. With savage cruelty she put them to
torture and finally, death, Philip being shot with arrows and
Eurydice being graciously permitted to hang her self.™*? Meanwhile,
Roxana, Alexander’s first wife had enticed her mate Statira, the
daughter of Darius Codomantius, to Babylon, where she murdered
her, and her own position was shortly afterwards strengthened by
the birth of a son known as King Alexander.*® '

i . The - destruction of the family continued as the rivalry and
beastly behaviour amongst the members of the royal family were
intensified. The vicious old Queen made hundreds of arrests of the
followers of Antipater and his family, all she mercilessly killed.
When Cassander, who having married a daughter of Philip and an
aspirant to the throne returned, the tide turned against Olympias.
She was besieged and captured in Pudna, where she was stoned to
" death, according to the ancient law, in revenge for many inhuman
crimes she committed. Cassander, kept the young Alexander and his
mother Roxana in his custody as prisoners for a few years. But in
311 BC owing to the rising agitation among the people, he
murdered the son of Alexander the Great, whose fate, Sykes said
was one of the most pathetic story in history.”' Similarly, Cleopatra,
the widow Queen of Epirus, and Heracles, the illegitimate son were
also murdered in cold blood. Cassander continued to extirpate the
members of the royal family, until he had left no fear of a hostile
«claimant to the throne or who could boast that he was a royal
descendant. But what the usurper did in a minute degree, was what
Alexander the Great did in a major degree, destruction of families
for the love of power. Thus, the Macedonian King had sown the
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wind and reaped the whirlwind. This was the unfortunate account of
Alexander’s family; “He who sows the wind will reap the
whirlwind.” This is an everlasting truth. So, he was not the
Zulgarnain mentioned in the Holy Qur'an. He was not religious in
the Islamic sense of the word. It was pertinent to know the religious
belief of this Macedonian warlord. This is discussed in the next
chapter, even though it was difficult to reconstruct what rehblon
was in the Greek concept. .+ )

S

An understanding of Greclan gods, as objects of worship in
-relation to man as the worshipper was an intercsting one. Even how
this religion evolved was difficult to fathom. Primitive Greek men
prior to the Homeric songs thought that the trees and springs, the
stones and hilltops, the birds and beasts were creatures possessed of
strange and uncanny powers. Then spirits were thought to be lurking
in dark recesses of the earth with powers to make grain sprout and
the trees flourish; spirits were also believed to control the sea and
the sky. These various spirits with varying responsibilities were
appeased by men to win their favours and thwart their, wrath. This
attitude slowly gave rise to worship and its customs. Then Greeks
brought Zeus the sky god into the Aegean world whom they had
already worshipped in the pre-Homeric era on the grassland.
According to Breasted he had different names: In one valley they
called him rain giver; in another, thunderbolt. Finally, Zeus became
an old word for "sky" when he became the highest god, supplanting
numerous gods and goddesses revered by the Greeks. Homeric
songs brought a second chapter in Greek religion, when those pre-
Homeric spirits rose to the status of gods and goddesses in the
Homeric songs. But with human form and qualities. Thus, Zeus the
Sky god with lightning thunderbolt in his hands as weapon ruled the
rest of the gods and goddesses. Thus, with this preview we enter the
world of the Grecian gods. The belief in these Grecian gods had
been the religion of most Europeans, even today, some worship or
appease these gods in one form or another. A belief. in One God and .
in Revelation were Eastern in origin, hence. were foreign o the
West. _ 85 e
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And those whom they invoke besides Allah create nothing and
are themselves created. . _ ey

- Surat an-Nahl 'i‘!"u
If cattle and horses and lions had hands, or could draw with S
their hands and make works like men, the horses will render the  *%¢ _
shapes of the gods as horses, the cattle as cattle; each would  ';.z;
depict their bodies like his own. T

e e Co I U ST
"he Greeks unlike the Persians and the Hebrews did not believe
in One God but in many gods. Their stories and their gods
were collected in 850 BC and written down by a blind poet called
. Homer.' His collections consisted of the Homeric poems, the Iliad
and the Odyssey. The Iliad was a story about the siege of Troy by
the Grecks, an event which was said to have taken place in 1200
BC. But many stories and details contained in the Iliad were not
historical realitics. They were the invention of Homer and other
bards. Greeks, who rejected Revealed Knowledge believed in this
spurious fabrications by men instead. The Odyssey dealt with many
adventures of Odysseus, a famous Greek captain on his ten-year
voyage home after Troy had fallen. It was not certain whether the
Homeric epics, the Iliad and the Odyssey were writtén down by the
same poet. The balance of probability seemed to be so. In both
poems, the gods and the goddesses intervened in the affairs of the
human characters and were portrayed as full of human failings
quarrelling among themselves, jealously protecting their favourite
men and women and persecuting those who have offended them.”

- Xenophanes

Consequently, they worshipped a multitude of gods who they
believed were human in form and lived in various parts of the
world. They shared many things in common with humans but
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radically differed from them because of their immortality, which
made them divine. Homer and other writers gave images of some of
these gods who held court on Mount Olympus in Thessaly, the
highest peak in Greece. In addition to their immortality, these gods
possessed eternal youthtuiness because they fed on ambrosias — a
heavenly food, and drink nectar, which bestowed.them with
everlasting youthfulness. They also had the power to assume both
human and animal forms to intervene in the worldly affairs of men,
punishing or assisting them pecrsonally by the use of miracles. So
men worshipped them and tried to be at peace with all of them.
Whenever they quarrelled amongst themselves, Zeus settled their
disputes. His wifc and sister, Hera, was the guardian of women and
marriage. Zeus' sons and daughters were: Apollo, god of the Sun,
music, medicine and divinations and his twin sister Artemis, a
hunting goddess identified with the moon; beautiful Aphrodite,
goddess of sexual lovc: Hermes the god of travellers, and Ares the
warrior; Athena, a virgin without mother sprang from the head of
Zeus because he s*wallowcd her molher She symbollscd intelligence
and was patron of artisans.’ '

There was no gainsaying the fact lhat Alexandcr was a mushrik,
a polytheist ahd a zealot idolater whose global conquests were
marked with brutality as they were irreligious. Consequently, he was
not a just, humane and a rightcous lcader. The claim that he was
represented in the Ethiopic traditional stories as a great Prophet was
very irrational. After all, traditional stories were often full of myths,
legends and falsehood concocted to achieve a predetermined end. In
like manner, in the Calendars of the Saints of the Coptic Church,
both in Egypt and Ethiopia, Pontius Pilate the pagan Romuin
Governor and his wife appeared as 'saints.” Therefore, a traditional
story was not a statement of fact and could not be treated as such.
The Greeks never thought in credal terms. Religion was a matter of
actions and right relationships, not beliefs. As a matter of fact, it
was very difficult to even translate the word 'religion’, in the manner
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we came to use it in Greek. You have only to say something like the
v'worship of the gods." There was no word for creed or a
\l}nonotheistic concept of the Almighty God. The aim of religious
activity was to secure the pax deorum, which literally means ‘the
peace of the gods' or 'the favour of the gods'® This concept was

therefore, antithetical to Islam.

The Greeks had recognised in their Pantheon, Zeus Ammon as
their supreme god, the greatest of the twelve gods. These gods
included: Zeus, Artemis, Ares, Aphrodite, Hermes, Athcna,
Hephaestus, Hestia, Hera, Poseidon, Demeter and Pluto, Alexander,
had identified with Zeus as his father the supreme god of the sky.
He was the most predominant in power and the greatest of all the
gods. Zeus' might and power were described in Homer Iliad 8:18-
27, thus:

Come, you gods have a try, then you'll all know. Dangle & rope

of gold from sky. All you gods and all goddesses take hold of it.

You would not have the strength to pull to earth. Zeus, who is

supreme in wisdom-not forall your efforts. But when once 1 was

of a mind to pull you up I should, Earth Sea, and all, binding the ~ #:5. ©
tope round the peak of Olympus and leaving everything o ©p
suspended in mid air. So far | am superior to gods and men, '

Zeus, the father of Alexander the Great was the supreme god
becausc he was the god of the sky. The sky was all seeing and
impartial because sun shines and the rain falls upon all men alike.
The sky gods and sun gods were thus gods for ensuring
righteousness and Zeus in Greece (Jupiter among the Romans) had
all these functions. So in addition to his supremacy of strength he
was gracious too. A festival was therefore celebrated once in four
years called the Zeus Festival at Olympia. It was a festival full of
celebrations and revered by all the Greeks.® Zeus, was superior to all
the gods, because the sky was conceived as male (Zeus) lying above
the earth (Hera) as female, and the rain coming from the sky was his
semen which impregnated the Earth and cnabled her to give birth or
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produce fruits in due season. It was also the semen of god Zeus that
we drank to survive too, he was no doubt superior to gods and .
mortal men. This was because il Zeus did not copulate with Hera,
there would be no food and vegetation for men and beasts in the
wilderness. Then man must be at peace with the gods and more
specifically with Zeus. Aeschylus (525-456 BC) the Athenian
dramatist, and the first and greatest tragedian made the goddess of
sexual love Aphrodite, say this: -

The Pure Heaven is passionate to piece the Earth; Passion grips
the Earth to enjoy marriage. Rain falls from the bridegroom
Heaven and makes Earth pregnant; she bears for mankind
pasture of flocks and Demeter gift of life. From the moisture of
their marriage the tree in season come to full growth. In all this
1 share. (Aeschylus, The Danaids, fr.44 Athenaeus 13,600 B).”

Zeus's consort Hera, the mother goddess of powerful Argos,
became his Jawful wedded wife. A sky god was naturally
worshipped on mountains, and Zeus took the highcst mountain
Olympus as his palace. With a sanctuary later on one of the lower
peaks, though, he found many other throncs at Argos, on mountain
Coressus at Ephesus and on two mountains at Antioch, for
example.® And Alexander mother's name was Olympias, perhaps,
named aftcr the holy mountain Olympus. She could again be Zcus's
wife because he gave birth to his son "a god,' Alexander because
Zeus was a god of many wives. The sacred marriage was found in
different forms all over the Greek world. For example, at the
Festival of the Daedala at Plataea in Boeotia, a wooden image was
brought in a carriage arrayed with Zeus. In the Athenian festival of
the Anthesteria there was a sacred marriage between the god
Dionysus and the wife of the Priest-King. Thus, sacred marriages
abound within the religious beliefs of Alexander the Great and the
Grecks, who believed them.

Hera, Zeus's consort, was the earth mother. The name simply
means ‘Our Lady' the mistress. She was the great deity of the plain

-9



of Argos, which was the earliest power centre of mainland Greece.
She became the wife of Zeus and naturally revered as a goddess of <
women and marriage. Alexander did not have such a sacred
wedding and that was perhaps because his ambition of becoming a
god was scuttled early enough. 1ie should have no doubt engaged in
such a holy matrimony.

Zeus, made other marriages. Zeus's marriage with Metis was as
a result of a quarrcl between him and his lawful wife Hera. Having
consummated his marriage with Metis, which means 'Resource;
Zeus took the titan Themis, which means ‘order’ as his second wife,
There were reasons behind his marriages. These two marriages
complemented one another, each helping to guarantee the
suprcmacy of Zeus, the new king of the god- This was because all
the wives had oracular powers, eacl. with knowledge
comprehending the whole sweep of time. Each, by virtue of her
relationship with Earth, enjoyed certain powers that were said to
ante-date both the reign and the very birth of Zeus. So he skilfully
manoeuvred to marry each of them to usurp their powers to ascend
as the greatest of all the gods. Through bribery and deception he
succeeded in taking them into wedlock. Themis; the oianiscient,
represented in the world of the gods, stability, continuity, regularity,
the permanence of order, and the cycle of recurring seasons. She
was the mother of the Horai. {(Hesiod, Theogony 901-6). Zeus,
therefore, married her to craftily gain all her powers in his bid to
become the supreme god above all.

Zeus, had just overthrown Cronus and upset the old order, so he
married Metis. He married her only to render him services and to
provide him with the wherewithal to establish an entirely a new
order.” But Metis was a threat to any established order by marrying,
mastering and swallowing Metis and Zeus revealed that he was not
a king, a mere king; he became a sovereignty itself. All her powers
were now inside Zeus and he became more powerful. He was full of
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guile to seduce Metis. Zeus escaped to a safe place remote from
Hera his lawful wife, in order to make love to Metis, and then
deceiving her despite all her knowledge, laid hands on her and
swallowed her. He set her deep into his belly for fear that she might
give birth to a child mightier than the thunderbolt. He swallowed
her when she was carrying his baby, Athena, whom Zeus later gave
birth to from his head, on the steep banks of the river Triton while
Metis remained hidden within his belly ever since.'® But how was
he able to achieve this feat? Zeus deceived her mind by the use of a
trick, by dint of cunning words and so he was able to put her in his
belly (Theogony, 889-90). Although this could not have been easy,
because a scholar claimed that Metis could transform herself into
any shape she liked but Zeus swallowed her "after' confusing her and
making her small (Hesiod: Theogony 886, p.110 di Gregorio).

In marrying Themis, on the other hand, Zeus rendered
permanent and sacrosanct the rules he just decreed and his
redistribution of honours and privileges. He could now control the
fate of men both for good and bad. His double marriages, therefore
set seal upon the falling Cronus and his own accession and
precluded the possibility of any subsequent change.!' Zeus,
therefore, remained forever superior to all gods and men. Alexander
the Great believed so much in these Grecian gods, and had chosen
the supreme god Zeus Ammon, as his father. After his death, his
portraits appeared regularly on coins. A silver tetradrachm dated
290 BC was discovered. It showed Alexander as god with Zeus
Ammon ram's horn growing from his head. It was minted in
Pergamum for Lysimachus, King of Thrace.'? The great king must
have imitated Philip who had a figure of Hercules as his ancestor
stamped on his coins. It was now an incontrovertible fact that
Alexander was a mushrik, a polytheistic zealot. Thus, he must be
obliterated from all the sacred books of Istam.

Having known the historical Alexander in toto, no doubt, one
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would be appalled at his identification as the Zulgarnain mentioned
in the Amazing Revelation. One would also want to know the
reasons for this choice of an illegal member to the commonwealth
of the Faithful. However, in our condemnation of Alexander as a
polytheist, we were not saying that all the ancient Greeks were
heathens. Doing so, would be a contravention of Islamic teachings
and principles. For instance, Socrates, appeared to be a Warner, sent
to them with a Divine Philosophy which they rejected outright. And
as Cicero, the Roman famous orator and statesman aptly described
him succinctly thus: "Socrates brought philosophy from the
heavens."

LRSS DR S o N x H RFTINetY -’;'.-'?-.f-

Socrates (470-399 BC)
The Greeks could not altogether be pigeon-holed as a nation of
polytheists who only believed in pleasing and appeasing their
pantheon, a practice described as Pax deorum. Because doing so
would be tantamount to controverting the teaching of Istam, which
taught that ever since peoples innovated the dogma of polytheism or
- Shirk, Allah (swt) had been sending Prophets and Apostles, inviting
them to the worship of One God or A/ tawhid Each Prophet taught
his own people how to worship the Supreme God alone without
ascribing partners unto Him. He, thergfore, brought them from
darkness of polytheism into the light of monotheism. In this respect
the Holy Qur'an said: :
For We assuredly.lsent Amorfgst e\.réry People a Messeﬁgé}. o
{with the command) "serve Allah, and eschew Evil." Of the

people were some who Allah guided, and some on whom Error
became inevitably (established) (Q.16:36). e

Therefore, the Greek nation could not be an exception to this
Divine Injunction. In clear terms, Socrates condemned his people's
gods and told them point blank: "Worship God and shun all these
false gods." Because the Most Gracious, Most Merciful One had
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sent human Messengers to every nation to call their attention to do
Good and to eschew Evil. So no nation could claim that Allah (swt)
had abandoned them or that He did not care about them in His
universal Divine scheme of Salvation. While some peoples accepted
the guidance of the divine Grace, others surrendered themselves to
Evil, which gripped them like the Greek nation. Although, it was
difficult to find among the Greek philosophers onc fitting the
genuine description of a Prophet, Socrates appeared distinctly to be
an exception. LI

Socrates wrote no books but the influence of his life and
teaching had been immeasurable, and would ever rcmain a
Prophetic mission 1o the Athenians and to the Greek nation in
general. For instance, he was known to have said that he was not the
only one from God who had been the recipient of revelation but
there had been many great men before him who did the same to
bring Divine message to men. He was the son of a stone cutter or
small sculptor, named Sophronogus. Socrates was an ill-clothed and
not so good looking person, quite a poor man, who walked the
streets of Athens barefoot dressed in very plain and homely clothes,
Though, poor in worldly wealth and outward appearance, he was
more than compensated in richness in the possession of a great mind
with excellent characters; most Prophets appeared to be like this.
Greeks were known for philosophy, so God sent to them a great
philosopher of their own. This word "Philosopher” really means a
lover of wisdom, a person who tries to find out things about men
and the universe by observing and reflecting over them. The people
of Greece were known to excel in this field and were renowned and
respected for the quest of knowledge of science and art.

Socrates as a Messenger of God to his people did not put his
thoughts down in writing neither did he bring with him a Holy
Scripture but like Jesus Christ, he spread his message mostly among
the poor. He employed the use of Dialogue in the spread of his
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message in which he discussed freely with people in the streets, the
market places or the gymnasiums and wherever people gathered, he
spread his Divine philosophy through discussions. Through
individual and group discussions, he made people see the errors of
their ways and thoughts by questioning them until they were unable
to answer or until they had realised their own folly. He was
accustomed to stand about the market place all day long éngaging in
conversation with anyone he met punching him with reasonable
questions until he was subdued to see 'reasons’. This method was
very effective and its impact far reaching as the Athenian citizens
claimed that his questions often left them bewildered and in a very
confused state of mind, because he reasonably dispelled everything
they had perceived as settled. The centre of his attack was the
Grecian gods. The central theme of his teaching 'as the affirmation
of Divine Unity in derogation of the Grecian gods. This had angered
the Athenian Aristocracy and the clergy who viewcd his teachings
as dangerous and a serious threat to their pantheon. He remained
undaunted in his crusade against these powerful polytheists, as
every fibre of his monotheist personality throbbed with the life and
spirit of a devotee to One God. So he was unique jn Athens and
beyond. In this respect, Ahmad had this to say:

ke g

His belief in the Unity of God was unshakeable; his defiance of

the plurality of Greek mythology was uncompromising. Virtue, .. ., .

knowledge, truth and eradication of all contradictions from
One's person, were the subjects of his life long dedicarion. His
whole life was itself a holy war against evil, ignorance and
duality in man, He believed in absolute justice and the
consequent punishment or reward. Readily he gave up his life :
with such a peace of mind and tranquillity of soul, on the altar " ' .
of his conviction in the unity of God as behoves any great .
Prophet of God." T S RO

Socrates was the personification of the best and highest in
Greek genius and the noblest of all her philosophers. He was
endowed with prophetic qualities; unassuming, altruistic and
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without any political ambition of any kind, because the kingdom he
preached was not of this world but of the Hereafter. He believed that
the citizens of the state, could only be purified and saved through
education of the mind to understand and recognise virtue and
right.' Faith in Supra-physical Reality and the Mcreafter was
essential for the attainment of salvation. This was theistic as
opposed o deistic faith associated with the Grecian gods. To
Socrates, belief in Revelation was imperative towards the
attainment of true knowledge. His supreme achievement lay in this
unshakeable belief and conviction that the human mind was able to
recognise; perceive and determine what were virtuous and right,
truth and honesty, beauty and all other great ideas, which meant so

-

much to human life. <6 . v LN L B

To Socrates these ideas had Reality: He taught by keen
questioning and discussion that it was possible to reject error and
discern Reality. He was unlike his people the Athenians he had his
fellowship with this Realiry.” As he showed himself a deeply
religious man like the Hebrew Prophets, there was a voice within
him calling him to his mission.'® Socrates, therefore, unequivocally
condemned the Grecian gods of his people, saying that the stories
about them were not true and should not be believed. He went
further than that when he said the old way and laws of the Athenians
were not good because they were old and did not agree with what
was really right."’ _ o

As a great Philosopher. his teachings and preaching were highly
philosophical but his people understood them very well. He deeried
the use of old ways and laws of the Athenians because they were
paganic and there was no way they could be thought to be night
because what was wrong could never be right. He was adjudged to
be right and the wisest because when the Delphian Oracle was asked
who was the wisest of the living it responded with the name of
Socrates.'t He was therefore, the best man 10 tell the Athenians the
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New Ways and the Laws of God. His keen questions cast doubt
upon all the old beliefs, the beliefs in the false gods. Like Jesus
Christ, Socrates was grossly and often deliberately misunderstood,
misrepresented and his teachings perverted. Yet, his greatness was
" unequalled nor surpassed. His fame, therefore, spread far and wide.
Consequently, he was accused of polluting the minds of the
Athenian youth. He was tried and sentenced to death; * &~ L

e So the Athenians summoned Socrates to trial for corrupting the

Youth with all sorts of doubts and impious teaching. Such
examples as Alcibiades, who had been his pupils, seemed -
convincing illustrations of the viciousness of his teachings..." . S

Socrates defended himself, like Jesus Christ, against all these
false accusations. But at the end, his pious teaching was rewarded
with an impious verdict, when the Court vote. the death penalty on
the noblest of all the Greeks in history. He passed his last days in
tranquil conversation with his friends and pupils in whose presence
he drank the fatal hemlock in 399 BC. He accepted death with
serenity and calmness as he refused to cscape or to obtain his
freedom by compromising his Divine Mission of teaching Divine
philosophy. He also accepted with dignity the Athenian method of
putting people to death by drinking the poisonous hemlock, he was
at the time 70 years of age. This great Prophet shared a lot in
common with Christ, In drawing up parallels between Christ and
Socrates, Joseph Chiari stated that:

" Socrates and Christ, the onc interpreted by Plato, the other by

St. Paul, form the two basic roots of the tree of Western
civilisation. Neither of them wrote down what he said to men.
They both confined themselves to speech and to action, and
there is the vital lesson, the lesson valid for religion as well as
morality - that life is above all action. They were both
misunderstood, and thcy both based the authority of their
philosophy not on any form of mandarinism, but on the life and
actions of plain people. Christ was a carpenter and his
supporters were humble men, and Socrates tested the truth of
~his people not on Sophists, whom he despised, but on
artisans...”
99



These two great Prophets shared a lot in common. Socrates was
sent to the Greek nation and Christ to the Hebrew nation. Both had
preached monotheism among polytheists. Their religio-political
philosophy were at one with the universal trend of Divine teachings,
as there was no Prophet of God who ever revolted against the law of
the state unless it conflicted with the laws of God. It was true as
Chiari had pointedly observed that both were misunderstood and it
could be added that their missions were misrepresented and derailed
by their disciples. What Paul did to Christianity was exactly similar
to what Plato did to 'Socratismy’. Both Plato and Paul misinterpreted
the missions of their masters. Socrates and Christ had shown a lot of
forbearance in spite of many persecutions and remained
unshakeable in their faith, during the course of their mission. The
former was credited with the following statement:

.M..men of Athens | honour and love you but [ shall obey God

rather than you and while [ have life and strength 1 shall never
cease from the practice and teaching of philosophy.*!

Despite the love he had for his people, forgiving their
iniquities, yet, the Athenians condemned his teaching of Divine
philosophy, which they described as "impious and corrupting their
youth" because he condemned their Grecian gods and their heathen
laws. However, Socrates remained uncompromising in the
execution of his message. Even when he was offered a release from
the death penalty, if only he could decling from his teaching of
condemning their Olympian gods and goddesses, he adamantty
refused to recant. So Meletus, the Chief Prosecutor, insisted that he
must face the wrath of the law because his belief in One God was
tantamount to absolute athetsm and as such he must die. Socrates
accepted the verdict willingly and was unruffled. Socrates received
his cup sheepishly, irresistibly and without complaints. Here, he was
quite unlike Christ who as death approached him, he became very
much agitated and increasingly sorrowful unto death. He, seeking



for protection, prayed against his death. And he prayed in Islamic
way with his forehead on the ground or Sujdah: “And he went a
little further, and fell on his face, and prayed, saying, O my Father,
if it be possible, Let this cup pass from me: nevertheless not as 1
will, but as thou wilt.” (Matt. 26:39). ®

The action, fell on his face and prayed was an Islamic mode of
prayer or Safat and the position is called Sajdah. This statement,
nevertheless not as I will, but as thou wilt, could only be credited to-
a Muslim. Because he is by definition one who submits to the Will
of God. Here Jesus Christ had demonstrated both in speech and
Salat the mode of his prayer (Sajdah rubbing his forehead on the
ground in humility), which Jesus did, he proved to be a Muslim. But
about the nifith hour Jesus was said to have cried with a loud voice
saying "Eli, Eli lama Sabachthani?"” meaning my God, my God,
why hast thou forsaken me? It was assumed that Jesus cried out in a
loud voice while he was being crucified, thereby, rejecting his name
of Emmanue] (which means God is with us). These words could
only come from an unbeliever in God not from Emmanuel. It was
incredible that such statement should come from a Prophet of God
because Prophets never complained against His promise or action of
God Almighty. And to say God had left Jesus in the lurch in spite of
his solemn prayer was to cast shadow upon His Glory. Because the
prayer of a righteous person availeth much; and he praycd m
Sajdah, a position in which a person was nearest to God, R

Prayer being an act of showing submission and subservience to
God was given great attention by all the Prophets. Salat was the
only acceptable mode of supplication, which all men of God had
used. Jesus Christ was just following a tradition and showing the
only way to reach God through prayer was by Salat. Example of
other Prophets who performed Salat before supplication included
the following:- Abraham: "And Abram fell on his face..." (Gen.
17:3): Joshua: “And Joshua fell on his face to the earth and did
worship and..." (Joshua 5:14); Moses and Aaron: "And they fell
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upon their faces and said, O God..." (Numbers 16:20, sec also
Numbers 26:6). to mention only a few. So unlike Christ, Socrates
did not pray against his death and he was killed, while on the other
hand. Christ prayed against it and he was saved from both
crarifugium (crushing of the legs) and crucifixion. That his legs
were neither broken nor was he crucificd were historic realities,
which were coniirmed by the Holy Quran. This Holy Scripture
explicitly stated: & .- T S y
_ oo S
That they said in (boast), we killed Christ Jesus the Son of
Mary, the Apostle of God. But they killed him not. nor crueificd
him, but it was made to appear to them, and those who ditfer
therein are full of doubts, with no (certain) knowledge. But only
conjecture to follow, for of a Surety they killed him not.

(Q.4:157).

B

o

Therefore, the distinctive difference between Christ and
Socrates at the tail-end of their career was prayer. Jesus did pray to
remove the cup away from him while Socrates received his cup with
equanimity and died in peace. Even though his disciples fled when
he was allegedly captured by the Roman soldiers, his prayer had
saved him from death. And his captors were dubiously misled and
the Messiah was saved from the impending ignoble death. In
contrast, Socrates demonstrated his victory in death with the .
following imperishable words: *You may think, but for yours that
you may not sin against the God. or lightly reject his boon by
condemning me. For if you kill me you will not easily find another
like me...”™ B L T S O T

]

Thus, Socrates had deviously cursed the Greek nation, when he
sajd if they kill him, they would not easily find one like him. Yet,
they killed him, since then there was never onc like him, who even
the Oracle of Delphi had testified to be the wisest of all. There was
never anyone again who emerged to preach monotheism among the
Greeks like Socrates, the noblest of them, all. Plato, represented the
first generation who was also charged to a substantial degree with

102



Socratic spirit - philosophic and scientific discussions with stamp of
spirituality. He later played another Paul of Tarsus when he deviated
from the mainstrecam of Socratism. This was inevitable since Greece
would never have anybody like Socrates. So his teachings were
corrupted to meet the politico-religious expedlencxes of the time.
Ahmad again had this to say: T Lo G B

Socrates seems to have a very intense relationship with the
Supreme Being. His very personality is built on the pattern of  %itier
the messengers of God. Plato represents the first generation of '
his pupils. who arc also charged to a substantial degree with the

Socratic spirit. [n their philesophic and scientific discussions

there is an inevitable stamp of spirituality. But in the transitional o
period, tfrom Plato to Aristotle, we notice a perceptive decline in - g}
the idea of God playing a live and active role in the g .
phenomenon of nature, [n Aristole we do net detect any
evidence that he believed in any form of communication

between God and N'[&le'l.23 TP LTI TTR T T T PR L AU RLI S oF P2 S

Thus. a Greek philosophy emerged, which was in complete
negation of revclation and in contrast to the teachings of Divine
Philosophy by Socrates. His message through revelation was
supplanted by atheistic Greek philosophy. It was in this context,
therefore, that we should again review the stalement of the
renowned Islamic scholar who said: “Socrates spoke of the Grecian
gods, and so did Aristotle and Plato but it would be wrong to call
them idolaters or men without faith.” ’

But the crux of the matter here was to assume that all of them
had shared the same faith and spoke with the same voice about the
Olympian gods. This would be a wrong assumption. Because
Socrates spoke of these gods only to condemn them in his
aftirmation of Divine Unity. The rest could not be said to share this
monotheistic belief with him, as he held these gods in contempt and
derogation. He considered them unworthy of worship as they were
heavily dependent upon men in a symbiotic relationship of give and
take, akin to an art of commercial exchange between gods and men.
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He was petsistently scornful of Athenian worship and as a result, he
was killed. Plato on the other hand and his pupil Aristotle had
deviated from the mainstream of Socratism, which taught about the
supremacy of God, and the source of all goodness and unlike the
Grecian gods, He was indcpendent of all: "He was not in need of the
gifts of men while He was eternally besought by all." Socrates, like
a Hebrew Prophet believed that God had sent him to teach the
Athenians the New laws. From his boyhood he had heard a voice
within him, bidding him to do this, and not to do that. At the outset
his ways of life were at vartance with that of his society. He often
spoke of this voice of inspiration to his disciples. But like other
prophets of God he was described as demonically possessed; so it
was jokingly termed as the "daemon of Socrates.”

As a true man of God he shunned all forms of luxury of his
days and through his self-discipline and scrupulous living he
endured all forms of hardship and his life was toughened like a
soldier. In heat and cold he wore the same ciothing and walked
barefoot in all weathers. He was said to eat and drink very little, he
rather remained hungry most of the time, perhaps due to fasting.
According to Mary Macgregor, Xanthipe, the wife of Socrates could
not cope with the Philosopher’s ways of life. Because whilc he was
teaching wisdom in the market place, Xanthipe was at home
wondering how to feed the family because Socrates was never paid
by his disciples and, like Christ, his kingdom was not of this world.
Furthermore, he showed complete aversion to accumulation of
wealth and the materialism of his days. As a result of his excellent
behaviour he was so loved and respected by his disciples and the
Athenian youth and beyond. Crito, one of his disciples bribed the
jailer to atlow his prisoner to escape, but Socrates undaunted as ever
could not oblige and refused to flee. He did not fear death but faced
it calmly as he had faced life.?” In fact, his last words to Crito were
to remind him to pay a debt. "Crito, we owe a cock to Asclepius”,
he said, "Discharge the debt and by no means omit it." He must.
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A tnangalar, gold foundiation table of Darius from Persepolis. The
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Elamite langiidges. He preserved his records in the widely spoken languages

of his Empire.
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have owed Asclepius the legendary healer his medicai fee. Like all
men of God they never liked to die with unpaid debt. So he prodded
his disciple to ensure he paid the debt of his master. Thus, from
whatever angle you view Socrates, he was indeed a man in
communion with God Almighty. Alcibiades a favourite disciple of
the Philosopher paid this glowing tribute to his master, the noblcst
of all men in Greece. He wrote: =« . ., o+ . .-
v ¢t His absolute unlikeness to any human being that is or ever has
T been is perfectly astonishing. His are the words, which have a . -
meaning in them, and also the most divine... to the whole duty

of good and honourable man. This friends, is my praise of
Socrates,*® o _ -

Socrates’ love and affection of his disciples stemmed only from
his conscious behaviour, Because his love was not a materialistic but
a spiritualistic one. In his show of affection to Alcibiades, the
Divine Philosopher said; "I only love you, whereas other men love
what belongs to you, and your beauty, which is not you, is fading
away, just as your true self is beginning to doom. And I will never
desert you, if you are spoiled and deformed by the Athenian people:
for the danger, which I must fear, is that you will become a lover of
the people, and will be spoiled by them. Many a noble Athenian has
been ruined in this way.">’ This show of love was in line with
Prophetic advice; "Love someone because of God and conversely."
Socrates would continue to love his disciple so long as this disciple
continued to love and obey God Almighty. But when he became
corrupted by the Athenian people to become a polytheist, his love of
his disciple would cease henceforth. Because any love based on
outward appearance or material gain was doomed to fade. A love,
however, based on faith and sincerity in God would remain forever
long lasting. Socrates, was undoubtedly a man of God who was sent
to a highly materialistic people and polytheists to the core. His ways
of life and message were abhormrent to the generality of Athenians.
The trial and travails of this man of God showed the perils faced by
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those assigned to preach monotheism. Although his values were
recognised to be of high premium, yet he was killed because of his
affirmation of Divine Unity. He kept the Grecian gods in contempt
and in derogation. Even after death his original discourses on Faith
and Revelation were obliterated, as his kangaroo trial would show.

The Trial of Socrates :

The trial and execution of Socrates was the worst travesty of justice
in the history of ancient world and hence the worst abuse of
fundamental human right. He was denied freedom of religious belief
and practice in the city of Athens. [is accusation that he was
corrupting the minds of the youth was baseless. The youth who had
listened to and were appreciative of his teachings knew better
because they learnt a lot from the riches and wealth of his
knowledge. He insisted that the youth should show good virtues and
truthtulness in all their social intercourse. More importantly, they
must shun the old Athenian ways and laws and follow the New
ways, which were in accordance with Divine Laws. He was inspired
to tell all who cared to listen that the Grecian gods were false gods.
This was what precisely had cost him his life. ‘ '

The trial of one man — the noblest of all in Greece — against his
nation was heard in a court of 501 Judges; the King Archon
presiding. The old Divine Philosopher was found guilty by a
majority of 60. It was a monstrous victory of evil over good and of
falsehood over the truth. But Socrates had surprised the people by
remaining in the city to answer the false charges. "I am persuaded
that it was better for me to die now,” he said, “and to be released,
from trouble.” The inspiring voice had told him, the divine voice
that had guided him in his mission and his travails. The citizens of
Athens after killing him, had spared no effort to bury all his original
works and preaching, so that monoctheism would not rise like a
phoenix from the ashes. The actual reply of Socrates at his trial had
not been preserved, "but we know its tone and spirit and much of its
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tenor", Bury and Meiggs wrote, "For I:t"su'pplied his companion
Plato who was present with the matenal of work whlch stands
absolutely alone in literature.” : SRR

Although, in his Apology of Socrates Plato had succeeded in
catching the personality of the master and conveying its stimulus to
his readers but with the actual charge of holding and diffusing
heterodox views, he dealt briefly and unsatisfactorily. Because the
forces, which had killed his master were alive and active. Plato was
so afraid to tell the facts as they were. He was terrified at the perils
of any crusade against the Grecian gods. So he distanced himself
completely away from his master’s divine philosophy to save his
skin. Socrates, was a martyr to truth and faith. In the words of the
Roman statesman Cicero; "Socrates was the first to call philosophy
down from the heavens and to set her in the cities of men, bring her
into homes and compelling her to ask questions about life and
morality and things good and evil.”® His was a Divine Philosophy to
reshape man with morality and virtues and to make him subservient
unto his Lord. Unfortunately, it was totally rejected by the
Athenians. They rejected that which came down from the Heavens,
The Athenians with spurious allegations condemned him to death,
Socrates, accepted his fate without rancour and with a last request, a
legacy he left for his children and all the children of Greece:

When my sons are grown up, T would ask you, my friends,
to punish them, and 1 would have you trouble them, as 1 have
troubled you, if they seem to care about riches, or anything,
more than about viriue, or if they preiend to be something when
they are really nething, then reprove them, as | have reproved
you, for not caring about that for which they ought to care, and

thinking that they are something when they are really nothing.
And if you do this, both-] and my sons will have received justice

at your hand. PRI

The hour of departure has arrived, and 1 to die, and you to
live which is better God only knows we go our ways.?

However, the trial and execution of Socrates had a wider scope
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than merely diffusing heterodox, without defining clearly the
manifesto of orthodoxy at that time. The eXxecution, was
undoubtedly, a protest of the spirit of monotheism against the old
order or Polytheism. Thus, with the plant of monotheism nipped in
the bud, polytheism had since held sway. Athenian citizens
condemned Socrates, to death after a trial in which many believed
he had been framed even though he dented the charges of corrupting
the youth of the city and failing to worship the proper gods. In a
long speech to the court he defended his life-style and faith in
Divine Unity, in which he stated that he preferred to live in poverty
and go barefoot rather than curry for honours and riches. He
adamantly refused to compromise in his dwme mission and that cost
him his life. C

Therefore, the noblest of the Greeks was g'reat in life and death.
The Socratic method of spreading his gospel and getting at the Truth
- by repeated questioning had earned him high reputation and the
Athenian youth flocked to his side to study his methods. They used
it to contradict their people in what they considered proper worship
of the gods, as they struggled to answer their questions which
invariably they failed to do. It was a philosophical method, which
Socrates had used to spiritualise and moralisc his society, and in this
way he gathered notable youths and the intelligentsia. The Oracle of
Delphi was right. Socrates was the wisest man in Greece, for he
made the Greek intelligentsia to challenge the Grecian gods with
facts and reason all in line with Xenophanes, his harbinger. Because
Greece had refused his moral philosophy consequently, Western
Civilisation in which it formed a root was morally decadent and
with many consequences. Socrates, was not alone in the crusade
against the old order. Many spiritual activists had come bcfore him,
notable amongst them was Xenophanes : L

B T
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Xenophanes (590 — 465 BC) °
Xenophanes, perhaps a forerunner of Socrates because he in 560 BC
stood distinctly different from others; he was a Poet who decidedly
chose to be on the side of the Truth. He travelled throughout Greece
reciting his verses, which were very pungent and had upset the
traditionalists by ridiculing their religious beliefs. A pride of
Socrates, this effulgent Poet incessantly made scurrilous attacks on
the Grecian gods. The ebullient Poet hooted at them in his crusade
to establish belief in Divine Unity when he said:

That men give their gods bodies voices and clothes, like their _

own. Thracians think of their gods as having red hair and blue TR

eves. While Ethiopians have with snub noses and black faces.

Homer and Hesiod even have gods behaving badly, like
committing adultery, stealing and deceiving one another.™

What the great Poet taught was that these false gods could
neither create nor sustain anything of use either to others or to
themselves. They were instead absolutely dependent on men that
worshipped them on how they looked or perhaps even feed. Why
then should men follow vain fancics of their own creations, instead
of going to the source of knowledge, truth, and guidance, and
worship, serve and obey the One True God? And when the gods
committed immoral deeds as usually was the case, who could then
punish the worshippers for their obscenities? With such powerfitl
explosive poems, he put the man made gods and their worship in
derision and odium. The effects of his contempt of these gods were
to denude and destroy the faith in the pantheon among the people or
what they described as "proper worship.” But Polytheism had eaten
far too deeply into the fabric of the society, so he stirred up the
hornet's nest as the impact on his people was unsavoury to the
clerics and Athenian aristocracy. Thus, he became a pet anathema of
the traditionalists. Like Socrates of his days, Xenophanes remained
undaunted from the reprisal of the traclltlonahsts for he told his
listeners or readers that: L T

If cows, lions and horses had hands and 'cou]d" paints, thcy
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would paint gods as cows lions and horses. He balieves there is
one god more powerful than all other gods, and men, who i3
different from mortals in mind and body.”!

., He exposed the foolery of men who worshipped these false
gods, which were not real but were only figments of the
imaginations of those who indulged in their false worship. If
animals could paint, obviously, they could not have been deluded
into such improper worship. The ultimate wisdom was the belief in
and the worship of One True God who was unlike any form of
creations. In Anatolia, Xenophanes became very vocal in his
condemnation of Polytheism and in his indefatigable attempt to
unsettle the status quo. The Greek intelligentsia saw the wisdom in
his holy mission as they listened and understood the gist of his
message. They were, in fact, potentially capable of carrying his
message across to dismantle the old order. In the Ionian cities of
Asia Minor (Anatolia), his anti-polytheism struggle gained the
support of the intellectuals who backed it with facts and reasoned
argument, but, unfortunately, only to relegate Revelation to the
background. Consequently, a group of intellectuals emerged and
poised to radically change the thinking and pereeption of men about
the world around them and beyond. So with sharp searching
questions, Thales, Anaximander and Heraclitus challenged the
traditional myths and legends familiar to readers of the Poet Hesiod
who catalogued some 300 gods, with Zeus as their King.”? In this
catalogue, Hesiod, had gods for the physical world: earth, sea, .
mountains and so on, therefore, each of these 300 gods was
apportioned responsibility according to his attributes. Thus, Hermes
carried messages and conveyed the soul of the dead to Hades or the
underworld. Atlas, held up the sky from falling and Astraeus, took
care of the stars. Hence, the upkeep of this beautiful starry sky was
the responsibility of these gods, who were believed to visit their
sanctuaries to receive sacrifices from their human faithful. These
notions, however, were opposed by the radical scholars of Anatolia,
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who saw the foolery of such beliefs and challenged them
intellectually in a heroic saga.  + « ¢« cef T *'_ LAY

The Greeks were thus sensitised to ask questions that no one
before them ever asked or had cven dared to ask or thought, about
man, his naturc, his relationship to socicty, to the universe and to his,
gods. Hence, Xenophanes of Colophon was onc of the pioneers of
fonian Reason which arose as an antidote to Polytheism. He
pursuved undistracted the paths of reason as he rejected Orpheus as
utterly as he rejected Hesiod. And his rationalism affected
Heraclitus of Ephesus tremendously, Polytheism with its irrational
concepts of origin of human race and the relationship between man
and the gods had led to the establishment of philosophy. It was even
claimed by some historians that the establishment of the study of
philosophy was one of the most momentous facts in the history of
Greece. It was in this scenario that Socrates came with his Divine
philosophy from Heaven. But the philosophy of Xenophanes is
predisposed to be different because he constructed an epistemology
of which the first was God, who was not like mortals in either form
or mind - which identified with the whole cosmos, and which was
thus material, existing in space, and not excluding the existence of
particular subordinate gods animating nature.>’

He carried out his revolutionary ideas from city to city in the
guise of a musician attended by a slave with a Cithern, an old
instrument somewhat like the guitar. Xenophanes, in his ballad even
deprecated the folly, the practice, which showed great honours to a
visitor in a race or a contest. "Our wisdom is better than strength of
human animals and horses"”, he said.** Because games could serve
as ruse to distract men from the acquisition of wisdom guided with
spirituality. The aesthetics of Xenophanes, therefore, was radically
different from the rest of his contemporaries, who laid the
foundation of present Western religious disbelief and put the
supremacy of the art and sports over religion. An achievement In

art; such as boxing, swimming or running were rewarded with
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honours - a tendency that was ab inifio condemned by this great
moral Poet. However, most of the philosophers who challenged the
existing traditional order only fought to supplant polytheism with
rationalism. They succeeded, rationalism survived and formed the
basis of Western Civilisation. The modern West considered itself as
the continuation of a Greek intellectual tradition prominent for its
reliance on reason and rationalism.

Most importantly, the Greek nation had Warners whose clarion
calls to monotheism were unheeded, theretore, scoffed and derided,
and the most notable among the Warners, Socrates, they Killed. The
dangers of Polytheism were myriad and attended with deleterious
effects, notable among which was the proliferation of many "isms",
rationalism, mysticism, Satanism, cultism, and other necgative
avirtuaristic arms of heathen ideology. These were noticeable in
ancient Greece from the fifth century BC and beyond. The Greek
intelligentsia had in a scathing condemnation, intrepidly rejected the
pantheon with the force of reason and asserted that:

L]

They reject the notion of the gods meddling with the natural
world. Thunder is not a loud noise made by an angry Zeus, it is
to be explained in natural terms. Likewise, Iris may be goddess
~of the rainbow, but a rainbow is simply a multicoloured cloud
of moisture,*® ' - :

This trial-blazing by Xenophanes, an cffulgent moral Poet with
a Unitarian doctrine and the impact of his poetry had triggered off
an avalanche of criticisms against the Grecian gods by the youth of
Greece and its intelligentsia. They were all poised agalnst the
traditional worship of these gods. They had, through piercing
argument and scientific means, uncovered the fallacy of polytheism.
The effects of this fault-finding, therefore, aroused prejudice against
the old laws. The Homeric and the Hesiod Poems, the Iliad and the
Odyssey some of which dated 1200 BC were in 560 BC intrepidly
opposed by the scholars of the day. Yet, the status gquo was not
unsettied, partly because the clergy had the support of the
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aristocracy of Greece and wholly because of economic factors.
Sculptors who made fortunes from the sales of these gods, therefore,
fought tooth and nail to maintain the old order and had succeeded to
a considerable extent.

Although, the literati, had fought the old order not for thé" '
affirmation of Divine Unity per se but for the empowerment of
philosophy and science over Revelation. The lonians, for instance,
had brought their new ways of looking at things purely with the
spectacle of science, hence they had a word for their world; “the
Cosmos,” which means the universe came from the Greek word
meaning to 'order’ or to 'arrange’ things. Fortunately, the beautiful
and orderly designs of the Cosmos were appreciated but the
existence of the Supreme Designer was unfortunately denied. Could
this well organised Cosmos have fortuitously come into existence?
Consequently, the seed of Atheism was centuries ago planted in
Greece and had grown into a full tree mn the present Western
Intellectual thinking. The evil plant which Socrates had wanted to
nip in the bud had been bearing evil fruits ever since - negative
fruitage indeed.

So the universe, including our own world, was seen and
perceived as arranged in an orderly fashion without a Maker, an
impossible fact. Thus, it could be studied and explained with reason
and not by myths and the legends of the gods. In their scathing
condemnation, they protested against Revclation. Hence they
radically departed from Socratic divine philosophy. They attempted
to pull down and root out polytheism in Greece only to replace it
with philosophy devoid of spirituality. Therefore, art replaced
religion and-it dominated Greeks' way of life; poetry, music, and
sculpture and painting were put at higher premium than any form of
religion in ancient Greece. Since Western Civilisation, was an
extension of its root, therefore, sciences in the West obliterated
religion completely. These false creations of fancy were set up as
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rivals to God Almighty. However, in His infinite Mercy, God had
sent Warners to Greek nation warning them against the practice of
both atheism and polytheism. But the reactionary forces of false
worship killed some of these Warners like Socrates and turned deaf
ears to the clarion calls of others to the practice of monothetsm, all
in a bid to maintain and to perpetuate the existing traditional order.
Alexander, a scion of the aristocracy did not only fight to maintain
the starus guo but he was himsel{ deified as "Alexander the god and
son of Zeus Ammon," in his megalomaniacal quest for power and
eternal glory.

Alexander the Great could have been the ideal religious
revivalist unfortunately, he was not. Instead he became a famous
cultural revivalist of Greek civilisation. Consequently, today we are
faced with Western civilisation as an extension of Greek civilisation
devoid of religious sensibility but with a stupendous might and
power due fo science and techuological superiority. Alexander had
sowed the wind he, therefore, reaped the whirlwind the brutal
conquests of the Great King had- boomeranged on his family,
Olympias Alexander's mother was stoned to death on Casander's
orders sequel to succession crisis created by the death of Antipater
in 319 BC in Macedonia. Similarly, Alexander's wife Roxana the
daughter of the Scythian Chief Oxertes killed herself in a family
imbroglio. The Great King, therefore, was left with no heir either to
his empire or to his family because nemesis the recoil of nature had
caught up with the ruthless warlord. Yet, he was selected as the
Qur'anic Zulgarnain. But what a choice?
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THE CHOICE OF ALEXANDER

At the wedding banquet, Altalus, the bride’s uncle, insuited
Alexander by casting doubts, on his legitimacy.
' . - Sykes

CF ,—’ . '...‘.':-'. R A .

The generality of the world of Islam had surprisingly, accepted

Alcxander the Great as the Qur'anic Zulqarnain, even though

his choice did not accord with Qur'anic specifications. The result of
this was confusion and contradictions. The Qur'anic historic figure

could not be reconciled with the historical Alexander. But long

belore this wrong and generally accepted identification was made,

some of the religious teachers or Ufama had raised doubts about

him, and had posited some other reasonable suggestions. A king of
Persia was suggested by some early Muslim clerics to be the -
Zulqamnain mentioned in the Holy Quran. Perhaps, due to lack of
sufficient facts and evidences to back up their claim, their proposal

was relegated to the background. This proposal was, however, a

reasonable one. Because there were two of the Persian Monarchs

who could also stake claim to this title as was earlier on proposed.

These were Cyrus the Great and Darius the Great. The vast Persian

Empire was founded by the former and expanded to its glorious

zenith by the latter. They were all religious men in the Islamic sense

of the word. During their reigns, every subject nation had kept 10 the

tenets of its religious beliefs, freely without intimidation. Religion

had, therefore, been an important integral part of their governance.’

Both were religious rulers who ruled according to the laws of God.

But Darius had cxcelled over Cyrus both in greatness and in

monumental achievements.

Although some of these ancient Persian monarchs were
eclectic, they did not proselytise their religion and on the contrary,
were ¢ven initiated into the worship of foreign deities whom they
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considered as their protectors, However, these two great Persian
monarchs had followed the religion of Zoroastrianism. They might
have employed the ploy of religious politics of that time, in reaching
out to the religious sensibilities of their subjects. And more
importantly, both Cyrus and Darius |, were religious men who had
professed a monotheistic faith. Unlike Alexander the Great, a
polytheist and ruthless King, they were humane and just in their
leadership. But in spite of their meritorious achievements these
great Persian monarchs were not brought up into the full glare of
history in the past. This gave the great pagan both a leverage and an
edge over them to clinch the seat of Zulqarnain.

In the process of identification of Who Zulgarnain was, Syed
~ Maududi gave the following guidelines, thus:

This title should be applicabie to such a ruler who might have
constructed a strong wall across a mountain pass to protect his
kingdom from the incursions of Gog and Magog. In order to
investigate this thing, we will have to determine as to who were

Gog and Magog. We will also have to find out when such a wall

was built and by whom and to which territory it was adjacent.

Besides possessing the above mentioned characteristics, he
should alse be a God-worshipper and a just ruler, for the Qur'an
has brought into prominence these characteristics more than
anything else.’ _

Therefore, Alexander, became a dross in this synthetic analysis
of identifying who Zulgarnain was, using Syed Maundudi’s yardstick
for selection and other academic approaches. It was not enough as
he rightly observed to be a Zulqarnain but more significantly, to live
up to the expectation of the Holy Scripture. In the subsequent pages
we would follow his footprint, looking for the characteristics of the
real Zulgamain, whether or not were exhibited by the Macedonian
Warlord on his path to glory. And having gone through a detail
history of the contestant; he was far from being the right choice.

There were many reasons for these apparent discrepancies. The
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campaigns and triumphs of Darius I, otherwise known as Darius the
Great were not recorded in the conventional way of writing, on
scrolls or papers, but were documented in inscriplions on stones,
and most of these stones were not discovered until lately, They had
remained hidden until recently when archaeological discoveries
brought them to light, so a lot about this great Persian monarch had
remained unknown for centuries. The discovery of the Behistun
monument of King Darius had brought this King into the full glare
of history. This king had engraved this record of achievements ona
huge rock, by passing between Babylon and the Iranian plateau, and
overlooking a main road to Behistun. It was on this huge rock in
Behistun that the great King had published his triumphs in three of
the most impertant languages of his World Empire: the Persian, the -
Babylonian and the Elamite. Little was known about this great
Behistun inscriptions, until 1847 when Sir Henry Rawlingson, a
British Army officer and scholar, climbed the cliff of this rock, at
the risk of his life, and took a careful copy of the inscription.
Furthermore, Sir Rawlingson showed a great ingenuity when he
succeeded in deciphering the Babylonian Cuneiform inscriptions.
This imposing rock at Behistun captivated the attention of all
ancient travellers along this busy road between Babylon and the
Iranian Plateau. It was 300 feet high and the splendid writing was
carved 25 feet high and 50 feet wide as a beautiful monument.’

It was the ingenuity of this British Army officer, his soldierly
valour and excellent scholarship that helped modern historians to
recover the lost language and history of Babylonia and Assyria. And
it was the result of his great work that so much became known
about Darius the Great; in fact, he ushered in the second epoch of
the Great King. But while this great Persian King had remained
unknown in history, there were numecrous historical writings and
sculptures everywhere about Alexander the Great. These widely
circulated fiteratures, highly publicised by both ancient and modern
Graeco-Roman historians, were perhaps a payment in kind made to
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dlfﬁcult to surpass out of mutual envy. The Greeks and the Persians
were arch-rivals and competitors in many respects such as culture,
religion and military. Athens was saved from the subjugation of
Darius the Great, purely by Divine Providence. The story was that
Darius heard that the Athenians had helped to burn the city of Sardis
and was immediately moved to fury and asked, "the Athenians -
who are they?" It was said that he called for a bow and shooting an
arrow into the air, invoked the heaven that it might be given to him
to punish. Moreover, he bade one of his slaves to tell him three
times at dinner as a reminder; "Sir, remember the Athenians."® This
anecdote of Darius showed the existence of imbroglio between the
Athenians and the Persians. "The Athenians who are they?" as
spoken by Darius could have been very insulting not only to Athens
but the whole of Greece. It did not, however, explain the cause of



the Macedonian Conqueror who killed thousands in his bid to
Heilenise the world. So he was unduly projected and over-
publicised as the greatest General and Conqueror of the ancient
world. This could also be viewed as a literary attempt aimed at not
only buttressing but continnously spreading the Hellenic
Civilisation, which Alexander had started. But in reality, his
achievements to any disinterested historian did not surpass those of
Darius the Great who reigned about two centuries before him. It was
even possible, until lately, that there might have been a deliberate
attempt by the Graeco-Roman historians to de-emphasise the roles
of all ancient non-Greek heroes and to hold them in check, so that
Hellenic Civilisation and its purveyors were neither rivalled nor
surpassed. . . .,

Consequently, one got more historic details or archaeological
discoveries relevant only to Greek Civilisation than for any other
civilisation. The result was that even in Persia and in the Muslim
world, they remained under the mental siege of Alexander's
conquests, which they propagated as the best in history. They could
not see beyond the confines of Alexander's world and his
achievements, because they were even forced by spuricus writings
to accept him as the one mentioned in their Holy Book. If Alexander
the Great was mentioned in the Sacred Book of Muslims, then by
implication greater was Hellenic Civilisation. There was indeed an
initial subtle rivalry between the Persians and the Greeks, which
graduated into overt confrontation in battles. This rivalry continues
tiill today. . N

Graeco-Persian rivalry
There must have been a deliberate pohcy or a conspiracy bv the

King Darius did; he sent his army and navy into action. The
Athenians, therefore, started this war of aggression, a manifestation
of Graeco-Persian rivalry. The Greeks, who modern historians
project as the best soldiers, having the best tactics and weaponry,
were in fact, no match for the Persians in battles. The nation that
first created a concept of one world under a Persian rule, and
accomplished it with absolutism were no mediocre in warfare.
Athens was only saved from Persian subjugation in Marathon and
other battles not by the dint of her force of arms but by Providence;
saved her as storms destroyed more of the Persian fleet than in the
actual combat. Because Athens was in the divine scheme destined to
form the nucleus of the present Western Civilisation, it was
preserved with its characteristics.

Therefore, the contest for who would be the master of the world
between Greece and Persia began from the dawn of recorded
history. The phenomenal rise to world power by Cyrus the Great
and his monumental achievements did not angur well for the Greek
states. Since then the Persians were viewed as serious obstacles to
the Greek impending global hegemony; Athens and other Greeks
had helped the Ioman (Jrceks of Asm Mmor in an unsuccessful
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Darius the Great in effect was the first to establish a system of
one man who was virtually in absolute control of the whole world.
Apart from Athens, he had subjugated almost all the important
states in the ancient world. Athens was providentially saved,
perhaps, because 1t would form the nucleus of Western Civilisation.
Thus, the global hegemony was viewed by the Greek states as the
most dangerous threat not only to their states' existence but also
their ambition of one day colonising the world both socially, .

politically and even, if possible, religiously. The religion of Persia
" was also a potential threat to the Grecian gods because they
abhorred the survival of monotheism wherever it might be.
Although Ikhnaton of Egypt was the first to be associated with the
concept of one God, the Jews and Arabs were the people who
“attained absolute belief in One God through a system of codified
laws referred to as Abrahamic faiths. They were followed by the
Persians who cqually professed monotheism through
Zoroastrianism.

The Abrahamic faith and Zoroastrianism were sister religions
as they all preached Islam, on a national scale. The Jews had' posed
no threat to Greece because they were a subject people living in
diaspora. So the attacks were directed at the Persians both for
religious and political reasons. Hence the enmity against the
Persians by the West had a long history. With the Greeks colonising
the world through the conquests of Alexander, a period of cold war
then ensued; during this period Persian art, architecture,
administration, military in ancient history were de-emphasised,
altered through mudslinging or misrepresented. The Persian
civilisation must be destroyed. But the brilhant culture of this
people had been highlighted by disinterested historians. Brinton, et
al; captured the monumental contributions of the Persians in the
following words:

The ruins of their ceremonial capital, Persepolis (Greek for
"city of the Persians"), display a cosmopolitan splendour; their
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revealed religion and their great Prophet, Zoroaster in Persian,
Zarathushtra, sixth century BC., contributed 1o Christianity,
Worship of Abura Mazda, the Persian God of Light, was a more
advanced than any save khnaton cult of Aton.®

The Persians had indeed displayed a cosmopolitan splendour
that was influenced by a monotheistic religion, which played a
significant role in their economic and social development.
Zoroastrianism had also contributed to the cultural mosaic which
formed and shaped the global empire of Persia, The World Persian
Empire was unique in its kind and therefore, provoked the envy of
ather cultures, particularly Greece. From about 800 to" 600 BC, the
city states of Greece developed their own political institutions at
home and founded many colonies. As from 600 to 400 BC, the city
state civilisation as a whole reached its height. Therefore, collision
with Persian civilisation was incvitable. It was not the Greck people
acting as a nation that ecmbarked on this programme of colonisation
but the individual Greek city states. Soon the "daughter” cities
became politically independent retaining only a sentimental tie to
the original founding "mothers." The consequences were over-
population, and hunger and constant internecine warfare. Even in
the remotest colony, the population remembered its Greck origin
and maintained its traditional feeling of supecriority to those not
speaking Greek, the "barbarians" who made noises like "ba-ba-ba"
when they talked.” ' '

However, in the late fourth century a Greek league of nations
was established under King Philip of Macedonia, which provided
his son with the fulcrum to launch his global conquest. He
succeeded in establishing a world empire under the voke of Greek
colonisation. So thoroughly did the Greeks colonise most of the
barbarian nations; in fact, its toe and heel colonisation of Italy had
made the Romans later to call the area Mugna Graecia which means
Great Greece. Two hundred years later, Rome took over the
impenial power from Macedonia, with the emergence of the
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" Romans. Rome equally inherited the West's traditional arch-rivalry
with the Persians. The Roman Empire, viewed the Persian Empire
with suspicion. This was the existing state of affairs when Islamic
Civilisation came to subjugate these most powerful empires, the
Persians and the Romans carried along with it the enmity of the
West. TR I R B UL SR lr SIS

- In all the major rellglons of the world, the process of diffusion
was slow, difficult and erratic except Islam. It subjugated thc two
world powers in the twinkle of an eye. ot R

The religion of Islam is one of the outstanding phenomena of
history. Within a century of the death of its founder, the Muslim
Empire stretched from Southern France through Spain, North

Africa, the levant and Central Asia to the contmes of China. |, i’
(Anderson 1976, p.91). :
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Tt is pertinent to note that Prophet Muhammad (pbuh) was not
the founder of Islam as allcged by the Western critics; Islam is a
religion of God revealed to His Prophet who acted not as a founder
but as a Messenger of God to preach His religion and it came in the
late sixth century after the Christian era to vanquish the most
powerful empires in history. Persia accepted Islam while the British
empire took over from where the Roman Empire had ended. The
combination of the Greek, Roman and British empires produced the
Western Civiltsation, Its arch rivalry continued i1 the modern world,
not between nation states but between cultures. At present,
therefore, the world is witnessing the inevitable clash between
Istamic Civilisation and Western Civilisation aptly described as the
“clash of the titans.” 1t was, therefore, difficult for the Graeco-
Roman historians to do justice in their historical accounts of a
civilisation they fully understood o be superior 1o their own. These
historians might have deliberately hidden important facts, which
conspired to make a true identiftcation of Zulgarnain from the
ancient world a difficult one. In the final analysis, Alexander could

not be said to be the Qur'anic Zulgarnain. He was a wrong choice; a

fallacious ene indeed.
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The Fallacy of Alexander's Choice
Alexander could have been foisted upon Islamic literature, perhaps,
merely for want of reasons, or for lack of a better candidate to
compete with him. So in the absence of a suitable one, the 1dea must
have crystallised to let the pagan be allowed to fill in the vacuum,
though, the Macedonian King was a misfit going by Qur'anic
description. But surprisingly, most of the Ufama or Islamic scholars
often had to accept the contradiction, or at times evade it completely
by saying, "God knows best." This had led to a maze of speculations
both it the past and in the present of a certain pre-historic or ancient
King of Persia but without factual evidence to corroborate their
claim. Alexander the Great, thercfore, stared them in the face as
their Zulqarnain. Since what was preferable was not available, the
available became acceptable, hence the idolater had remained as the
chosen one ever since. For instance, in Sheikh Abubakar Gumi’s
Qur'anic exegests, his explication on Q.18:83, he said:

Zulgarnain is said to be a King and a follower of the teachings

of Abraham from whom he received the Faith of Islam. His

name was Alexander and Haliru his vizier and nephew, was the

commander of his force. He founded the city of Alexandria.

Unfortunately, in the story, there are contradictions. God knows

best. The important thing is that God has given him authority,

which he exercised according to His Jaws and became powerful
" with Allah's help.® B

The learned international Islamic scholar was honest enough to
point out that there were flaws in Alexander's choice. The reason for
this was that Alexander was a misfit, he did not belong there, that
was all. Although the Abraham mentioned here, could be implied to
be patriarch Abraham, who lived in about 1750 BC while the
Askandar as Alexander was popularly called died in 323 BC. They
were therefore, separated by over a thousand years. Another
important fact was that the historical Alexander was never known to
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have followed any of the Abrahamic Faiths, which were
monotheistic religions neither did he rule in accordance with God's
laws, for he was an avowed polytheist and a wicked king.

Moreover, Allama Maududi’s support of King Cyrus could not
be substantiated with historical facts, even though, he qualified for

the epithet. He then said:

o ...We admit that of all the conquerors, who had passed away R
' before the revelation of the Qur’an, Cyrus alone is the one to
whom the characteristics of “Zul-Qarnain™ are most applicable,
but we need more evidence to determine specifically that Cyrus
is definitely, “Zul-Qarnain.” Anyhow, there is no other
conqueror to whom the characteristics stated in the Qur'an are
as much to Cyrus.

Historically it is enough to say that Cyrus was a Persian ruler,
whose rise began about 549 B.C. In a few years, he conquered
the kingdom of Media and Lydia and afterwards conquered
Babylon in 539 B.C. After this no powerful kingdom was left to
oppose him. His conquests extended to Sind and the territory
known as Turkistan on one side, and the Egypt and Lybia and to
Thrace and Macedonia and the Caucasia and Khawarzam in the
North. In fact, the whole-civilised world was under his sway.”

Syed Maududi’s exposition confirmed the fact that Cyrus was
the first King to establish a World Empire at the dawn of recorded
history. He was Zulgamain in the real sense of the word, but the
lack of absolute consolidation of the vast Empire coupled with the
lack of extensive expeditions as described in the Holy Qur’an, had
made him a second to Darius the Great. It was not only insufficient
historical facts that were lacking in his choice, but his achievements
were grossly limited in scope when compared with Darius the Great.

Similarly, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali, who had over the years
championed the identification of Alexander as Zulgarnain and
commenting on the same verse Q.18:83 had this to say: o
Literally, “the two-homed one,” the King with the two horns, or
the Lord of the Two Epochs. Who was he? In what age, and
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where did he live? The Qur'an gives us no material on which we
can base a positive answer. Nor it is necessary to find an answer
as the story is treated as a parable...’

If it was not necessary to find an answer, why in the first place,

did he identify Alexander the Great as the answer, and giving many
reasons to back up his claim? This in itself underscored the
necessity to find out who Zulqarnain was. Secondly, the Holy
Quran did give us certain specifications, which were enough
materials from which conclusions could be drawn on who
Zulgarnain was. In a brilliant style, three of his expeditions
described in the Holy Quran had given us a deep insight as to the
nature, faith and power and the style of his administration. The
Amazing Revelation had therefore, given us more materials than we
needed on the subject. All that was required was very little effort on
our part, to look back into ancient history and to scout for those who
could be called the “Lords of the East and West.” Having done this.
then we should apply the Qur'anic specifications to fish out who
was not qualified for these descriptions. Then we would surely
arrive at the answer with absolutism. Although the story was treated
_ as a parable, notwithstanding, it was necessary, | believe, to find this
- answer. For example, Hadrat Umar (r.a.) when he was a Caliph,
though absolutely certain of the veracity of the story, despatched a

team of people to find the wall of Zulgarnain. This single action of

one of the most loyal companions of the Holy Prophet (pbuh)

proved that the Holy Qur'an incontrovertibly gave us enough

- materials on which to base correct answer. The wall of Zulqarnain,
which the Arabs had never heard of before was found. They came to

know of it through the Holy Qur'an. However, the great genius who

had single-handedly made English an Islamic language seemed to

hold a contrary opinion when he said:
§ do not consider that historical or geographical considerations
have much bearing on a story treated as a parable, a¢ Zulqarnain

is. Indeed all stories or narration are referred to in the Qur'an as
parables, for their Spiritual meaning, "
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But he contradicted himself when he presented a seemingly
wrong candidate and made efforts to back him up. No matter how
beautiful he presented his choice, Alexander the Great, as
Zulgarnain of the Holy Qur'an could no longer stand criticisms
based upon the current knowledge on this historical personage. His
presentation of a candidate had proved that indeed, both historical
and geographical considerations did have very important bearing on
a story like this, treated by the Holy Qur'an. In addition to the
spiritual values, such scholarly considerations would demonstrate
the wonders and miracles of the Holy Qur'an as well. Nevertheless,
it would be dangerous to come to a rash conclusion, about stories or
a parable like this, in consideration  of their historical or
geographical origins, until proven by archaeological and scientific
evidences, so that such considerations are proved beyond doubt. In
this regard, it would be important not to put emphasis on personal
opinion or experience, which were mere subjective analyses, but
- rather they should be based on exhaustive research or proven
scientific discovery. We must be objective in all our considerations,
otherwise, there would be problems, at a later date when new
knowledge based on scientific, historical or archaeological
discoveries were added to the current knowledge, thus, invalidating
our previous subjective opinions on a stated subject. For instance,
still on our theme of discussion, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali said:

Personally, 1 have not the least doubt that Zulgamain is meant
to be Alexander the Great, the historical, and not the legendary
“Alexander, of whom more presently. My first appointment after
graduation was that of a lecturer in Greek history. | have studied
the details of Alexander's extraordinary personality in Greek

historians as well as in modern writers, and have since visited
most of the localities connected with his brilliant career.'?

It was true that this genius had traversed western lands and had
studied western manners and the depths of western thought; these
no doubt, had enabled him to give the Holy Qur'an a fitting garb in
English Language, which is yet unequalled. And he had advanced

129



-

our understanding of the Holy Qur'an several foids, far better than
even in our mother’s tongue. But his deep knowledge and
proficiency of Greek language and culture had beclouded his
~ judgement on Alexander; he had inadvertently danced to the tune of
the purveyors of Greek Civilisation. This he did by giving a final
and personal verdict on his candidate as the best choice. By this
singular act, the Muslim world was kept under a mental siege. It
was forced to accept the personal judgement of her celebrated
genius with finality. But Alexander's choice as Zulgarnain was
fallacious because, from all indications, we had seen so far that he
was not the personage referred to by the Holy Qur'an. And there was
- no way he would have been. Undoubtedly, the Holy Scripture had
spoken of Darius the Great as one of the greatest Kings who ruled
theworld. . . . oan s -

In fairness to Ustadh Ali of blessed memory the identification
of who Zulqarnain was in history was not within his jurisdiction, it
was purely the respouosibility of historians. Furthermore, the
celebrated genius was not rigid in his opinion but allowed much
latitude in spiritual matters. Besides, at the time of his great work in
1934, Askandar, was the only suitable historic personage available.
Thus, it was not an error on his part, furthermore, the Holy Qur'an is
beyond the comprehension of a particular age or generation, because
it is Allah's Eternal Miracle revealed to the Holy Prophet
Muhammad (s.a.w.) for all succeeding generations. It was for this
and other reasons that the outstanding Islamic scholar had this to
say: L o ' _ .

Se 1 believe in progressive interpretation, in the need for
understanding and explaining spiritual matters from different
angles. The difficulties that confront me may not be the same as
those that confront you. The problems, which our age has to
meet, may not be the same as the problems which puzzled
earnest minds of the fourth or sixth or later centuries of the

Hijra. Therefore, it is no merit to hug the solutions offered in
the fourth or sixth centuries when our souls cry cut in hunger

130



for solace in the fourteenth century of the Hijra.” v b e

The identification of the personage involved in history had,
hitherto, remained shrouded in conjectures and controversies.
Ustadh Abdullaht Yusuf Ali, 1 his explication of the quoted verse
(18:83), said: ... .. oo e

Zulgqarnain was a most powerful King, but it was God, who in _
: His universal plan, gave him power and provided him with the S
e ways and means for his great work. His sway extended over i
East and West, and over pecple of diverse civilisations. He was
just and righteous, not selfish or grasping. He protected the
weak and punished the unlawful and turbulent. Three of his
expeditions are described in the text, each embodying a great Firot -
ethical idea involved in the possession of kingship or power."

He, therefore, identified the historical Alexander with these
remarkable characteristics as the personage referred to in the
Qur'anic story. But the Macedonian King’s behaviour as we read
earlier on, was antithetical to the Holy Qur'an’s vivid description of
the attributes of the person - powerful man with a means to all ends;
who was just, righteous and protected the weak, punished the
unlawful and ruled according to God's laws. His kingship embodied
a great ethical idea. There was no historian who would describe
Alexander the Great with these lofty ideals, because he was the
reverse in historic reality. No doubt his career was an extra-ordinary
one that it impressed his contemporaries as a world event, of course,
it was one of the greatest world events but not the only event of its
kind in history. But the crucial desideratum was that he did not meet
up with Qur'anic qualifications. As far as faith was concerned, he
was a dead end, Alexander's kingship did not attach any importance
to matters of spiritual significance, which was the main thing to note
in stories rehearsed in the Holy Qur'an. Such stories were to serve as -
ibra or instructive value. Because in each of the episodes mentioned
in this historical event, the military conquests were not mentioned .
instead, spiritval motives were revealed and commented on; thus, .
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whoever this story applied to must be a Muslim with an unﬂmc.hmg
faith in Tawhid or monotheism. : =

To the contrary, Alexander the Great was a Polytheist with
avowed belief in the Grecian gods and his conquests were no doubt |
aimed at Hellenising the world with being at 'peace with gods! or
Pax deorum. The Greeks did not, like the Hebrews and the Persians,
believe in only one God, but in many. Usually, however, the Greeks
thought of them as being on the side of what was good and just, and
man must endeavour to be at peace with all of them. And Alexander
did all that, he made the usual sacrifices to these gods during his
conquests and before undertaking any major personal decision, he
had t¢ consult Aristander his soothsayer and ritual adviser, It could
be reiterated that these Grecian gods were supposed to live in the air
on the heights of Mount Olympus. A mountain with a towering
height of about 10,000 feet and visible over a large part of Greece.
. These gods were said to be beautiful and immortal, and they
obtaincd their eternal life from the special food they ate, ambrosia to
be eaten and nectar to be drunk.'® Socrates had condemned all these
gods for depending upon men for their subsistence. Zeus, as already
discussed previously, was the chief of the gods, the lord of the sky
and from his cloud-palace, ruled gods and men with the thunder and
lightning, which he held in his hand. He had attained his supremacy
above all, through many antics and manocuvres as already
explained. This supreme god had two brothers Poseidon, and Pluto.
While he ruled the sky, the former ruled the sea and the latter ruled
the underworld, where all the dead gathered.'®

Athena, the daughter of Zeus bom through his head was the
ereatest goddess of the Greeks. She was the protecting goddess of
the Greek cities as well as controller of peace, She was the goddess
of war and peace and the patron of Athens; which was named after
her. Thus, altogether there were twelve of these Grecian gods. The
names were already mentioned excluding that of Pluto who ruled
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the underworld. Each was assigned with an area of command:

Zeus, the father of gods and men. Poseidon the ruler of the sea. =Y
Apollo, the god of the sun, music and Prophecy, Athena, the ‘
goddess of wisdom and the arts of peace, Demeter, the goddess
of agriculture, Hera, the queen of Zeus and goddess of
marriage, Hephaestus, the lame god of fire and metal working,
Hermes, the god of the winds and the messenger of the gods,  #i4
Artemis, the goddess of the moon and the chase, Hestia, the  -if
goddess of the hearth, Ares, the god of war, Aphrodite, the

goddess of love and beauty."”

The Greeks, Alexander inclusive, loved, revered and honoured
these gbds.'lt could not be said, however, that all Greeks of the -
ancient world were polytheists. This was because the Merciful One
had sent a Warner or a Prophet to every nation and some people
believed in them. But, unfortunately, Alexander the Great was not
one of the few who followed the clarion call to monotheistic faith at
that time, He was a polytheist from his beginning to his end, and
like Pharaoch Merneptah, asked people to worship him in his
megalomania. Yet, Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali made this
pontification, "personally, I have not the least doubt that Zuiqarnain
was meant to be Alexander the Great, the historic Alexander and
not the legendary Alexander.”'®

Dot Tents Tty ',._'-.'_._..,' SN \‘J
However, the analogy of this misnomer was like that of 2 man
reading the story of an animal, which vividly described a sheep, but
in making a practical reference to this animal, he pointed to a dog as
the animal typified in his book. Obviously, this would no doubt
bring up confusion when a more discerning reader subsequently
discovered the abnormality in this identification. Although, this may
‘be an unsavoury analogy, but it depicted clearly the cause of thg
confusion of whe Zulqarnain really was. The Holy Qur'an described
a Muslim as the Zulgarnain, while a Kafir (an infidel) was identified
as the personage referred to. Yet, in answenng the celebrated
question, "who was Zulgarnain?" the Muslim World answered,
"Alexander the Great!", thereby upholding this misnomer rather
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dogmatically. This arose because the stable gate was bolted befare
the stallion had entered, a hasty conclusion was made based upon
insufficient data. Because, at the time of Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf
Ali, by quirk of history, very little was known about Darius the
Great. So he made his identification based upon the available
knowledge at his disposal. This was something that could not be
dispensed with in dealing with the Amazing Qur'an. It contained a
sea of unlimited knowledge that could not be comprehended by any
generation. It was in view of this that Dr. Maurice Bucaille had once
stated that: “To understand all such verses of the Qur'an one is today
required to have an absolute encyclopaedic knowledge, by which |
mean, one which embraces very many disciplines.”"

This statement of a French Scientist, hinted how so much
unlimited knowledge was contained in the Holy Qur'an. This
required an encyclopaedic knowledge to understand this Noble
Qur'an. A versatile field of knowledge which embraced very many
disciplines. He defined the word ’'science’ to mean knowledge,
which had been soundly established. It excluded theories, which
could be abandoned later on in favour of more accurate
explanations; which were more plausible. This important fact,
however, applied not only to science but also to all the departments
of human knowledge. Its also included historical events and
parables. It was in respect of this, that Shaykh Muhammad Mit
Walli Al-Shar'rawi, had cautioned us against over-zealousness or
- hasty conclusion. This renowned Egyptian Islamic scholar, had this

tosay: oot Lot e '
No less dangerous than this attitede is the practice by some
scientists and scholars who attempt to elucidate the Qurian in
terms of these scientific discoveries or ascribe to some verses
and facts the power of foretelling future events, only to be

stunned later by discovering that they have been over-
enthusiastic.”

The Egyptian scholar had only added his voice to that of the
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French Scientist who equally insisted that the scientific fact must be
100% established before any allusion could be made in respect of
the Holy Qur'an. He rejected outright the use of theories for obvious
reasons. What applied to scientific fact, similarly applied to all
branches of knowledge. But we could not avoid ¢lucidating some
verses of the Holy Qur'an with the sciences or some verses with
modern historical or archaeological findings, with a view to
demonstrating the miracles of the Holy Quran. This Amazing
Revelation tempted us to doing so, because it was the only Holy
Book in history, that was compatible with science. Dr. Maurice
Bucaille explained thus:

I
In many parts of the Book, the Qur'an leads, in simple terms; to
this kind of general reflection. But it also contains infinitely
more precise data, which are directly related to facts discovered
by modemn science: these are what exercise a magnetic
attraction for today’s scientists.?’

The Holy Qur'an called repeatedly for reflection on physical
phenomena to see the grandeur of His creations with a view o
fearing Him as the Almighty God and to obey His commands. It
equally called for the study of the history of nations, their rise and
fall, and with other stories and parables, all aimed at giving
mankind ibra or instruction value. The Holy Qur'an demonstrated
its miracles daily, we could not grasp all because of lack of adequate
knowledge and the means to do so. Sheikh Al'sharawi explained this
miraculous nature of the Amazing Qur'an, in the following words.

It should be pointed out that the meanings of the verses of the
Quran all constantly regenerated from generations to
generation. This continua! increase of meaning is one of the
Quran's fundamental miraculous features, developing in 1}

proportion to the degree of knowledge revealed to mankind at
Allah's will and timing.”*

The textual purity of the Holy Qur'an had remained and would
“remain intact till the end of time. However, the commentaries on its
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verses and meanings do change with passage of time and increase in
knowledge. So fresh explanations proven with complete accuracy
and in accordance with the Qur’'an and Hadith of the Prophet
(phuh) do emerge from time to time to supplant older ones. As
Sheikh Mitwalli had posited, today we draw upon broader meanings
from the Qur'an, far more significant in their implication than
anything, hitherto, before perceived. This was due to mankind's
expanding knowledge and intellectual capacity. He gave the reason
for this continual increase of meaning of this Most Amazing
Revelation in these words:

If this renewed contribution had been confined to one

generation or one people it would have exhausted its message

and purpose in a few years, and eventually the Quran's

miraculousness would have diminished. It would have reached

the following generations deveid of divine power and spiritual
conviction.?

Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali who had spent his entire life on the
study of the Holy Qur'an and had succeeded in giving the Holy
Scripture an au fait translation.and commentary in English, was in
the best stead to give us a glimpse of the continual increase of
meaning of the Qur'anic verses. He was distinguished in this field
and his work was described as highly elegant in style, with the most
appropriate choice of words close to the original meaning of the
text. with almost encyclopaedic knowledge he accompanied his
translation with rich informative notes and commentaries.
Undoubtedly, he had rendered an enormous and enviable service to
Islam, hence, he was indeed a Jewel of inestimable wvalue.
Consequently, the work of this Muslim genius; "Translation and
Commentary of the Holy Qur'an”, was selected and approved as
standard by Islami¢ Researches, IFTA, Call and Guidance in Saudi
Arabia, As one of the world's leading authority on this subject, we
could benefit from the richness of his knowledge and experience
with the Holy Qur'an, He said inter alia:
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How much greater is the joy and sense of wonder and miracle
when the Qur'an opens our spiritual eve! The meaning, which -
we thought we had grasped, expands. New worlds are opened
out. As we progress, still newer, and again newer worlds "swim
intc our ken." The miracle deepens and deepens, and almost
completely absorbs us.™

Furthermore, and still in fairness to the outstandmg Qur'anic
Translator and Commentator, his identification of Alexander was

not a conclusive one. This he showed when he categorically stated
that:

God’s purpose is gternal, and His plan is perfect, but man's
intelligence is limited at its best. In the same individual it grows
and declines according to the strength of his power and the
width of his experience. If we take mankind collectively the
variations are even greater from age to age and from people to
people. There is thus no finality in human interpretation. And in
the thing interpreted - God's creation - there 15 constant flux and
change. So that the impact of the one on the other must yield
diverse results. The view of Kunchinjunga must vary infinitely
. according 1o the position of the observer, even if Kunchinjunga
remained the same. But if Kunchinjunga itself varies, there isa
double cause of variation in the view. So | believe in
progressive interpretation, in the need for understanding and
explaining spiritual matters from different angles...” S

This deposition prove that he was a scholar par excellence and
with a remarkable understanding of the Holy Qur'an. His belief, "in
progressive inlerpretation, in the need for understanding and
explaining spiritual matters from different angles" had stemmed
from his realisation that the Holy Qur'an was not revealed for
cerfain time, occasion or generation but fog all generations till the
end of time. And the keen understanding of the Holy scripture in
each generation, directly proportional with their level of education
and the problems that confronted indirectly. Although the argument
presented in this book was not based on interpretation but on
identification resulting from it, the explanation given by the erudite
scholar sufficed and was excellent as it was comprehenSWe
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The entire Qur'an comprising 77,639 words was revealed to the
Prophet of Mercy piecemeal over a period of twenty-three years. For
over one thousand and four hundred yours not a single out of the
19,300, not a single full stop of the 6,360, and not a single letter of
the 323,674 of the Holy Qur'an changed. But Allama Jalal-ud-Din
as Suyuti in his book Al-Atgan, he stated that: the Qur’an has a total
of six throusand, six hundred and sixty six (6,666) Ayat. An Ayah is
a Qur’anic sentence like the Biblical verse. The Holy Secripture
contains more than seventy-seven thousand (77,000) words. The use
of the alphabets in the Holy Qur’an has exactly been mentioned as
three hundred and twenty-three thousand six hundred and seventy’
one (322,671).* However, the Holy Qur’an shall forever remain
unchanged. But the meaning of these holy verses keep changing as
the Ai-Qur'an al-Hakim (The full of Wisdom) adapts to every stage
of human civilisation. This unique feature of the Full of Wisdom
made the renowned Commentator explain when he said:

R spoﬁe of the general meaning of the verses. Every earnest and,
reverent student of the Qur'an, as he proceeds with his study,
will find, with an inward joy difficult to describe, how this
general meaning also enlarges as his own capacity for

understanding increases. It is like a traveller climbing a
mountain: the higher he goes, the farther he sees...”’

_ Hence, the Wisdom of the Holy Qur'an was far beyond the
production of human beings. The Holy Qur'an, therefore, remains
the Everlasting Miracle as it also remains a Religious Book per
excellence, for the spiritual guidance of mankind. Having digressed
much, it was important to return to the theme of our discussion:
Who was Zulqarnain? and the consequences of the fallacious choice
. of Alexander the Great to our Holy Scripture and to our sacred
history were numerous. ' '

The Consequences of Alexalid_er'ﬁ Choice .
In order to understand the subject matter of this book more properly
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and in the correct perspective, it them becamce imperative to briefly
discuss the Persians, the first nation 10 emerge as world leaders at
the dawn of recorded history. The equation of Alexander with the
Qur'anic Zulgarnain had been controverted due to the current
knowledge of historical Alexander the Great. The contradictions in
the points presented in support of this equation were in absolute
negation of the Holy Scriptural descriptions. So it was consigned to
be dropped because of its consequences, which stemmed from the
fact that our knowledge of the Persian Campaigns against the Hellas
was drawn cntirely from Greek sources, and their historians
determined which histeric data to feed us and this often tallied with
their points of view. At the outset, therefore, the Greeks had all
nations handcuffed with their historic records, through Herodotus
and other sources to a large extent. Invariably, this had buttressed
Greek point of view, By equating undeservedly, Alexander of
Macedonia with Qur'anic Zulgarnain was unwittingly upholding the
religion and Greek cultural hegemony. Alexander was a venerated
apostle of Hellenism. In his Panegyrics his great historian Arrian

concurred: ¢ . PN et v ;-;':;.':'}:-‘:-:," :

For my own part, | think there was at that time no race of men, %" »3&
not city, no even a single individual to whom Alexander’s name

and fame had not penetrated. For this reason it scems to me that

a hero totally unlike any other human being could not have been

born without the agency of the deity.”

Which deity? Zeus Ammon, of course, the divine father of
Alexander. Could one hate the root of a tree without hating the tree?
The root of belief of Alexander was this supreme god of the sky,
yet, he was upheld and revered as a great religious leader in the
* Muslim world, which held in contempt shirk or polytheism in all its
forms and ramifications. The religion of the Macedontan warlord,
was polytheism, thus equating Alexander with the Quranic
Zulgarnain was like paying homage to the altar of Zeus Ammon
albeit unknowingly. Any onc who rcad with care the story of
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. Alexander by Arrian, Plutarch and the host of other writers, could
not fail to notice, the partial frame of mind with which they were
written, especially his character. The crrors, defects, ruthlessness
and his unflagging racism were hidden or extenualed in order to
make the warlord what he was not, the grey areas in the account of
his brutal wars were buried in interpretative arguments, all in favour
of the Macedonian warlord. Sir Percy Sykes had not only shared in
the panegyrics of Alexander but revered him as an apostle of
Hellenism. However, he was honest to point out that the Great
Macedonian's career was in time overlaid with myths. He said: “so
far has this process gone that the Alexander known to the East is, -
for the most part, an almost legendary being," according to this,
"Alexander was the son of a King with Egypt."*’

The anomalous identification had over the centuries permeated
al]l over the nook and cranny of the Middle East and Africa. Sir
Sykes, was highly motivated to engage in tracing out the routes
followed by the tHustrious Greek 1 Persia, and he clauned to have
been the first European to trod the footsteps of Alexander the Great,
"the most famous man ever born.” Even today, the historian opined
that throughout Asia as far as the confines of China, his name was
one by which to conjure.*® He was, therefore, in the best position to
shed beam of light on the dark shadow of myths surrounding the
Great Conquercr. From Kashmir across the stupendous ranges of
the Himalayas to Gilgit and to Hunza, spurious stories about the
King abound, in all these remote states in the world, which had
never been visited by any European traveller until recently. Sykes
cited two examples that showed the extra-ordinary fame of
Alexander the Great, which he got by quirk of history and the false
pens of the Greek historians and their allies. He wrote:

In this isolated valley rules a petty Raja who claims descent
from Alexander. Nor can we disiniss his claim with ridicule.

Marco Polo tells us that a similar claim was made by the king of
Badakshan, and it is reasonable to believe that in both cases the
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t " " claims are based on a tradition of the Greeco-Bactrian ngdorn Aveo
which still lingers in these upland countries,” :

No reasonable people could dismiss a false claim with ridicule,
so long as such a falsehood” helped to achieve certain politico-
religious objectives. As this extra-ordinary fame of Alexander was
designed to sustain a global religio-cultural hegemony, so it was
allowed to remain for centuries uncorrectcd In another instance the
historian de(.lared that: =~ . - .0 . R N

From Hunza it is a far cry to the coast of Makran, where, in
1877, a Telegraph official, while inspecting the line which runs
along its barren coast, was murdered by the wild tribes men of
Karwan, who had hitherto regarded an Englishman's life as
sacred. They murdered this man mainly because they had heard
ihat their co-religionists, the Turks, had defeated the Greek, the
nation of Iskandar Zulgarnain or Alexander, the Lord of the
Two Horns, and they considered this defeat 10 be a blow to the
power and prestige of all European nations alike. It is thus with

no ordinary interest that the career of Europes mightiest son is %
to be regarded. ™ . L e

sl

It could easily be deduced that since the myths of Alexander
had given the European nations, a sacred profile, the anomaly was
rigidly upheld and all attempts to de-mystify him was equally rigidly
resisted; instead, it was made further secure with falsified accounts.
Iskandar Zulgarnain or Alexander, the Lord of the Two Horns, was
interpreted by Sykes and other writers to be, "an epithet referring to
his supposed descent from- Ammon, in virtue of which he is
represented in art as having a ram's horn on each temple."** Nothing
could be farther from the truth. The ecasiest form of the many
romances of Alexander in Greek could be traced to the second
century AD Since then the incredible things about Alexander were
allowed to survive provided they would serve certain purposes, one
~ of which was to give an Englishman a sacred profile in the Muslim
world. But the offending facts about him like his attempt to destroy
Zoroastrian religion in Persia was hushed up by most of these

k]
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writers. The most important ludicrous account of Alexander that

was allowed to exist was given by the same author. He wrotc.
But for us the most important work dealing with Alexander
from: the Persian point of view is the famous epic of Firdausi. In
it the Poet describes Iskander as a scion of the Persian royal
family, and he describes how Dara or Darius married the
daughter of Filigus of Rum, or Philip of Greece. He divorced
his wife, who became the mother of Alexander, and Darius
Codomannus was his son by a second wife. Thus, the
Macedonian was hali-brother to the Great King, and his
campaigns in Asia were undertaken to wrest the throne from his
kinsman."?

AL SR

With delight the author stated that this version of history, "is
devotedly believed by most Persians, who were delighted above all
things in the improbable."*® This Alcxander's choice was to the
Europeans and their allies most important; because the Persians who
were supposed to know the Macedonian warlord well cnough,
unfortunately, they were not only believers in the wrong version of
his story. they were its active purveyors. This would then mcan if
the Persians could identify a part of Alexander, as their own, in
order to partake in his sacred history as Zulqarnain, then who could
dare to controvert this malicious identification? Of course, the truth
would always prevail over falsehood. Although, Firdaust was noted
among the many national poets of historical Persia, his epic was
only a part of the bandwagon effects, of the fallacious equation of
Alexander with the Qur'anic Zulgarnain. The marriage of Darius
with the daughter of Filigus of Rum or Philip of Greeee came out,
not from the figment of imagination of the Poct, but imbibed from
the spurious accounts of the warlord by historians. It was not a
historical event, yet, it was lauded by the Europeans because this
. added delicious irony could get the rest of the world hoodwinked.
Fuller, another writer enraptured by the Macedonian Warlord,
winked at the macabre of his conquests and his onslaughts on his
way to power. He glorified the King in the following words that
Alexander was: (42



Ca% . More than a world — conqueror, he established a world idea
" which ever since has reverberated down the ages, and because
of this, no man in history approaches him in the span of his
fame. In Rome he was glorified by the early Caesars; in Jewish
folklore he was acclaimed the precursor of the Messiah; and in ;
Turkestan and Badakhshan chieftains of note still seek in him ~ - . *
their ancestor. The romance which emanated from his life swept | .0
from lceland to the yellow sea; it transformed him into the son
of the last Pharach, Nectancbo; a scion of the Achaemenid
house a fervent Moslem; a Christian Saint; and all-powerful
magician. Fabulous though these legends are each contains a
truth, that Alexander was a prodigy among men.*®

: [ﬁ_ o

But already, S);rkes had already laid bare the motive behind the
myths created around the Macedonian chief which was simply to
give a whiteman a sacred profile especially in the Muslim world.
This was the grain of truth in all these fictitious write-ups. And had
the Darius the Great not being an upholder of monotheistic faith,
there could have been no European writer who could claim that
Alexander was a prodigy among men. Because the Persian World
King was the whole subsequent course of history, the political,
economic and cultural life of after times. Many disinterested writers
agreed that he was a standard with which to judge other monarchs in
history. The name Darius, therefore, had betaken the ends of one
world epoch and the beginning of another because he was
Zulgarnain.

Darius, as a great law-giver revived the relationship between
God and man and established a harmony between man and man;
undermining the principle of enmity, which separated city from city
and people from people and exalting the principle of amity which
united them into a single city, a common brotherhood. Hence, the
concept of Homonoia or unity in concord was to his credit. The
religious leader strove arduously to tie the people of his world
empire together being one in mind as a Reconciler of the World.
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" Without this much needed unity of heart and mind binding all men
together the peaceful progress and development of the world would
have been distorted. Alexander, on the other hand was never known
to be a law-giver or to be on a divine mission and any attempt to
make him so was to put history on trial. And his orchestrated epic
was a denigration of history. Because of the foisted erroneous belicf
that such Romances contained a grain of truth,

In religious realm Alexander was a dead end even though a
supreme idca of divine conquest was attributed to him by Fuller,
who quoted Dr. Tain who said that Alexander had never
contemplated becoming a world ruler but what he really conceived
was the idea of divine world ruler, out of which the concept of a
universal world empire took shape. Furthermore it was a
relationship between God and man. These notions, however, were in
complete negation of the historical Alexander, whose global
conquest was aimed primarily to make himself god among men, and
secondarily, to create a world dominaled by Greeks, their culture
and civilisation. The new relationship between God and man as
discovered was a new dispensation in which Alexander was deified
and beecame an object of worship. Fuller, then contradicted himself
when after giving the divine ancestry of Alexander he said:

He was a man-god who tradition affitmed, had journeyed
through Lydia and Egypt to India, spreading the mystical cuit of
the vine and conquering the nations as he went. These myths,

which were spiritual realities in the age in which Qlympias

lived, had a profound i_nﬂuencc upon and through her upon her

son.” .

TSR ST PR

Undoubtedly, 1t was these mythical realitics that were
antithetical to any establishment of a relationship between God and
man, which the historian afttributed to Alexander. Because
Alexander was never known to be a monotheist but a ruthless
polytheist. Hence what tradition affirmed about him were indeed not
historic realitics. Thus, with legendary divine ancestry of Heracles
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through Philip his father and Achilles through Olympias, Alexander
was therefore impregnated with the idea of self-divinity. Because
his mother was the daughter of Neoptolemus of Epirus, who traced
his decent from Achilles. In her native town at Dodona (Dramisos),
she had worshipped at the most ancient oracle of Zeus, and she was
aware that the more mysterious Oracle of Ammon was situated at
the Oasis of Siwa. [How Zeus became the father of Alexander was
shroudced in the antiquity of history which no historian had laid bare.
Fuller, had further stated that besides Heracles and Achilles,
Dionysus son of Zeus and Semele, a daughter of Cadmus King of
Thebes was also onc of Alexander’s legendary ancestors; and in
Maccdonia a day was sct apart for his worship. A parallel motif
could easily be drawn between Alexander and Dionysus. Both were
children of Zeus Ammon, the former through Olympias and the
latter through -Semcle, and tradition affirmed that Alexander
followed the linc of advance trodden by Dionysus and Heracles, He
even traversed the hostile Grednosian desert in a feat second only to
Dionysus. But while Diohysus was detfied and becamc god,
Alexander was unfortunately unsuccesstul in his bid, cven though
he satistied all conditions for being divine. Thus, he went berserk
and killed many of his comrades in reprisal, an action that speeded
up his waterloo. This was even more painful when Zeus was said to
have endorsed his credentials in his famous shrine at siwa. In all
probability Fuller said that: S : N

Amon declarcd Alexander to be his beloved son, on whom he

bestowed “the immortality of Ra, and the royalty of llurus,

Victory over all his cnemies, and the dominion of the world,”

etc., etc., In this important point is that this declaration “was the

anly formula known by which the priests could declare him de
Jjure King of Egypt, as he already was de facto.™

Alexander, therefore, had every reason to be mad at the
treachery of fate that rendered him unequal 1o his step brother
Dionysus. He endured unteld hardship when he traversed a distance
of seventeen thousand miles from Europe into Asia and at the

145

i



colossal loss of countless lives and property. Yet, he was refused the
title of divinity. ' ' :

Alexander, was impregnated with the idea of vengeance against
Persia by King Philip of Macedon, and it was from his mother,
Olympias, that he inherited the passion which fructifies it, such a
vindictive savagery that was only seen in Hitler several centuries
later. Olympias’ domineering attitude and savagery were
undoubtedly revealed in her son Alexander. Fuller did mention that
while under the tutorship of Aristotle, the great Philosopher instilled
into him hatred of the Persians, for they had murdered Aristotle’s
friend and relative, Hermeias tyrant of Atarmcus.>” This explained
why he rode through Persia not as a King but as a ruthless
conqueror, let loose to settle the score of personal vendetta against
Persia. In a delicious irony, Aristotle, had felt the impact of the
killing machine he helped in building when the likes of his beloved
nephew and a scholar of repute was ruthlessly killed by Alexander.
And in a counter-irony the Warlord died without achieving his
personal ambition to become a god among men.

Unfortunately, how Alexander's romances were believed and
spread out by even the Persians, because the great Persians having
been conquered by the Greeks had lost their equilibrium, -as they
joined other ignoramuses, searching for the Qur'anic Zulgarnain.
Whereas, in faoint of fact, he was in Persia lying peaceful in his
tomb at Nagsh-i-Rustum in Persepolis. Perhaps. they were inflicted
with inferiority complex, as they looked outwards instcad of
inwards in their search for the real Zulgarnain. And the most likely
place to get him was in Greece, and to add salt to mjury the
destroyer of their Zoroastrian religion was unanimously and
erroneously identified and revered. By so doing the Persians had
abandoned their sacred history and thrown it unto the dogs, perhdps
out of frustration of a conquered nation,

But the choice of "Europe's mighticst son"” did not help matters
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rather it only made the Persians a laughing stock and it was a slight
and a ridicule to the Muslim world in general. Sir Percy Sykes had
put this point more scholarly thereby letting the cat out of the bag.
He disclosed that: o R

These fascinating romances must have been the joy of European

and Asiatic abke, and they were incorporated into literature
both sacred and profane, including the Koran." '

To all the critics, now and 1n time to come, the Holy Qur'an is
protected from any form of corruption. Its textual purity had
remained and would remain forever intact. Nothing was
incorporated into it, as such, there was no story of Alexander
incorporated into its sacred pages. The question raised as to who -
Zulgarnain was, had not been answered. The equation of the great
historic personage mentioned in the Holy Qur'an with Alexander
was an inconclusive and contentious issue among Muslim scholars, -
an academic exercise which this book was intended to illuminate.
The filth of Alexander's story was not even near the confines of the -
sacred scripture, to the chagrin of the Europeans and their Asiatic
collaborators, ~ The clandestine attempt of incorporation of
"Alexander's choice as Zulgarnain, was the most dangerous and had
deleterious consequences. It gave way for a horrible attempt to foist -
rather deviously "Lord of the Two Horns" into Muslim literature.
Hence, Muslims were surreptitiously made to pay homage to
supreme god Zeus Ammon, which was tantamount to a spiritual
conquest in disguise. Another important point against the
misinterpretation of the metaphor of the Two Horned One, was that
the horn of Zeus Ammon was used in litcral 5ense, hence, there was
no room for a mistaken identity. The world would never remain in
check over the inflated monumental achievements of Askandar. The
true ancestors of Zulgarnain were the Persians and not the Greeks; a
nation with a long ancient history. '
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The Persians _ o

The Persians were divided into tribes namely: the Pasargadac,
Moraphit, Maspii, Panthialaci, Derusiaci and Germanii. These
according to Clement Huart were all agriculturists, whereas the Dai,
Mardi, Dropiel and Sagartii were mainly nomads. Hence, they were
ten tribes in all. The most notable wmong them were the Pasargadae
and the Hakhamanish, a clan from this tribe. The Persians in all
belonged 1o the Aryan race, the Greeks created out of the clan
. Hakamanish. an cponymous King Achaenienes. The Arvan family
in consequence of unknown historic events had come down from
mountains of the Parsua and settied in the midst of a population of
wholly differcnt origin, the Cassacans or Ashanitcs, who may be
related by their speech to the Georgians of Transcaucasia. '

Meanwhile. a certain Median chict and a ruler of Akessaia, a
capital town of the Kassites, which the Medes renamed Hagmatana
{Ecbatana), this Median Chief named Khshathrita. was a fierce
opponent and rival of the Assyrians. The Kassites were later
assimilated with Medes to form a formidable force. Therefore, in
testing his strength before his eventual invasion of the Assyrians,
the Mcdian King invaded the area held by the Persians, conquered

“their ruler Teispes (pronounced Chishpish) the son of Hakamanish,
- and made him his vassal. Subsequently, Khshthrita the founder of
the Median Empire failed in his invasion against the war-like
Assyrians. According to John A. Boyle who stated that based upon
the Assyrian records the Median Kingdom was engaged in batile in
670 BC with the Scythians, a fierce. warlike. highly mobile and
deadly Aryan tribc who lived in the rapine. Perhaps, wcakened by
its Assyrian war, the Median Kingdom was assailed by this
dangerous tribe and they wreaked terrible havoc on the Medes. This
- was the first crime the Scythians had perpetrated that subsequently
attracted revenge against this notorious tribe. A lot would be
discussed about the Scythians in this book, because of their mischief
on earth.
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The Median King Khshathrita was succeeded by his son named
Cyaxares or Uvakhshatara. DBut no sooner the new King had
mounted the throne than he was again subdued and subjugated by
the deadly Scythians. The Median Kingdom had remained for
almost three decades under the heavy yoke of Scythian domination,
during which his people suffered terribly. However, in his attempt
to shake off the yoke of the Scythian domination. Cyaxares. having
made their leaders drunk at a banquet, he unhesitatingly slew them
all in his desperate bid to gain his freedom. In fact, this massacre of
the Scythian chicfs had added salt o injury. The Scythians ever
since had sought to avenge the slaughter of their chiefs by any
means necessary. Thus, they became increasingly ferocious not only
to the Medes but also to the Persians their netghbours alike. Hence a
battle line was drawn between them. This might explain the rcason
of both the imbroglio and the internecine feud between the Medes
and the Persians on one hand and the deadly Seythians on the other.
But Scythians of whatever geographical location were inherently
dangerous. ruthless, murderous and becausc of their ferocious
cannibalism were described as barbarians. Consequently they were
to play important role in the Zulgarnain's story. Although the Medes
under the yoke of Scythian domination had become notable adept in
warfare and experts in archery, which they learned from their
captors, but they suffered devastation and the period was irksome
and counter progressive. It conspired to bring the Median Empire on
the decline and as a result it became weakened internally,

So Teispes, the King of Persia then availed himself of this
opportunity, the temporary cclipse of the Medes to free himself
from their bondage. As he succeeded in winning his freedom, the
Persian King then moved southwards from the land of Parsumash or
Pars subjugating Elam and annexing Parsa and Ashan into his
Empire. This King then divided his rcalm between two of his sons
namely; Ariaramnes and Cyrus [. The former then proclaimed
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‘himself the great King of Kings, King of land of Parsa. According
to Professor Boyle, a golden tablet was found at Hagmadana bearing
Ariaramnes’ portrayed and proclaiming: “This land of the Persians,
which | possess, provided with fine horses, and good men, it is the
great god Ahura Mazda who has given it to me. I am the King of
this land.”* o :

~+ This King was vindicated because with a triple combination of
faith in Ahura Mazda, good men and fine horses, the Persians had
ruled the whole world for two centuries. King Ariaramnes was
succeeded by Arsames, who no sooner had he mounted the throne
of Persia than he was deposed by the Median King Cyaxares.
Because he repained his sirength to launch a fresh attack on the
Assyrians. The Median King had succeeded in making alliance with
the Babylonians who were also enemies of the Assyrians. With a
combination of the Median and Babylonian strengths, Cyaxares
conquered, ransacked and destroyed the Assyrians and their Capital
Nineveh. He was then able to muster his sirength and dominion over
his neighbours, particularly the Persians.

Although Cyaxarcs, the Median King was triumphant over the
Persians, he allowed the Achaemenid royal house to govern their
territories but under his suzerainty. Meanwhile, Astyages the son of
King Cyaxares, dreamed that there flowed from his daughter named
Mandane a torrent, which not only filled his capital but covered all
Asia. He belicved it portended power so he feared to give her in
marriage 1o a noble Mede, through whom the prophesy of this
dréam might be fulfiled, so instead, he gave her to a Persian of good
family but of quiet temper, whom he regarded as inferior to a Mede
of even modest condition. This was Cambyses | (pronounced
Kambujiya) and the marriage was blessed with a baby boy named
Cyrus 11.%

Astages feared the advent of someone who would overthrow
his empire. In his second dream he saw a vine rising from his
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daughter's body and covering the whole of Asia. In terror he sent for
his daughter, Mundanc, and when the child was born he handed it to
Harpagus, a man he trusted with the orders to kill it** All these
‘dreams had foreseen the coming of a King through his daughter who
would be the master of Europe and Asia. This baby Cyrus II,
however, was not killed by Harpagus instead he gave the child to
one of the King's shephierds, named Mithradates with the instruction
to dispose it in the wilderness to die, But Spaco, the shepherd's wife
had )just given birth to a still born child, she persuaded her husband
to exchange the still birth with Mandane’s baby, and to show the
cead baby to Harpagus. He granted to her request and the plan was -
successfully carried out. As destiny could never be changed, Cyrus
II survived to be the first man in recorded history 1o ¢stablish a
World Empire. In yet another stroke of fate several years later, he
too had a dream, which foretold his potential successor to his
throne. Frye, gave a detailed account of this dream, which he based
on the Herodotus account of Cyrus. During his expedition against
the Massagetai of East of the Caspian sea the king had a dream,
about which Professor Irye wrote:

After war had started Cyrus sent his son and successor

Cambyses back to Persia accompanied by Croesus, ex-King of

Lydia. Then Cyrus dreamt that he saw the young Darius, eldest

son of Vishtaspa and prandson of Arsames, also an

Achaemenid, with wings on his shoulders which overshadowed

Asia and Europe. Since Darius was not yet twenty and was

staying in Persia rather than with the army of Cyrus, the great

King summoned Vishtaspa and ordered him back to Persia to
guard his son until the war was over, which Vishtaspa did.*’

Fortunately, Cyrus the Great, lcarning from his own histery, did
not tempt Providence by trying to kill the young Darius whom he
saw in vision as the future Zulqarnain, the master of Asia and
Europe, instead he ordered for the protection of the future Great
King. Unfortunately, in this baltle Cyrus defeated the Massagetai,
captured the ruler, a son of Queen Tomyris, but the son committed
suicide. Cyrus fell in the battle in Circa 530 BC, after ruling for

151



twenty-nine years. . The conquests and achicvements which made
Cyrus "Great" is the topic of the next chapler. At this juncture, a
genealogy of the Achaemenids is hereby reproduced for the sake of

clarity.

I! - _ ] Sumce Frye, Fhe Henlnge tl\f' I"ersia,
! A Persian bodyguard. the “iemmortal”™ of Durius. the King of Kings,
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GENFALOGY OF THE ACHAEMENIDS
_Achaemenes (I Takhamanish)

Cyrus | {(Kurush)

|

Cymbyses | (Kambujiya)

Cyrus 11 (559-530)

l

Cambyses I1 (530-522)

Xerxes Il
424-423

Artaxerxes [ Moemon
404-359

 Artraxerxes 11} Ochus
359-338

Arses (Arsha)
338-336

Sonrce: Frye, Heritage of Persia, Routledge & Kegan Paul, London (1962) p 263

Teispes (Chishpish)

-Ariararanes (Ariyaramna)

|
Arsames {(Arshama}

Hystapses (Vishtaspa)

Smerdis (Bardiya)  Darius (Darayavahush
or Gaumata 522-486

522 ‘
Xerxes [ (Khshayarsha

486-465
-
Artaxerxes | Longimanus
465-424

Darius 11 (Nothus)
423-404

Artostes

Arsames

- - 5
BN | oL

Darius HI (Codomannus) .
336-330

ny
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" CYRUS THE GREAT (558-528 BC)

: That saith of Cyrus, He is my shepherd and shall perform all my "©:87>
©d e pleasure; even saying to Jerusalem,. Thou shall be built; and to, +

i the temple, Thy foundation shall be taid. D I
- : - Isaiah-

R

O nan, | am Cyrus, the Sen of Cambyses, who founded the
Empire of Persia and was King of Asia. Grudge me not .,
therefore this imonument. ' o
- Artian ) _
The Persians had already formed an independent local kingdom
in the last decade of the eighth century BC  under
Hakhamenesh, the eponymous ancestor of the Achaemenians. They
were, however, reduced to vassalage by the northern Medes until the
middle of the sixth century when Cyrus defeated Median King and
unified the Medes, and Persians into one I<T.il‘|gd(:-m.l lle was
destined to be the architect of Pax Achaemenica in history. Cyrus
the Great was destined to create the first World Empire. He
conquered Lydia, and the wholc of western Asia Minor. The Ionian
cities were also subjugated to his dominion. lle then moved down
the Tigris subduing the vassal states of Babylonia, and finally took
Babylon. He turned his attention to the cast, annexing the eastern
provinces to his cmpire, only to fall in battle against north-eastern
. Iranian Scythians. liis body was embalmed and taken to his home
province of Fars where his tomb now stands.

He was noted in history as a benevolent Conqueror and the
Liberator of the Hebrews from bondage. Zoroastrian religious
beliefs, which were basically ethical and universalistic, produced a
tolerant attitude toward other religions was exemplified in Cyrus'
treaiment of the conquered peoples to an extent that the Bible
described him as the Lord's shepherd and Messiah.? Thus, we could
easily see how Cyrus might lay a claim with his impeccable
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credentials to the title of Zulqamain; it became imperative to
expound his story. Kurash IL, otherwise known as Cyrus succeeded
in 558 BC to establish himself as a King. His sudden astounding
conquest created an immense empire, which had not been seen
before. This Persian empire stretched from the Hellespont to the
" borders of India.’ It was the first World Empire to be conceived and
accomplished. Cyrus, the founder of this colossal empire was a
great military and organising genius to subjugate so many peoples
with various religions, customs, civilisations and to bequeath to his
successors a world state, which was overthrown by Alexander the
Great about two centuries later. Cyrus the Great had thé same
ancestry with Darius the Great. He was the seventh World King
while Darius was the ninth as this simplified genealogy shows in the
Achaemenid royal house.

1. Achacmenes

2. Teisp;es
- Ashan line o ) Persian line
M | | - |
3. Cyrusl o | 5. Ariaramngs
4. Cam‘bysesl : B | 6. A\rsames
5, Cyrul ;he Gre# | _ o .' Hysltas_pes
6. Carr‘lbyses _ . I- : | 9, [‘)arius

Source: Percy Sykes, A History of Persia, vol 1 (1969) p.143
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According to Percy Sykes, this reference to a double line of .
Achaemenian monarch was made by Darius in the great inscription
and had initially puzzled its decipherers. This renown soldier and a
scholar said an examination of the Great King's statement was
justified: "There are eight of my races who have been kings before;”
Darius said, “I am the ninth." Cyrus, was the eight Achaemenid
King but the first world King. He was credited with the concept of
One World, the fusion of various peoples and cultures in one
Oecumene. Hence he was the first to assume the global dominion in
recorded history, a title of this leadership aptly described in the Holy
Qur'an as Zulgarnain. Thus, the Achaemenid monarch thought
himself as a King of Kings over many peoples with thelr rulers and
chiefs.

Furthermore, Cyrus was to be remembered as the liberator of
the Jews from captivity. His history was tied to this historic act,
which was a landmark in the history of mankind. The land of Judah
remained a Jewish nation for more than three hundred years.
However, in 586 BC. Babylon's King Nebuchadnezzar invaded
Jerusalem and all Judah and took the people captive. This
Babylonian captivity brought the Jews again to foreign land as
slaves. When the Babylonians put the city of Jerusalem under siege,
the Egyptians who came to help them were effectively disposed,
leaving the city defenceless. The foreign invaders surrounded it and
cut it off from any outside help. The inhabitants were in a serious
plight as food became very scarce in the city. ln fact, a point was
reached when all the bread of the city was gone (Jeremiah 37:21,
see also 2 Kings 25:3). The fall of Jerusalem was, therefore,
inevitable. Prophet Jeremiah had foreseen the destruction of
Jerusalem with its Temple. He warned the cilizens of the city about
the inevitable Babylonian invasion (Jer. 38:2-3). His warnings
however, passed through the deaf ears of the people until when they
were besieged by the ruthless invaders. _

The invaders succeeded in-destroying the wall of the city, the
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attackers rushed inside it and the Babylonian King Nebuchadnezzar
captured this city in 586 BC, The Biblical account in 2 Chronicles
36:18-19 recorded this end of Judah's history and the begmnmb of
the Babylonian captivity.
And all the articles of the house of God, great and small, and
the treasures of the house of the lord, and the treasures of the
King and his officers, he (Nebuchadnezzar, the King of
Babylon) brought them all to Babylon. Then they burned the
house of God, and broke down the wall of Jerusalem and

burned all its building with fire, and destroved all its valuable
articles.

In' short, in moderm terms it could be said that Jerusalem was
razed to the ground: its people taken into slavery. Chronicles 36:20
added: -

And those who had escaped from the sword he carried away 1o

Babylon, and they were servants to him and to his sons until the
rule of the Kingdom of Persia.

King Zedekiah and some of his soldiers, having lost the city,
fled at night in the direction of the Arabah (2 Kings 25:4). It was a
region around the Jordan wvalley. The vanquished king was,
however, captured and taken to Babylon. Where his sons were
killed and the King's eyes pgouged out at Riblar where
Nebuchadnezzar had established his  headquariers.  King
Nebuchadnezzar at Riblar (2 Kings 25:18-21) ordercd a number of
important citizens to be slatn. The vessels and metal ornaments in
the Temple of Solomon were broken and carted away (2 Kings
25:13-17). In fact, when the rule of the King of Persia came as it
was foretold in the scripture the Hebrews were given amaesty by the
great King Cyrus.

It was incognisance of Cyrus’ impeccablc record that Allama
Maududi had chesen him as the Qur’anic Zulgarnain. Because most
of the characteristics of the personage mentioned in the Holy
Scripture were applicable to him. He was at the time of the erudite
scholar, the only known conqueror known among the ancient rulers,

160



1o whom the features of Zulgarnain might be applicable, The erudite
Scholar also stated that even the cnhemies of King Cyrus had been
full of praise for him for his justice, and Ezra, a book of the Bible, |
asserts that he was a God-worshipper, and a God-fearing King who
 set free the Israelitcs. Because of his God-worship, and ordered that

the Temple of Solomon should be rebuilt for the worship of Aliah,
‘'who has no partner’The piety, uprightness and magnanimity of
Cyrus were known to all. All these proved the direct influence of his
Zoroastrian rcligion, which was Islamic in principle. .
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. Cyrus' magnanimity oo

While under the yoke of foreign subjugation, the Hebrews suffered
many untold hardship and all forms of cruelties were inflicted on the
Jews in bondage. Then Cyrus the Great gave them amnesty when he
conquercd Babylon. The Jews were given freedom and a new lease
of life; those in exiles were allowed to return to Jerusalem and
rebuild their holy city. This happened about two decades after the
death of Nebuchadnezzar in 562 BC, when the might and power of
Babylonia gradually became weakened. The Jews had spent about
twenty four years in Babylonian captivity. The Persian empire rose
under the able leadership of Cyrus to become a very powerful
nation. It would no doubt collide with the weakened Babylonia. One
day during a banquet given by King Nabonidus' son of Belshazzar a
mysterious hand wrote on a wall the word, mene mene rakel
upharsin. And Prophet Daniel explained the strange writing that
God had "weighed the King in balance and found him wanting to
his kingdom had been handed over to Cyrus." The inevitable event
happened when the great conqueror came to Babylonia.

In 539 BC a battle was fought between the Persians under
Cyrus and the Babylonians under King Nabonidus, the fourth King
after Nebuchadnezzar, and the last King of Babylonia. The battle
was fought at a place called Opis on the river Tigris, and the
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Babylonian army was utterly destroyed. King Nabonidus driven out
““of Sippar fled and Gobryas the commander of the invading army.
therefore, entered Babylon without skirmish. The temples were
protected and looting was forbidden. Cyrus the Great Conqueror
then appeared in person on 27th Qctober 539 BC and as he was
called 'deliverer' by the Jews. The vanquished King Nabonidus of
Babylon surrendered to the Great King and was taken to Carmania
(Kirman) where he lived till his death. Cyrus was consecrated as
King of Babylon on 20th March 538 BC, when he took the hands of
the god Bel-Marduk.® And this made him an object of veneration by
the Babylonians. Cyrus the Great was a religious person and had
respect for the gods of other peoples. He, therefore, restored to the
various cities the images of their gods, which Nabonidus had
removed to Babylon. This attitude was unlike that of Babylonia and
Assyria, who took delight in their fetishist idea of decorating the
conquered people and profaning the images of their gods. They used
to carry the gods of the congucred people as trophies or war, making
them form a kind of triumphal procession under their own national
gods. :

But the great Zoroastrian was tolerant of other religions.
- Therefore, Cyrus won both political as well as religious victory, by
his respect of these images, and when he restored them to the
peoples who valued and revered them. He gave the statues of gods.
which he found in Babylon back to their lawful owners, who
naturally received them with joy and happiness. The gratitude felt
by these peoples conquered by Babylon. on the newsthat their
national gods were coming home was very enormous.” He was
indeed magnanimous in victory, and this idea of his genius
consolidated the power of the conqueror. He granted a special
favour to Jews, whom he gave amnesty and freedom. Cyrus would
ever be remembered for this gesture, the liberation of Jews from the
Babylonian captivity. The publicity given to this by the Jews, had
taken Cyrus's name to lofty height making it a household name. He
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" was indeed considered to be the "second Moses" for the Hebrews. G

Cyrus was inspired by Ged to act in this manner, and he
returned to the Jews in exile the gold and silver vessels from the
Temple of Jerusalem. which he found among the royal treasures. He
set the Jews free in accordance with this divine injunction. "Now, in
the first year of Cyrus, that was, in the year 538 BC, the Lord stirred
up the Spirit of Cyrus” (Fzra 1:1), With his mind turned in favour of
the Hebrews in bondage, so he enacted an cdict which he issued
within the. first year of his reign as King of Babylon to effect the
injunction. It was this edict. which had liberated the Jews and
* allowed them to return to Palestine to rebuild the Temple that had
remained a famous landmark in the history of mankind. But it was
important to note that all his actions were mere reflections of his
religious belief, and the dictate of Zoroastrianism. He was a
follower of this pristine Faith in Divine Unity. The teachings of this
ancient religion could cqually be mirrored through the activities of
Darius the Great for similar reasons. Both held a lofty position in
Persia as great upholders of this Persee religion. Cyrus, as a result,
he was inspired by Jehovah God to issue this decree when he
declared that: R Y S P e S R

The LORD, the God of heaven has given me all the kingdoms A

of the ecarth, and he has charged me to build him a house at
Jerusalem, which is in Judah (Ezra 1:2).

The desire that the Jews should return to their country to
rebuild the Temple and the city. were in accordance with Cyrus
religious policy was overriding, however, it was only achieved
about a decade later with the help and assistance of Darius the
Great. He too was inspired by God to act tn this direction; he had a
similar religious policy. As a religious man he was never grasping
nor wink at injustice but rendered selfish service to his people.
Cyrus was a just King. for example, Herodotus, gave the account of
how Cyrus treated a selfish powerful clique who presented him with
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their selfish proposal he wrote:

-1+ Arftembares instructed the Persians in a design, which they took
from him and led him before Cyrus; this was its purport: "seeing
that Zeus grants lordship to the Persian people, and to you,
Cyrus, among them by bringing Astyages low, let us now
remove out of the little and rugged land that we possess and
take into ourselves one that is better. There be many further
such on our borders and many further distant; if we take our one
of thesc we shall have more reasons for renown. It is but
reasonable that a ruling people should act thus; for when shall
we have a fairer occasion than now, when we are lords of so
many men and of all Asia?" Cyrus heard them and found naught
to marvei at their design; "Do so", said he, "but if you do, make
ready 1o be no longer rulers, but subjects. Soft lands breed soft
men, wondrous fruits of earth and valiant warriors grow not
from the same boil." Threat the Persians saw that Cyrus
reasoned better than they, and they departed from before him,
choosing rather to be rulers on a barren mountain-side than
slaves in tilled valleys.”

ik

Undoubtedly, Cyrus was one of the towering figures in ancient
history. He subjugated three great empires; he destroyed the
Median, the Lydian and the Babylonian empires. In short, the figure
of Cyrus had survived throughout history as a man of exceptional
qualities. In battles he was bold and dauntless and in victory
magnanimous. He had unshakeable belief in the Unity of God, this
like Darius, must have sprung from the teachings of Prophet
Zoroaster. He died in a battle in 528 BC and was buried in a tomb at
Pasargadae. When Alexander the Great went through this city, he
visited the tomb. Had the Persians of later years had abided with the
precept of Cyrus, "Soft land breed soft men", their empire could not
have been battered by Alexander to become “slaves in tilled
valleys.” It was pointedly observed by Henri Barr in the foreword in
Ancient Persia and Iranian Civilisation that:

The vast empire created by Cyrus, Cambyses, and Darius that

other “administrator of genius™ astonished and frightened the
free Hellenes; and yet, as a first aitempt at an Aryan empire, it
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L served as a model to Alexander. What the Great King had oy,
: wished to do from East to West, Alexander attempted from
West to East. Through the pages of Xenophon, he followed
Cyrus. “It is known that he professed the highest esteem for this
Persian idealised by an admirer of Agesilaos™ and had a genuine
liking for the Iranian nobility, The Persians came to him,
astonished and charmed. He wanted to blend the two elements.
The Greek city expanded to the dream of workd-monarchy. It
= has been said that “the history of Alexander is part of Persian
history, its normal continuation being the Hellinistic Age.s S LY

In the formation of this colossal empire, and composite
civilisation, there was a striking similarity between Cyrus and
Darius n their approach to issues as it concerned the administration
of their own people and those of other nations. One may reiterate to
say that Cyrus was equally qualified to be the Qui'anic Zulgarnain,
He was a just, righteous leader who ruled in accordance with the
laws of God. So nothing stopped him from clinching this title too.
But Cyrus did not fit the Qur'anic descriptions as much as Darius
did. He was a well known figure among the Jews and the Christians,
therefore, he presenied no problem as to who he was. Asking any
question about him rendered the answer too obvious, and making it
thereby immaterial. Although he ruled the empire about eight years
before Darius, and he was more popular but the extent of his empire
was not of Alexanderian dimension. A brief comparlsorl of the two
kings would show the dlstlnctlon e

.
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Cyrus and Darlus compared L

It was pertinent to reiterate once more that the questlon of who
Zulgarnain was, was meant to be a difficult one. It was not intended
to be answered either from the Jewish or Christian Scripture and
even in the historical record, it was not at all easy. Both Cyrus and
Alexander would provide easy and obvious answers on account of
their popularity as a result of the availability of their historic
records. However, such was not the case with Darius the Great
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because most of his records were carved on stones and were buried
in the womb of the earth or on top of high rocky cliffs all of, which
were inaccessible to the general public for centuries. In addition, the
monumental achievements of Darius no doubt had surpassed those
of Cyrus, such that in writing these lofty achievements, one would
have 10 state that, in addition to the achievements of Cyrus, Darius
had excelled him with the following meritorious achievements to
mankind's history. Darius chivalry, sagacity and political savvy were
no match for that of Cyrus, though, both were "Great."

This was because Darius had to re-conquer the vast empire
founded by Cyrus and expanded by his son Cambyses by military
conguests for almost seven years. It was not just bequeathed to him
simply as a King. He re-conquered it in a military fashion similar to
that of Cyrus, then he consolidated the vast empire into his absolute
control before embarking on its gigantic expansion. He
demonstrated a uniquec -ability as a military and administrative
genius, the type of which the world had never seen before. The
monumental achievements of Darius the Great and his global
meritocracy had remained unsurpassed in the history of the ancient
world. H. A. Clement had compared and contrasted the two great
Persiann Monarchs in the following words: _ '

The greatest of the Persian Kings was Darius who succeeded

Cyrus after a short space of eight years. He is often called
Darius the Great, because he used his power mainly for the
benefit of his people. Cyrus had shown his sense of Justice in
freeing the Hebrews. Darius képt peace and order throughout

~ his empire. He built roads and canals to encourage trade. He
collected a fleet of Phoenician warships to make his power felt

v+ on sea. He divided his empire into Provinces and piaced a

governor over each one to enforce his rule. His subjects
prospered under his government although they had no power.”

Clement, a renowned historian made some remarkable
statements about Darius, similar to the Qur'anic description of
‘Zulgarnain. That he used his power mainly for the benefit of his
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people. He achieved this only by making journeys to every nook and
cranny to ensure that justice reigned throughout his empire.
Expeditions such as these could not be possible without road links
~ and ships. Another very important statement made about Darius was
that: "His subjects prospered under his government." This could
only mean that the King ruled his people according to the laws of
God. No doubt such a government could be described to be a wise
government. ;

. Darius the Great advanced the economic status of his peoples.
Although the use of coinage system had been invented in Asia
minor, but. he perfected it. He introduced his gold coins 'Daric'
named after him to be used in replacement of trade by barter. These
coins bear on one side only the King as an archer bending with his
bow one knee on the ground. No doubt about it, Persians were the
best archers of the ancient world. In addition to the gold coins silver
Medic shekels were used, each worth one twentieth of the gold
piece. Perhaps, Medic was derived from Media. The Persian coins
bore the image of the King on the obverse; on the reverse a hollow
square. As the author pointedly observed the use of daries of Darius
had enormously stimulated the economic growth of the empire.
Administration of justice was indispensable to an empire of this
extent. Darius as a religious person had proved himself to be a
paragon of justice. He believed in Ahura Mazda the Creator of the
Heaven and earth, as he proclaimed in the Behistum {nscription that
the King reigned by the grace of 4hura Mazda, and he gave him his
power that enabled him to conquer the rebels, so he ruled with
righteousness. In the first expedition of Zulgarnain as recounted by
the Holy Qur'an; he taught that the work of righteousness was
always accompanied with good reward as pointed ocut thus: “But
whoever believes And works righteousness He shall have a good
Reward, and easy will be His task as we order it By our
command” (Holy Qur'an 18:88).

This principle of justice was one of the fundamental teachings
of Zoroastrianism. Darius the Great had applied this principle in the
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governance of his peoples. He claimed in the Behistun Inscription
that he was not a tyrant nor was he wicked but ruled with
righteousness. It could be discernible that Zulgarnain had a similar
and almost identical style of administration with Darius the Great,
The wisdom and sense of justice shared by both Cyrus and Darius
were largely due to the influence of their religious teacher and
Prophet. Zoroaster, the Prophet of Zoroastrianism, which in its
pristine form was a monotheistic faith. The monotheism of Cyrus
could be proved from the tribute paid to him in the Old Testament:
"Thus, saith the Lord to his anointed, to Cyrus, whose "right
. hand I have holden, to subduc nations before him; and 1 will
 loose the loins of kings, to open before him the two leaved
gates; and the gates shall not be shut; I will go before thee, and o
make the crooked places straight: | will break in pieces the =~
gates of brass, and cut in sunder the bars of iren: And [ will give = ¥~
. thee the treasures of darkness, and hidden riches of secret- - ;-
places, that thou mayest know that I, the Lord, which cail thee ', .
by thy name: am the God of Isracl, For Jacob my servant's sake,
and Israel mine elect, I have even called thee by thy name: |
have surnamed thee, though thou has not known me. | am the
Lord, and there is none else, there is no god beside me: 1 girded
thee, though thou has not known me - 1saiah 45:1-5,

There was no doubt, Jehovah God would not have praised a
polytheist with these lofty words from the lips of Prophet Isaiah. It
is significant that he even honoured Lord called Cyrus by name. He
subdued other Kings for him to make him the King of Kings.
. Therefore, Zoroastrianism in its original form was closer to Judaism
and Islam, in affirming the Divine Unity. Darius the Great was:
greater than Cyrus the Great in both military and civil achievements.
Cyrus liberated the Hebrew captives from the Babylonian captivity
and allowed them to return to Palestine to rebuild Jerusalem and the
Temple. This singular act had made him popular among the writers
of the Old Testament who hailed him as the 'deliverer' the 'anointed’
and the 'shepherd’. As popular as he was. in the religious circles,
especially the Jews and Christians, no one would ask who he was,
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because the answer would have been too obvious. This important
point could never be overemphasised. SRR L e .

With religious zeal and patriotism, the Jews returned from
Babylon. The cavalcade moving towards the holy city of Jerusalem
was composed of the following: 42,360 Jews carrying with them
7,337 servants men and women, 200 singing men and singing girls.
The Caravan was carried on 736 horses, 245 mules, 435 camels and
6,720 asses (see Ezra 2:64-69). On reaching Jerusalem, they began
to plan the reconstruction of the Temple and for this purpose they
collected 61,000 drams of gold and 5,000 pounds of silver. This was
in addition to the treasure they had brought with them from
Babylon, which was thirty horses laden with gold and one thousand
carrying silver, also there were 5,400 gold and silver vessels to be
placed in the Temple (Ezra 1:9-11). In spite of their eagerness to
accomplish this gigantic project, the progress of work, however,
‘came to a halt. It was with the support and assistance of Darius the
Great that this holy project had progressed to completion in 515 BC.

It was now patently clear that Cyrus could not be compared
with Darius on this coveted epithet of Zulgarnain and more
importantly, the Qur'anic descriptions. His expeditions were almost
the replica of the journeys of Qur’anic Zulgarnain. Hence, there
should not be any mistaken identity as to who Zulqarnain was;
Dartus the Great bad distinguished himself as the only one who
could be rightly identified as the Qur'anic Zulgarnain.. He remained
in obscurity for centuries because he carved his records on stones
and huge rock, because he was a King who was conscious of
history, even on his tomb there were inscriptions recording some of
his monumental achievements. The history of his achievements
were recorded in three major languages of his colossal empire, the’
Babylonian, the Elamite and the Persian, as no serious citizen could
be ignorant of all. His carved records on stones were to enable him
to attain the mastery of "Two Epochs." Darius was indeed Primus
interpares among the great Kings of the ancient World.



There was no doubt he was a man of two epochs. in British
Museum, there was a relic of the seal of Darius. It was a cylinder of
the Assyrian type. a green chalcedong, on which was engraved the
fipure of the King hunting lon. with the inseription in three
languages: "1, Darius. the King."'" The Behistun Inscription was a
preserved historical monument (records) not meant to be tampered
with or read by passers-by. Accordingly, Darius made translated
copics of it, which were sent to all the different parts of his
provinces to achieve this predetermined aim or purpose. The
Aramaic version was, for instance, found among the archives of the
Jewish colony at Elephantine in Egypt. From this document, it was
inferred that the Behistun inscription could not be later than 510
" BC. One of these copies engraved on stone in Babylonian
- Cuneiform was discovered in Babylon. Therefore, this trilingual
document was believed to be carved out in 516 BC, recording the
military victories of the Great ng and the achlevements of his
g]obal meritocracy. v et e _ :

But why was the King so much mtercsted in this type of
historical record keeping? The choice of this unique historical
‘documentation style must be with a purpose. And the reason
perhaps was beyond his personal ambition of keeping his legacy for
posterity but it could be religiously motivated. He-was so conscious
of the importance of keeping his records permanently secured,
which perhaps was an instruction by God, for the sake of future
references to his epochs; a man with ‘two epochs’ was Darius the
Great. g
Darius' Preservation of Records
It was remarkable how the records in the Behistun cliff and the
tomb inscription at Magshi-Rustum were preserved and handed over
‘to posterity. Frye gave one reason why the Behistun inscription
remained in a relatively good state of preservation: that Darius had
the steps that led up to it smoothed away so that no one could climb
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up to the relief.’' Sykes, similarly. had given another reason for (he
preservation of the relief, as due to a curse he invoked on thicves
and saboteurs. Darius, anathematised any saboteur who tampered
with his records in the following words: ' SR
Saith Darius the King: It thou shall behold ll;i.\; tablet or these
sculptures, and shalt destroy them and not preserve them so e
-y long as thy line endureth, then may Ahwra Mazdu slay thee, and 0 &, ;7
~ may thy race come to nought. and whatsoever thou doest may
Ahira Muzda destory!
}\I;"’*.J* . T ER 4»'...‘";.: A
"It was impossible to over-estimate these trilingual
inscriptions,” said Sykes. “not only for their extra-ordinary historical
value but perhaps even for the light they shed on the Babylonian and
Assyrian cuneiform inscription."”® The Great King was aware that
historical records written on parchment and scrolls papers were not
safe from destruction cither from within or from a foreign invader.
Had all these historical records been kept in a place or a library in
Persepolis, for example, they could have either been stolen or burnt
down. Undoubtedly. these valuable documents could have been lost
in inferno when Alexander burnt down Persepolis. The wise King,
therefore, did not keep all his eggs in one basket, he made copics of
these records on gold tablets and sent to ail strategic places in his
empire. A fragment of the text of his ascension lo power in Aramaic
inscription was found in Egypt. Hence. from all thesc measurcs
taken with respect to the safety of the records of his military
campaigns and his monumental achievements, one could easily
discern that there was a purpose behind it all. The reason was to be
the master of Two Epochs, or a cclebrated figure both in the
ancient and the modern worlds which could not be tenable without
- genuine historic records, This was explained somewhere in the
book. EE _ : IR T
Darius the Great had absolutely controlled the world. Cyrus had
carried his victories westward to the shores of the Aegean sea and
the Greek cities of Western Asia Minor fell under the Persian sway.
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This brought the oricntal colossus directly alongside with south
eastern Europe. Darius finally cxtended it to include the European
territory as far as the Danube, crossing o the Balkans and southern
Russia. The Darian or Persian empire was about the same as
Alexander's empire except that it did not include the mainland
Greece. But it extended further to include the Ethiopians south of
Egypt who became subjeet to the Great King,'" In the modemn world
he was the celebrated Zulgarnain, he was the master of two Qurns.

This world Achaemenian Empire had contributed two centuries
of international prosperity; maintenance of good roads, protection of
sea and land routes and the creation of an cfficient mail system
combined to increase traffic, and the widespread use of coinage
system had facilitated trade. Agriculture prospered and economic
life improved and continued peacefully, All these contributed to
stability, this stability was reflected in the imperial art and
architecture and gave a cultural unity to the empire with matcrials
and craftsmen coming from all parts of the world. The basic feature
of Achaemenian’ architecture was pillared hall which imparted a
sense of lightness and spirituality. The columns in Persepolis still
tapered upward for some sixty feet, making the capital the most
magnificent in the ancient world. All these were in line with the
mastery of two 'Qarns’. These records and archacological find
helped a great deal to increase our understanding of the
. Archaemenids and their contribution to the world.

The religious capital of the cmpire was Persepolis where
‘special ceremonies such as the New Year celcbrations were held in
the royal residences. It was a compound of sumptuous and solemn
buildings. The imposing entrance to the vast terrace was called the
"Gate of All Nations”, and was decorated with bas-reliefs of
peaceful processions of guard and bearers of offerings from all
nations of the Darian Word Empire; he established a unique global
meritocracy in history. The imperial palaces in the administrative
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capital at Susa werc adomned with enamelled brick panels,
displaying a procession of the imperial archers. Therefore,
Persepolis and Susa were like the New York and Washington DC to
America of the modern world. In terms of art and crafts, the
Achaemenian art was sumptuous with an excellent craftsmanship
especially in metal-smithery. This art of metal work was very much
advanced during the reign of Darius. He would have used this
craftsmanship in the construction of the Iron Barrier for his people
in the Caucasus, where molten lead combined with bricks were used
in the fortification of the wall (Q.18:96).

In the minor arts, there were impressive metat cups and vases,
drinking bowls and drinking horns, ornaments and customs
jewellery, weapons in brass, bronze, iron and gold, carved stone
bowls, glassware, 1vory and inlaid enamel work. In sculpturcs, they
were experts in making them with soft stones and /apis lazuli (blue
precious stones). Sculptures were also made with gold. silver and
bronze. It could then be easily discernible why the Great King had
spent so much time and energy in the preservation of his historic
achievements. He determined 10 show io the world that he was the
master of the "two Qarns" or Zulqarnain. From legendary history, it
was during the reign of King Hushang that the discovery of fire was
madc. He was also attributed to be the first man in Parsis to use iron
for making implements and was also credited with the first
construction of irtigation system.'” The kingdom, therefore, had a
long history of metalsmithery and masonry, which dated a
millennium BC. The art was only perfected during the reign of
Darius the Great. The Greeks only recently learned practical skills
of masonry and surveying including metal work from the
Egyptians.'® Perhaps this was some years after Alcxander's
conquests, making them centuries behind the Persians in this field.

From whatever angle the administration of Darius was viewed,
it was the best in the world. This could not have been possible
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‘without Divine intervention. The Holy Qur'an told us why: “God
had given him ‘the means to all ends’ This' was proven from
ancient history. because he was a reality and not a myth. Thomas
Carlyle said: "History is the essence of innumerable biographies."
Undoubtedly, from the biography of this greatest Persian monarch,
one could find striking similarities with the Qur'anic description of
Zulgarnain. This was even more glaring in his religious belief in
Zoroastrianism, which was one of the First Revelations of Al-Islam.
As a master of the two Qurns, therefore, Darius the Great was
_ incontrovertibly the Que'anic Zulgarnain. And as a man of faith, he
should be viewed in the context of Zoroastrianism, the subject of
the next chapter. -~ . . ., ' '

i
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" Source; Fryc, The Beriage of Persia, 1962.

The Symbol of Ahura Mazda, a preserved inscription from the palace of Darius the Ureat,
The use of such symbals or images were, however, prohibited jn the Final Revelntion. i
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ZOROASTRIANISM

Mankind was one single nation. And Allah, sent Messengers
_ with glad tidings and warnings.
e e - Surat al-Baqarah

) Cot Y
SR

iy

" And this is in the Books of the earliest.l‘(Revelations), The
Books of Abraham and Moses.

3

- Sura al-Ala

From the Holy Qur*an, the Book that explained everything, there
were many “Books of earliest Revelations.” Though not
mentioned by name but from all indications the Gathas containing
the pristine hymns of Zoroaster (a.s) belonged to this catalogue of
“Earlijest Revelations.” Which came at the dawn of recorded history;
an era of fusion of all peoples into one World Empire.
Zoroastrianism was not the first revealed religion in history but a
representative of group of Revelations Catalogued: as Earliest
Revelations, in which ‘The Books of Abraham (a.s)’ and Moses (a.
s) were prototype (Q. 87:18-19). However, most of them were lost
in the night of history. And all of them had expired, for they have
served their usefulness, and hence were now not in their original
forms. The Hely Qur’an, therefore, had overtaken their functions
because: “The fuller light of the sun obscures the lesser light of the
" stars.”

However, in this discourse, Zoroastrianism was referred to as
the First Revelation only in the sense that it represented the group of
first the “Earliest Revelations.” It was not used in the chronological
sense, Furthermore, the case study of this ancient religion confirmed
the veracity of the Glorious Qur’an, that all the previous revelations
had contained the same message — al-Islam. Although “it had
suffered over the years from interpolations; massive tempering, yet,
it could still be reconstructed from the remaining portions of the
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scripture left, and a fairly gobd' 'impression of its original content be
made. The reader should approach the passages of this chapter with
these important points in mind.

T A AT

In order to appreciate this great historical personage, Darius the
Great, as a man of faith, it is important to view him against the
background of his religion, since he was a religious man and had
professed Zoroastrianism as a religion. Ahura Mazda was the name
of God in Zoroastrianism, which literally meant the Wise Lord It
was an ancient Persian religion, also called Parsi religion. It was
one of the oldest religions in the world, perhaps, as old if not older
than Hinduism. When the practice of tawhid or monotheism was at
its [owest ebb and oppression, injustice, polytheism held sway, and
Allah (swt) as an act of Mercy raised a Prophet in Persia in order to
restore the worship of One God or Ahura Mazda.

The name of this Prophet was called Zoroaster or Zarathushira
and the religion that was revealed to him was named
Zoroastrianism. It was a monotheist religion in origin. He was born
at about seventh century BC, perhaps many years earlier. in the
town of Azarbaijan, north-west of Media close to the border of
Armenia. However, in ancther account, this date must be a century
older than that because recent research into the eastern and western
historical traditions and astronomical calculations placed Zoroaster's
birth date at 1768 BC. He preferred solitary life and often wandered
away into the wilderness 10 meditate and he spent 15 years in a cave
on a mountainside. It was during this period of seclusion and at the
age of 30 years that this Prophet first recetved his revelation. It was
then he got his enlightenment thus: v oo o0 o oo ot

Just as a full day, consists of day and night, of light and

darkness. so'the world consists of good and cvil. Just as the day
and night can never change their natural course. so good, can

never become evil, or can evil become good. Just as the day N

must always be light and the night dark, so good must always be
good, and evil must always be evil.' s
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Thus, it became clear to Prophet Zoroaster that Ahura Mazda
riled this world of Light and Darkness and of Good and the Evil
force named Angra Mainyu or Ahriman® This Angra Mainyu or
Iblis was also called Satan. However, the Prophet was not to keep
this divine revelation to himself, he was to preach it to his people:
“that their gods of fear and superstition are only agents of Angra
Mainyu, and time would come when Ahura Mazda the supreme God:
of Light and Truth would vanquish Angra Mainyu ” At dawn, the
following day, Prophet Zoroaster was standing peacefilly by the
sacred river Daiti when he suddenly saw Ahura Mazde in a
wonderful vision. He was led by an archangel into the presence of
Ahura Mazda where he was taught the cardinal principles of the true
religion. Zoroastrian calendar started from this great event which
was Sth May, 650 BC or the first of the Religion (. A.R.Y Henri
Berr also averred that: '

“It is hard to get back to the primitive beliefs of the Iranians for

: the Avesta is a late compilation and 1o a fairly great extent, “a
*1+ Talmud, a book of casuistry and strictly observation of the law.
.. Butthey seeined too have advanced beyond the nature-worship
of which traces are preserved in the Gathas, the oldest portion

of the Avestra. Many centuries before the Christian era,
Zarathustra received from his god Ahura Mazda; and whether a

person of this name did or did net exists about 1100, this period

saw the birth of a purified worship, shorn of the blood-sacrifices
which still soiled the altars of every Aryan people.™

Prophet Zoroaster tried to rid the world of the religious
corruption of his day by the base practice of the false Prophets, who
did not only distort the sacred scripture but allowed their evil
doctrines to divert the people from the Straight Path, These were the
followers of the Lie Demon or Angra Muinvu or Sutan. And his
religious ethical concepts had dominated religious thought in Persia.
It was a concept of monotheism with Ahura Mazda or the Wise
Lord as the Supreme God and the Creator of the universe.

According to Prophet Zoroaster, God's Will and His plans
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would be realised only through the endeavour of men who have, by
their own free choice, dedicated themselves to Truth and Good
thought. Therefore, his message centred around the idea of
“Kingdom of Ahura Mazda *® The establishment of which shall be
achieved not through sacrificial rites; as had been the practised
before, but through the exercise of Good thoughts, Good words and
Good deeds, which would ensure man's salvation in this world and
in the Hereafter. He who followed the practices of Truth entered
heaven, which in Zoroaster's concept was the condition of best
abode, and he who did not, entered hell, which was the worst
existence.’

The only outward religious rite that perhaps Prophet Zoroaster -
practised was the circumambulation of fire on the altar as the
symbol of Ahwra Muzda's Light and Purity, and a solemn
communion meal, an adumbration ofthings to come in heaven, the
blessed dwelling of the Good mind and of Righteousness.” He was a
strict monotheist and he neither preached nor condoned the
worshipping of fire. It was a later development that crept into the
religion. The Kingdom of Alura Mazda would be realised through
Revelation with the help of Saviours who would strengthen the
good religion of Ahura Mazda. Prophet Zoroaster prayed that may
he and those who had accepted his message be those that revived its
existence.® His prayer was granted when Cyrus the Great'and Darius
the Great emerged-after him as saviours of this great rehglon _

The original teachings of this great Prophet came to us only
through his Seventeen Hymns, or Gathas, which were the most
sacred part of the Avesta. The rest of the extant Avestan text were
either later compositions or mainly ancient pre-Zoroastrian pagan
hymns and laws reintroduced with a Zoroastrian colouring.’
Nevertheless, the pristine teachings of this religion were very much
close to Islam, and the attributes of Ahura Mazda were: He was the
Supreme God; the First and the Last of all Eternity, the Mighty and
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Holy, the Creator of ail. Giver of all good. and the Giver of Life.
Those who looked up to Ahura Mazda with awe: he was a friend.
brother, nay father. This God was Holy, Eternal, Just, and
Omniscient {all Knowing). He was a Primeval Being, Creator of all
~and the Origin of all goodness. Because of these attributes,
Zoroaster chose Ahura Muzda alone as his Master.'®

Ahura Mazda “directs and peéjfects the world which he has
made.” and the righteous are the “saviours,” who aid him in the
accomplishment of his work. The victory of the God of goodness, of
the bencficent principle was incluctable and so was the triumph of
light over darkness. Angra Mainyu, the accursed was only given a
grace of time before he would be vanquished at the appeinted time.

Moreover, this Prophet taught that man had freedom of choice,
and that mankind was divided into two opposing partics: the
Ashavants or followers of Truth; these were the just and God
fearing people. And the Dregvants or the followers of Evil and
Falsehood; these were the evil rulers, evil doers, evil speakers, evil
conscience and cvil thinkers. So every man, having freedom of will
must ultimately make his own choice either for good or for evil. He
then gathered various symbolic representations of struggle, which
lay scattered in the ancient myths of gods. spirits, denmons and
monsters and welded them into a single universal conflict: good
versus evil.!! According to the teachings of Prophet Zoroaster,
human choices were in three areas: thought, word and deed. These,
therctore, constituted the Human triad. Hence, man's choice was not
restricted to his actions or to his words but encompassed all these
areas of human capacity. And life was a matter of choice between
good thoughts, good words, good deeds and evil thought. evil words
and evil deeds.”” Therefore, there would be a Day of Judgement
where individuals would be judged. Each soul would be judged
after death at the Separator Bridge, a bridge that spanned the abyss
of hell and leads to paradise at the other end.

b
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On this Day of Reckoning, as each soul crosses the bridge. the
records of that soul's life on earth were opened and read. They were
weighed on « scale. If good thoughts, words and deeds outweigh
evil thoughts. evil words and evil deeds. then the soul crossed
without difficulty 10 paradisc. But if the reverse was the case. then
the soul was unable to go beyond the centre of the bridge. it then
automatically fell to its doom, as it dropped into Hell. Paradise was
described as the best place of existence, the abodé of the good,
where there was cternal bliss for the righteous. Hell was the
opposile; it was the worst place of existence where there was eternal
suffermg for the evil. Man, thercfore, must strive towards the
attainment of paradise by doing good deeds in all the Human triad.
So that his good deeds outweighed his evil deeds when measured

LT

with a Just balance on the Day of Judgement.  "%to.~

The Zoroastrian sacred scripture was the Avesia. It consisted of
the Yasna or collection of prayer and liturgy formulas, the Yashr and
the Viderta. But only a small part of the Avesta now survived
according to S.A.. Nigosian. And quoting some verses from the
Yasna. we rcad: : -

RT3 N
Hear that which is the highest good! With an enfightened mind, e
Look upon the two sides between which each man must choose '
for himself! Awake... Before the great and final consummation
is upon you.

So understand. O mortal men, The decrees which Mazdah has .
ordained regarding happiness and suffering. Then eternal joy e

shall reign everywhere (Yasna 30:2,11). o .

In fact, these were some of the teachings which had pervaded
the thoughts, the words and the deeds of Darius the Great
throughout the period of his reign, he remained a true follower of
Prophet Zoroaster. The Prophet had to contend with so many cvil
forces of his time, like any other Prophet of God who preached and
championed the course of monotheism. He preached the Divine
Unity of God at the time when polytheism was at its peak in ancient
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Persia and when the people were deeply involved in occultism,
magic, divination, fire worship, astrology. alchemy. .And they
performed many base ceremonies believed to influence either
benevolent or malevolent spirits. The Priests who engaged in this art
were called Magi. S ' S

The Magi was a tribe belonging to the Medes, they were the
priesthood, just like the Levites of the worship of Jahveh were
originally members of the tribe of Levi. This great Prophet appeared
on the scene to fight these evil practices, and as a Messenger of God
he was sent to restore the practice of monotheism among the people.
The impact of his teachings was indeed far-reaching and so forceful.
It was not an easy fight because a long time before him, the people
of Persia had reverence for and worshipped Atar, the god of fire.
Although, Prophet Zoroaster had told them to worship Ahuwry
Mazda alone and not Atar in that fire is light and Light is the
symbol of Ahura Mazda,® He, therefore, fought the fire
worshippers of his days to abandon the pagan practice. In the last
years of his career, this great Prophet was preoccupied with holy
wars. His last war was against the Hyaones where he lost his life,
Ajataspa (Arjasp) was the commander of the people who fought the
Prophet and he was killed by Tur-i-Bratarvakhsh. This great
Prophet, son of Pourushaspa and Dughda died in a holy wat at the
age of seventy-seven years of age.”_

Unfortunately, Zoroastrianism, which was ab initio a
Monotheistic  Faith Jater became radically, interpolated and
modified after this great Prophet. Many changes and innovations
crept into this religion. The old heathen gods reappeared with fuil
force and new ones were introduced. In fact, even Zoroaster himself
came to be considered a god. Christianity had suffered a similar fate
with Zoroastrianism. So within it many movements and groups that
had emerged among which were Mazdaeism, Zurvanism and
Mithraism. Wallbank had given the account of how the religion of

182



Zoroastrianism was defiled by the Magi Priests immediately after
the death of the great Prophet. He wrote:

The Magi revived many old gods as lesser deities, added much

ritual, and replaced monotheism with dualism by transferming

what Zoroaster had called the principte or spmt of evil into the
powerful god Ahriman, rival of A/ura Mazda."”

This was one of the ways of how the teaching and the religion
of Prophet Zoroaster, Zoroastrianism, was pervested. This concept
of Pualism introduced by the Priests was antithetical to his pure
tcuching. For he taught that the universe was created by the God of
Light and the forces of Good would ultimately prevail over Evil. In
other words, the forces of Lvil or Ahrimun were only given a
respite. But the Magi priests corrupted his monothetstic religion by
making Ahriman or Angra Muinyu co- etemal w1th the One and only
Supreme Creator. ... .. . . ...l

Some historians claimed that the Mazdean Relu,lon. from its
origin upheld a belief in the dualism, which characterised the
ancient Persian religion. And that Zoroastrianism was one of the
few recligions, which accepted no converts. To the first claim,
Zoroastrainism 1n its pristine form did not subscribe to the concept
of dualism, which obviously appeared to be a later development into
the ancient religion. And to the second view, Zoroastrianism was a
national religion sent to the Persians in like manner Judaism was
sent to the Jews, consequently, all national religions prosctilisation
and conversion to non-national were not permissible, the ancient
Persian religion inclusive.

Shahrastani (AD 1086 - 1133) the first histortan to take interest
into this subject and wrote his account in Arabic believed that
dualism existed before Zoroaster and that Mazdaism had gone past
the stage corresponding to the adoration of the elements, the cult of
fire and water, of which Anahif was the proteciress, a function she.
was supposed to combine with protection of Agriculture. Andre
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Godard, wrote that a cult of saints, and infer alia of a protector
helping shepherd to fight against wild beasts, rapidly became
mingled with this primitive animism. ‘“The imagery of the so called
Luristan bronzes;” Godard said, “reveals an entire sumero-Iranian
pantheon which prefigures Mazdaism. Therefore, pre-Zoroastrian
heathenism had a propound influence on the ancient monotheist
religion especially after the death of Prophet Zoroaster.” Godard
opined: .. Loy B :

It seems almost certain that primitive Mazdaism was very

different from Zoroastrianism, but even more so from the

Mazdaism of the Sassanid period in the form revealed to us by

writings collected at the end of that dynasty. There is no certain

basis, no specific document enabling us to codify the scattered

bits of information which we possess. Sassanid Mazdaism, on
the other hand. is relatively familiar to us.'

Many corroborating evidences could be advanced to give in
support of corruption of Zoroastrianism by many primitive cults.
The claim by Andre Godard in his book, The Ari of Iran that Cyrus
and Darius were truly cclectie in their worship of Ahura Mazda was
misconstrued, especially when the author said:

- It seems c¢lear that majority of them, especially Cyrus and
o [arius. were eclectic enough and skilful politicians enough not
to accept Ahura Mazda as the sole divinity. While granting him

in the first place. they also admitted the power of other gods
warshipped by the different peoples of the empire... 7

Godard adduced reasons for his claim only from archacological
finding, which he said. “has offered us an absolute proof.” He said:

An expedition of the Iranian Department of Antiquities
discovered at Pasargadae of a bas-relief sculptured in the
embrasure of a door of the entrance palace to Cyrus’s capital,
representing a2 man dressed in a costume imitating a fish, a kind
of chasuble worn by the priests of Ea, which confirms the cult
of the Babylonian god Marduk. '

Although the author tried to incriminate Darius with paganism
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without adducing any convincing reason, hence his accusation was
both fatuous and inane. The reasons he gave to support that Cyrus
was a cultist worshipper of Marduk were not strong enough to prove
his case. Undoubtedly, Cyrus the great was consecrated as a king of
Babylonian and held the hands of god - Bel Marduk. This political
Symbolism could not be interpreted to mean either reverence or
worship of the Babylonian god. Because it was a political ploy and a
demonstration of political virtuosity on the part of Cyrus, the first
World King in recorded history. By paying lip service to their
religion and respect for their gods, and by doing so, he had
succeeded n assuaging the tension that enveloped Babylonia, and
the lurking fear of whether the Persians were like the Assyrians who
destroyed all religious sites and took away as prisoners of war
deified imageries. = | . NI T

But this singular action performed by King Cyrus sent a message
of good will across his peoples that reverberated all over the vast
Empire. thereby sending this important message to all nations that:
“all the peoples under Cyrus suzereighty were free to pursue their
religious practices without fear of harassment and intimidation from

- the World King.” This eclectic nature of the Persian Monarchs had
endeared them to the peoples of their World Empire. Hence. it must
be viewed in the political context of the time. Furthermore, the reign
of Cyrus was an introduction of a global governance under one man;
leadership with human face, magnanimity and sincerity of purpose.
Thus. the excavation of a bas - relief of religious importance of any
kind in a World capital Pasargadae was within our expectation. This
in itself could not be used to cast shadow upon the glory of an
impeccable king who was sanctified by Prophet Isaiah in the Bible
(Isaiah 45:1-5). Moreover, the Lord called Cyrus by name which
was a sign of great honour, and said to him: I will go before thee,

-and make the crooked places straight:” Obviously, Jehovah would

not have given all these favours to a heathen but to His chosen pne.

Similarly, Darius was also sanctified in the Holy Qur’an where he
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was referred to as Zulgarnain (Q. 18:83-98). These World Kings,
therefore, appeared as Prophets in the service of Ahura Mazda.
From the accounts of the Bible and Qur’an both Cyrus and Darius
could be considered to be Prophets; they all received revelation
from God. :

Darius the Great, who was a true follower of Prophet Zoroaster,
then appeared on the scene. He did not only as a King revive this
religion but also had remained its steadlast faithful. And during the
36 years of his reign of this colossal empire, he had consistently
remained a just and righteous leader, who was conscious of the Day
of Judgement because he belonged to the Asharants. He had fitted
the Qur'anic descriptions for he was truly a Muslim and not a
Mushrik. He was a Zoroastrian of pristine origin, a true and sincere
follower of monotheism. His rule and conquests were therefore,
influenced by his Faith. He was always in fear and reverence of his
Wise Lord or Ahura Meuzda, and he remained ever conscious of the
Hereafter where every soul would give an account of its sins on the
inevitable Day of Judgement.

As a Muslim, Darius the Great was aware of the advent of the
greatest Prophet from Arabia, the Seal of the Prophets, who was
foretold in all the sacred Books of monotheistic religions in their
pristine forms. This included the sacred Book of Zoroastrianism. So
he must have read about this prophecy of Prophet Muhammad (s.a.
w.). The Parsi scripture. which was the Holy Book of Darius the
Great contained this important prophecy. Zoroastrianism or Parsee
religion (a national religion of the Persians) was one of the oldest
religions in the world, perhaps as old if not older than Hinduism.
The scripture contained two collections, the Dasatir and the Zand
Avesta, which were analogous to the Old and New Testaments,
Dasatir number 14 (the Sansanil), contained the Prophecy of the:
advent of Prophet Muhammad (s.a.w.). It stated thus:

When the Persians should sink so low in morality, a man will be
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born in Arabia whose followers will upset their throne, religion

_ and everything. The mighty stiff-necked ones in Persia will be

P overpowered. The house which was built (referring to the
building of Ka'bah originatly built by the Prophet Abraham) and
in which many idols have been placed wiil be purged of idols,

. and people will say their prayers facing towards it. His
followers will capture the towns of the Parsis and Taus and
Balkh and other big places round about. People will embrail
with onz another. The wise men of Persia and others will join
his followers,"” " ’

R . o TaT s R P I o VR B

This prophecy had indeed come to pass when Muslims
conquered Persia, and majority of the Persians embraced Islam en
masse. This prophecy was contained in a holy Book that was highly
restricted and kept forever in the custody of Persees. It was a
national religion of the Persians joined only by birth, not by
proselytisation. ki had come to pass in the full glare of history. The
man, an Arab coming from Arabia. The Persians would join his
Faith. Fire temples would be destroyed. All were indicating the
advent of this Prophet of Mercy. The tremendous power of the
Zoroastrian religion itself received a near-fatal blow in AD 651,
when the Muslims captured Persia. Therefore, true Zoroastrians all
embraced Islam.

Zoroastrianism or Mazdaism went through chanwes of fortune.

But the Achaemenids, from Darius onwards, and the Sassanids long
after supported and protected it, and Ahura Mazda (Ormuzd) held
~ an ever higher place in the Iranian faith. If he' was not the oniy god.
he was the greatest of the gods, as the king of Persia was King of
Kings, and effaced the others. He was the sky; he was light; he was
symbolised by fire; but he had not, and could not have an image.™
Ormuzd, was indéed, the only supreme God because the pure form
of Zoroastrianism was monotheism in action. It was an active, pure
Islam, which had no room for association or voluptuousness. As
Henri Berr also remarked that it was a doctrine of progress, in
righteousness and truth, a technology which gave history its
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meaning and purpose. Because whatever a man’s condition may
be — priests, rulers, warrior, farmer, or craftsman — this condition
" must be held by a pure man, whose thoughts, words and deeds are
pure. These constituted the hamatem, hukhtem and huarestem.
" (Yasna: 19, 45, 47).

The powerful Persian empire, very rich in history was finally
brought to an end by the Muslim armies under their great -
Commander Khalid Ibn Al-Walid (r.a.), known as the “Sword of
Allah,” a military genius par excellence who Alexander the Great
could envy. Moving swifily like an electric train, he swept through
Mesopotamia, which was part of the vast empire in 633 AD. He
engaged the Persian armies under General Rustam, son of Farrukh
Hormazd, who put up a heavy defence with numerical superiority
and numerous elephants but Khalid shattered into smithereens at
Qadisiyya not far from Hirah, a day's journey south of Karbala in
637 AD. The Army of Mercy then took the capital of Ctesiphon
with its sumptuous royal Palace. Though. gallant fighters in battles,
they were the most magnanimous combatants in history. They were
instructed by the Noblest Prophet (saw) not to destroy property
including animals, fodder and vegetation. and must exercise
restraint concerning the religions and the places of worship
iicluding the clergy of the conquered nation. And they were to treat
with kid gloves, the elderly people, women, children and babies, -
and under no circumstances should they shed unduly the blood of
their enemies; because they were the harbingers of mercy unto the
nations of the world. I .

Consequently, the handful, well trained., disciplined and
victorious army set up military encampments on the edge of the
desert at Kufa and Basra from where they controlled the Conquered
territory. They observed the Prophet's instructions strictly with a
unique discipline unheard of in the history of military conquests. In
fact, the humane gesture shown had further endeared the vanquished
people to Islam. However, the Sassanid King, Yazdagird III, after
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galloping in the battlefield regained his composure and counter-
attacked the faithful. But again his armies were no match for the
fighters who were better than the Macedonians. He suffered a
crushing defeat at Nihavand. The Persian King again took to his
heels and was assassinated some years later. He was murdered in his
sleep by a miller with whom he had sought shelter, in the autumn of
651 AD. The Muslim conquest was the first of its kind in the annals
of history where the target aimed was destroyed with minimal
bloodshed and collateral damage. And the army conducted
- themselves in the most orderly manner with brotherhood fraternity
extended to the vanquished folk. No soldier was allowed to go into
the people to pillage or to show any undesirable conduct or
misdemeanour. Finally, after their conquest, the Persians en masse
boarded "Noah's Ark" in fulfilment of the prophecy mentioned in
their Sacred Scripture. Thus, the Persians enjoyed the best of both
worlds; they were world leaders in the ancient world and now as
Muslims (not Persians), were the world leaders of the modern
world. The faithful army, though, always a handful in number had
shown heroism and chivalry in battles that were unequalled in
history. In 642 AD. Alexandria of Egypt, the great metropolis of
Byzantine and Centre of Greek culture finally fell into the hands of
the Muslims. This Legrand said, "marks a climax to the Moslem -
conquests achicved since Muhammad's death in 632 AD."*!

In the conquest of Persta by the Muslims, with the fire of
vengeance once more blazing up in Persia, a Proclamation of Jihad
was made all over the land and Sa’ad ibn Abi Waqqgas (r.a.) was
appointed Generalissimo in AH 14/AD 635. In his account of this
battle, Amir Hassan Siddiqi in Decisive Battles of {slam wrote that
the Caliph at that time Hadrat Umar (r.a.} was anxious to the
command in person but the Council of Advisers did not approve.
Sa’ad lbn Abi Waqgas, therefore, proceeded with a detailed plan of
battle with a detailed plan of battle at the head of large army to the
frontier. B 1T N LR UL YR PHY ) 7 Y S A VAl .

The total strength of the Muslim army stood at 30,000, The -
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Caliph. a practical nran whose actions were guided by the Holy
Qur’an and the tradition of His Prophet, sent instructions that the
army should encamp at Qadisiyah, with the mountain in the rear.
And that before, opening hostilities, envoys should be sent over to
the Court of Persia with the message of Islam. His instructions were
followed. The Muslim emissaries were laughed at, ridiculed and
scorned by the Persians. “You are a contemptible people,” retorted
Yazdagird. “Undoubtedly, we were s0,” replied the Muslim
spokesman; “We were a people of no consequences. But God raised
a Prophet in our midst who purged us of all low and base things and
put us on the path of virtue. Should you also accept this message,
we are all brothers; otherwise, 1t is not possible for us at this stage to
give up hostilities without your agreeing to pay tribute.”?

Yazdagird, on hearing this was moved to outrageous anger and
in such exasperation, he sent the Muslim envoys out of his Court.
But these envoys remained unprovoked, they wee most dauntless
fighters in history. Little did the Persians realised they were facing
better, and more heroic, and fcarless fighters than the Macedonians
who tore their World Empire to pieces several centuries earlier. The
king like an act of fatc made one of the envoys to take a basketful of
earth, a spiteful denigration of this contemptible people, and
indicating that they would work as slaves for the Persians. The
Muslim deputies unmoved to irascibility took the message as sign of
good augury, saying: “With their own hands the Persians had made
over their Iand to them. What unshakeable faith!”

Meanwhile. Sa’ad [bn abi-Wagqas. the Generalissimo was
incapacitated with sciatica. He, therefore, entrusted the command to
Khalid B. Arfat (r.a.) who equally distingnished himself as a great
general. The Persians with their numerical superiority, weapons
including elephants were ripped to shreds. Umar the Great, the
Caliph and ruler of the World, happy with this great victory
convened a large conference of the Medinese where he told the
gathering the joyful tidings of this decisive victory of Islam. He then
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dellvered one of' the greatest speech 1n the hlstory, a stirring speech
Wthh ended thus: v, L0 T e e
O Muslims, I am not a Kmo that !t should be my desire to make’

you nty slaves —~ 1 am myself, a slave of God though the - -
responsibilities of the Caliphate have been made to be heavy .¢*o:ia

upon my head. | should deem myself fortunate if [ served youin ... _

a wanner that secured you sound and tranquit sleep in your
homes, but [ would a miserable wretch if it were my desire to
make you wait constantly upon me and mount guard at my e
portals. It is my object to instruct you not by words by deeds. ., et

Umar the Great would ever remained one of the greatest
- personality in history and indeed a paragon of justice. “I served you
in a manner that secured you sound and tranquil sleep in your
homes.” This rematned forever the cornerstone of administration
and cverlasting legacy for the World, from one of the most
honoured servants of the Most High. . - ...+ . .o e g’ '

The stiff-necked ones were overpowered as it was foretold in
the scripture, were scattered and today there arc very few
Zoroastrians left in Persta. Those who escaped the Islamic conquest
settled in India, at present they live in Bombay and its vicinity and
are called Persees (Persians). No one could become a Zoroastrian or
Persee who was not one by birth.”* Since the religion was solely
revealed to the Persians. o .

In all these national religions — Zoroastrianism, Hinduism,
Buddhism, Judaism and Christianity and other revealed religions —
the advent of the Prophet of Islam (Pbuh) was foretold in each.
Allah (swt) had spoken the Truth when He said that every nation
had its Prophets. Therefore, all their original scriptures were
divinely inspired but because they were not divinely protected, they ..
were later corrupted with innovations and falsehoods. “To every
people (were sent) A Messenger: when their Messenger comes
(before them), the matter will be judged between them with Justlce,
and will not be wronged.” (Holy Qur’an 10:47). . Ci g e

- Every nation had its Message and Messenger Allah revealed
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Hlimself to it in some way or another. According to a Hadith, the
Holy Prophet said there were 124,000 Prophets sent before him and
a Muslim must respect all of them equally with no distinction
between them. "Of some Messengers We have aiready told thee the
story, of others We have not" (Q4:164). Out of the 124,000
Prophets sent to this world before the seal of the Prophets, only the
stories of 25 were told in the Holy -Qur'an. At the appropriate time,
and when the world was ripe and sophisticated enough then a global
religion of Islam was revealed, perfected and protected against
corruption. The Seal of the Prophet Muhammad, peace be on him,
testified to the truth of all other Prophets belonging to all different
nations of the world. A part of thetr national Messages was made a
part of Faith in Islam and each of their messages was a portion of
the Holy Qur'an.

Each of the scripture of all these national Prophets was found in
its original form to contain the prophecy of the advent of this
greatest Prophet. His advent as was foretold, therefore, rendered all
other forms of national religions, null and void. This brought the
‘end of their times and missions. Since their messages were co-
terminal, with the teachings of the last Prophet, they ought to be
dissolved into the fold of Islam. This was the essence of making this
world a global village in order to make a universal religion
practicable. For instance, the Persians after the 651 AD Islamic
conquest had abandoned their national religion (Zoroastrianism) to
join Islam. The discovery of Dead Sea Scroll in 1947 had led to the
better understanding of Jesus Christ and his ministry. Similarly, the
discovery of the Behistun inscriptions in the same year had equally
helped our understanding of Darrus the Great better including his
monumental achievements. Therefore, Science and Technology
helped us a lot in understanding the past historic events, with
appreciable precision and accuracy.

So. the stories of ancient historic personages must not be closed

F
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with finality because interesting archaeological and or scientific
discovery could emerge at any time, to radically change our views.
The Holy Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) was the only
great historic personage who was born in the full glare of history,
Everything about him was known and documented with
infinitesimal detail and with perfect exactitude. The rest, however,
were not that Jucky. We are now in a good stead to understand
Darius the Great, the greatest Persian King who bestrode the Eastern
and Western kingdoms like a colossus. And in doing so we would
appreciate his style of governance vis-a-vis his religious belief and
dictate, and at the same time to juxtapose him with the Macedonian
warlord and then to judge for curselves who was more qualified to
be the Zulqarnain mentioned in the Amazing Revelation. So who
was this Darius the Great? But before understanding this great
historic personage who could be conveniently identified as
Zulgarnain, 1t would be better to understand his religious belief,
Zoroastrianism in relation to Islam because the original religion was
a sister to Islam, it belonged to the League of Monotheistic Faiths.
The relationship of Zoroastrianism and Islam would give us a better
perspective in appreciating Darius the Great in relation to the
Qur'anic story. :

EEIEPURET A YO

Islam and Zoroastrianism = R

- Islam, the First and Final religion, could be verified by a simple
study of one of the most ancient revealed religions, Zoroastrianism
and comparing it to Islam in a number of ways. Besides, everyone
was born upright by nature, Pure nature leads to Allah, the One and
only true God. Thus, the natural propensity of every individual was
to Islam. There was even a divine injunction in this respect.” "The
Religion before Allah is Islam (submission to His will): "Qur'an
319 R PR Y8 R IO 1 SRR IL Ay

Islam was not only a Religion but al-Deen. Sayyid Abul Ala
Maududi's explication of this important distinguishing feature was
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relevant. In Arabic, the word deen was used to convey various
meanings: (a) Power, Suzerainty and Control (b) Obedience and
Submission (¢} Compensation and atonement and (d) Way of life,
rule of conduct and ideology. The term used in the Holy Qur'an was
in the fourth sense. Which meant Islam was a way of life or attitude
of mind and thought and mode of behaviour and action pursued or
followed by an individual or society.” This was what Prophet
Zoroaster conveyed as Human triad (attitude of mind, thought,
speech and action). And [slam. in Arabic means to surrender. (o
yield, to accept bondage 1o consign, oneself, Al-Islem as used in the
Qur'an means to bow down before God, to submit and obey Him; to
renounce oncs own independence and surrender before Him
completely So a Religion before Allah is islam-al-Deen.

" Allah (swt), the Most Gracious and Most Merciful One
therefore, sent His Prophets to guide men towards His chosen
religion. Man. therefore. must conform to the norms and values of
His Divine Guidance. In other words, he should be governed by
what God and His Apostle had said, not by his own whims and
caprices. From the dawn of civilisation man was told the moment he
came to this world that «/-fslam was the only true way and right
conduct for him, This was evident from the Holy Qur'an: “Mankind
wis one smgle nation. And God sent Messengers Wlth glad tidings
and warnings” (Q.2: 21;) : _

Therefore. in every different parts of the world and at different
periods of human civilisation, whoever was ordained for the
guidance of his nation. the burden of his message was invariably the
same, 1ts gist similar with slight changes based upon the stage of
development. This same message of Islam, which was transmitted
to various periods through a chain of Prophets was perfected and
completed and made universal. The seal of these Prophets was -
Muhammad (s.a.w.). The world essentially was one universe,
created by One God with One religion, af-Islam, throughout history.
The prophets sent before the last Prophets including thase

194



mentioned in the Holy Qur'an and those who were not mentioned.
each was given only a Portion of the Holy Qur'an to teach Islam to
his people. In other words. Islam was the First and Final religion,
this was attested to by this verse: "Who have been given a portion of
the Book?" (Q.3:23). Among -the recipicnts of this Portion were
Prophet Moses (a.s), David (a.s). Jesus (a.s) and Zoroaster (a.s)
who, however, was not mentioned in the Holy Qur'an. In his
elucidation of this verse. Ustadh Abdullahi Yusuf Ali, in reference
to 'A Pertion of the Book' averred that:

I conceive that God's revelation as a whele throughout the ages’

is “The Book.” The Law of Moses and the Gospel of Jesus were

portions of the hook. The Qur'an completes the revelation and is
par excellence the Book of God.*’

All the preceding Prophets with revelation of Scripture, .
including Zoroaster, had only received a Portion of the Holy Qur'an.
This was an affirmation that they all preached af-Islam. Jesus Christ
had attesied to this assertion for he said: "We see in part, we
praphesy in part but when that which is perfect is come that which
'is in part will be done away.” But most of these Portions of the Holy
Scripture were no longer in their pristine forms. All the same from
what their Prophets taught and from the relevant portions of their
scriptures, that remained, the type and nature of their messages, the
religion could be deduced correctly and be reconstrucied. A study of

.Zoroastrian  Scripture  especially the Gathas, which was the
authentic part of the Avesta, would prove beyond doubt that Prophet
Zoroaster had preached Islam to the ancient Persia and he was an

~avowed monotheist. The Abrahamic Faiths included Judaism,

Christianity and Islam. A true Abrahamic faith was essentially

monotheistic and Islamic in content as taught by Patriarch Abraham

(a.s) who was neither a Jew nor a Christian, but 2 Muslim. Their

Prophets were all Muslims. These Jewish scriptures; the Torah of

Moses, the Zabur or Psalms of David and the Injil or Gospel of

Jesus, though, now not in their original forms were all Portions of

195



the Holy Quran. They all were racially originated from Prophet
Abraham (as), hence were referred to as Abrahamic faiths because
he was the Patriarch of the Jews and the Arabs.

But Abrahamic faiths were not the only monotheistic faiths in
history. Although, not mentioned in the Holy Qur'an, Prophet
Zarathushtra or Zoroaster was non-Abrabamic but Persee: he taught
the same form of Islam to his people, a monotheistic religion named
after him called Zoroastrianism. In correlation, his holy seripture, .
the Avesta was a Divinely revealed Book. A careful study of this
holy Book showed it was also a Portion of the Holy Qur'an.
Therefore, Zoroastrianism was similar to Islam in teachings and
code of behaviours, and pure tcaching of the Avesta were Qur'anic
in nature. The conduct and behaviours of true followers of this
ancient religion were equally [slamic. This was ably demonstrated -
by both Cyrus the Great and Darius the Great. In the previous pages,
Prophet Zoroasters birth and how he received his revelation were
briefly discussed. A brief mention of his message in relation with
Islam would be highlighted to complete the story.

Prophet Zoroaster
Prophet Zoroaster was born in the town of Azerbaijan, north-west of
Media, close to the border of Armenia. His father Pourusharpa came
from the family of the Spitamas whose genealogy was traced back
through forty-five generations to Gayomart, the first man.”® This
man was perhaps the Adam of the Abrahamic religions.
Drughdhava, the Prophet's mother, came from the well-to-do clan of
the Hvogras. Like most Prophets of God, Zoroaster was from a
noble ancestry. o rLoeeoAs o L0 e

' Virgin births were commoen in the Near East 'during Zoroaster's
time. He was even claimed to have been of immaculate conception.
His mother at the age of |5 years was conceived by a heavenly shaft
of light and gave birth to this Prophet.* He did many miracles from
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" his childhood like most of the Hebrew Prophets. He was polygynic,
~ had three wives with children, and during the course of his mission
he waged many holy wars, and was martyred in the process. Prophet
Zoroaster was of Vedic Aryan ancestry, a group of wanderers who
in about the second millennium BC went to India; Hinduism
developed from this group. Another group of these Aryan invaders
entered Armenia, Azarbaljan and Iranian Plateau, Zoroastrianism
developed from them in this ancient Persia.”® How he received his
revelation from Ahura Mazda was explained eatlier on in the book.
And his holy scripture was called Avesta of which the Gathas was
the most Sacred as it contained seventeen original hymns of the
Prophet.

In the formative years of this religion, the Prophet had
encountered a number of problems, especially from the pre-
Zoroastrian pagans and the Vedic influences of Hinduism and
Buddhism. Without doubt, it was difficult to establish a
monotheistic religion under the torrential currents of polytheism. So
he fought many holy wars to affirm the Divine Unity, and to
preserve the purity of his scripture. The Portion of the Book, he
received consisted of ancient writings that were believed to have
been composed over a period of one thousand years. The only
reliable text was the Gathas; the Avestan text was corrupted. A
reconstruction of his actual teachings, therefore, became very
difficult. Thus, his scripture was corrupted mainly with pre-
Zoroastrian pagan hymns. Conscquently, many of the gods
worshipped in Persia were similar to the gods of India. For example,
prominent among these deities were nature gods such as sky;
Vivahvant (in the Vedic Vevasvant); Wind; Vayu (in the Vedic
Vayu); Sun; Mithra (in the Vedic Mitra); Water, Haurvalat (in the
Vedic Sarvatat); Fire; Atar (in the Vedic Agni) and so on.’'

The Prophet was able to relegate most of these gods to the
background, in his bid to made the worship of Ahura Mazda pure
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and untainted. It was an arduous task but he succeeded in making
monotheism survive only during his life time. The worship of the”
Sun god Mithra and Firc or Atar were deep-rooted among the
people of ancient Persia. This god of Firc was revered and
worshipped. It was not possible to abelish all the paganic elements
and rituals: which had pervaded the fabric of the entire society. but
with jihad. tact and diplomacy he succecded in a considerable
degree. Zoroaster then shifted the emphasis in his fight against fire
worshipping. He said, "Ahwra Mazdoe was like Atar in that Fire was
light and Light was the symbol of Ahura Muzdu.”* So they must
abandon the worship of Atar to worship Ahura Mazda alone. Fire.
remained a part of the Zoroastrian scheme as the symbol of Ahura
Mazda's Light and righteousness. Zoroastrians have ever since paid
a perpetual tribute to this symbolic clement. His introduction of
Ahura Mazda's Light was too advanced for his people's
comprchension. So he left it at its radimentary level that the light of
Fire was the Symbol of the Light of God. The full import ol dhura
Mazda's Light was only comprehensible in the Final Religion as the
Parable of light in the Holy Qur'an.

[P TR . L

The Symbol of Light or Al-Nur B

Prophet Zoroaster had used the light of Fire as a Symbol of Akura
Muazda. only to divert the attention of his people away from -
worshipping Atar the god of Fire. Because the Light of Ahra
Maozda was tar much transcendental than the extinguishable light of
fire. Light was used as the direct presence of the Divine in the
terrestrial order, which was described so majestically as the Divine
presence in the Light verse of the Holy Qur'an. It was a fact that
there was Light of God. which he symbolised to achieve two
- purposes. To show Ahure Mazda has Light and to distract his
peopie's mind from the worship of Atar to that of the Supreme God
of Wisdom. If all the fire aitars, which littered the land could be
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.. reconverted 1o the places of worship of the Wise Lord, per chance
monotheism could supplant the polytheism of the land. This showed
" this grcat Prophet had applied tact and wisdom in his teachings of
* Zoroastrianism.

He applied a similar mcthod. when he de-emphasised the
warship of Sun god or Mithra, when he said at best, Mithra could
only be an intermcdiary between the people and Ahura Muzde, so
people must shun his worship to make their services pure to this
Wise Lord, the Creator of all things. It was a Herculean task,
establishing a monotheistic religion in the midst of paganism and
age long idolatry. With the emphasis of Light shifted to Ahura
Mazda and Mithra reduced to an intcrmediary, the people could
casily fathom the supremacy of this One God. When this was
achieved the practice of monotheism could survive among the
people. His techniques worked and monotheism survived in Persia
while it did not in India. This success gave credit to this great
Prophet of Islam. .. T ¢

In the Final Religion; ng,ht as the symbol of Ahum Meazda was
described as His attribute or name, A/-Nur, in the Holy Quran, a
parable of light was given, which contained layer upon layer of
transcendent Truth. The magnificent verse of the L15,hl in the Fmal
Revelation reads: - I B g

Allah is the Light of the heavens and the earth. The Parabie of
His tight is as if there were a Niche and within it a lamp: The
lamp enclosed in Glass: The glass as it were A brilliant Star: Lit
fram a blessed Tree. An olive, neither of the East nor of the
West, whose oil is well-nigh luminous, Though fire scarce
touched it: Light upon light! Allah doth guide whom He will. -
To His Light: Allah doth set forth Parables for imen and Allah
Doth know all things. (Lit i5 such a Light) In houses which S 'R
Allah Hath permitted to be raised To honour, for the
cetebration, in them, of His name: In them is He glorified in the
mornings and in the evenings, (again and again) (Quran 24:35-
36).
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The only outward rite that Prophet Zoroaster practised was the
" circumambulation of fire on the altar as the symbol of Ahura Mazda
Himself, because the physical was only a reflection of the true Light
of God. His circumabulation of fire was not in-adoration or worship
of Atar, which he dissuaded his people from, but it ‘was a symbolic
rite, like the circumambulation of Ka'bah by pilgrims during Hajj.
He introduced in the First of the Religion the concept of Ahura
Mazda light, which was perfected in the Final Religion. The Parable
of Allah's Light could only be comprehensible now, due to the
sophistication of our civilisation. Even then volumes of books have
been written in an attempt to explain it. The commentary of Ustadh
Abduliahi Yusuf Ali was given here in full: S S

The physical light is but a reflection of the true Light in the
world of Reality, and that true Light 1s Allah. We can only think of
Allah in terms of our phenomenal experience, and in the
phenomenal world, Light is the purest thing we know, but physical
light has drawbacks incidental to its physical nature: e.g. (1) It is
dependent upon some solrce external to itself. (2) It is a passiné
phenomenon; (3) It is dependent on space and time; its speed is
186,000 miles per second, and there are stars whose light takes
thousands of.years before it reaches the earth. The Perfect Light of
Allah is free from such defects. '

The first three points in the Parable centre round symbols of the
Niche, the lamp, and the Glass. (1) The Niche (Mishkat) is the littie -
shadow recess in the wall of an Eastern house, fairly high from the '
ground, in which a light (before the days of electricity) was usually
placed. Its height enabled it to diffuse the light in the room and
minimise the shadows. The ground of the wall was white-washed, it
also acted as a reflector; the opening in front made the way for the
light. So with the spiritual light, it is placed high, above worldly
things; it has a niche or habitation of its own; in Revelation and
other signs of Allah; its access to men is by a special Way, open to
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The Stone of Dhrius recording the cotting of the Nile — Red Sea Canal, il
" one of his endeavours to open the world 10 all.






