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Preface
The question of who the best of the Sahabah, radhiyallah ‘anhum, was has always been a thorny issue
within the Ummah, especially among the Ahl al-Sunnah wa al-Jama’ah. Even the Sahabah disputed
with one another over the topic. Speciﬁcally, the debate often revolves around Abu Bakr and ‘Ali, ‘alaihi
al-salam, only. It is very difﬁcult to see anyone - whether Sunni or Shi’i – arguing that ‘Umar, ‘Uthman,
Talhah, Zubayr or some other Sahabi – was the best of the Sahabah. Rather, the exact point of
contention is, and always was: was Abu Bakr their best or ‘Ali?
Expectedly, most of the Ahl al-Sunnah consider Abu Bakr to have been the best of the Sahabah, then
‘Umar, then ‘Uthman, and then ‘Ali. By contrast, the Shi’ah believe that Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali was the

best, then al-Hasan, then al-Husayn, and then Sayyidah Faṭimah, ‘alaihim al-salam. There is a
minority among Sunnis – including some Sahabah and a lot of Suﬁs – who share the Shi’i view on the
matter.
Ordinarily, the debate over who was the best should have been a mere, healthy academic exercise.
However, it is linked with Imamah and khilafah in the Ummah. So, it is a very big issue, and provokes
the deepest emotions of some people. In fact, countless Shi’is and others have been murdered for more
than a millenium by Sunni extremists, only for their belief in the superiority of ‘Ali. The best of the
Ummah at each point in time is the only one qualiﬁed for the khilafah. This is the Command of Allah and
His Messenger, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) conﬁrms:

ﺮ ﺳﻴﺪ اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺨﺒﺮ إﺧﺒﺎر ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻤﻬﺎﺟﺮﻳﻦ واﻷﻧﺼﺎر أن أﺑﺎ ﺑﻓﻔ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ذﻟﻚ ﻋﻠﺔ ﻣﺒﺎﻳﻌﺘﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﺑﻞ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟوﺧﻴﺮﻫﻢ وأﺣﺒﻬﻢ إﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻧﺒﺎﻳﻌﻚ أﻧﺖ ﻓﺄﻧﺖ ﺳﻴﺪﻧﺎ وﺧﻴﺮﻧﺎ وأﺣﺒﻨﺎ إﻟ
ﻟﻴﺒﻴﻦ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ أن اﻟﻤﺄﻣﻮر ﺑﻪ ﺗﻮﻟﻴﺔ اﻷﻓﻀﻞ وأﻧﺖ أﻓﻀﻠﻨﺎ ﻓﻨﺒﺎﻳﻌﻚ
In this report is the declaration of ‘Umar among the Muhajirun and the Ansar that Abu Bakr was the
sayyid of the Muslims and the best of them, and the most beloved of them to the Messenger of Allah.
This is the reason for following him. So, he (‘Umar) said, “Rather, we will follow you because you are our
sayyid, and the best of us, and the most beloved of us to the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him”.
He wanted to make clear through it that: WHAT IS ORDAINED IS TO GIVE AUTHORITY TO THE
BEST, and you are the best of us. So, we will follow you.1
The bottomline here is that khilafah by anyone who is not the best of his time is contrary to the Order of
Allah and the Sunnah of His Messenger, and is therefore both illegal and a bid’ah. That makes the
khalifah himself and all his supporters ringleaders of a bid’ah, as long as they are aware of his deﬁciency
and still uphold his khilafah. In that way, they would be guilty of creating a new provision in the religion to
supplant that of Allah. The grave danger of all this is captured perfectly in these words of the Messenger
of Allah, documented by Imam al-Nasai (d. 303 H):

 اﻟﻨﺎرﺷﺮ اﻷﻣﻮر ﻣﺤﺪﺛﺎﺗﻬﺎ وﻛﻞ ﻣﺤﺪﺛﺔ ﺑﺪﻋﺔ وﻛﻞ ﺑﺪﻋﺔ ﺿﻼﻟﺔ وﻛﻞ ﺿﻼﻟﺔ ﻓ
The worst of the (religious) affairs are their innovations, and every innovation is a bid’ah, and every
bid’ah is misguidance, and every misguidance ends to the Fire.2
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) comments:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih3
The Command of Allah and His Messenger is that the best of the Ummah should always be their
khalifah, as testiﬁed by ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab. Meanwhile, the innovation in this matter is to make or
allow any inferior individual as the khalifah. This innovation is a bid’ah, and will land whosoever leads,
practices or recognizes it in Hellﬁre. It is understandable then why some of our Sunni brothers are so
hell-bent upon emphasizing the superiority over Abu Bakr over the whole Ummah, followed by ‘Umar
and ‘Uthman, by all means – even to the extent of committing massacres. The survival of their madhhab
depends very heavily on it. Should Abu Bakr, ‘Umar or ‘Uthman fall, Sunnism itself ceases to exist as a
valid entity!
So, certain drastic steps were taken to address the challenge. First, a very wide re-deﬁnition was issued
for Shi’ism. This, apparently, was to scare Sunnis away from researching into the issue. Al-Haﬁz Ibn
Hajar al-‘Asqalani (d. 852 H) takes the podium:

ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻬﻮ ﺑ أﺑ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻓﻤﻦ ﻗﺪﻣﻪ ﻋﻠ وﺗﻘﺪﻳﻤﻪ ﻋﻠواﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊ ﻣﺤﺒﺔ ﻋﻠ
 ذﻟﻚ اﻟﺴﺐ أو ﻓﺈن اﻧﻀﺎف إﻟ وإﻻ ﻓﺸﻴﻌ ﺗﺸﻴﻌﻪ وﻳﻄﻠﻖ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ راﻓﻀﻏﺎل ﻓ
 اﻟﻐﻠﻮ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﻓﺄﺷﺪ ﻓ اﻟﺮﻓﺾ وإن اﻋﺘﻘﺪ اﻟﺮﺟﻌﺔ إﻟاﻟﺘﺼﺮﻳﺢ ﺑﺎﻟﺒﻐﺾ ﻓﻐﺎل ﻓ
Shi’ism is love of ‘Ali and the placing of him over the Sahabah (except Abu Bakr and ‘Umar only).
Whoever places him above Abu Bakr and ‘Umar, such is an extremist in his Shi’ism, and he is
called a Raﬁdi.
If he does not (place ‘Ali over the two), then he is only a Shi’i. If he added to that (i.e. preference of ‘Ali
over Abu Bakr and ‘Umar) abuse, cursing or open hatred (of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar), he is then an
extremist in Rafdh. If he believes in Raj’ah into this world, then he is severe in (Raﬁdhi) extremism.4
Therefore, a Sunni is only someone who considers ‘Ali as inferior to Abu Bakr, ‘Umar AND ‘Uthman.
Whosoever places him above ‘Uthman is a Shi’i, and whosoever views him as superior to Abu Bakr or
‘Umar is a Raﬁdhi. In the Sunni creed, being a Shi’i is a bid’ah. Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) says:

 أو ﻛﺎﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊ ﺑﻼ ﻏﻠﻮ وﻻ، ﻓﺒﺪﻋﺔ ﺻﻐﺮى ﻛﻐﻠﻮ اﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊ: ﺿﺮﺑﻴﻦأن اﻟﺒﺪﻋﺔ ﻋﻠ
 ﻓﻠﻮ رد. اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ وﺗﺎﺑﻌﻴﻬﻢ ﻣﻊ اﻟﺪﻳﻦ واﻟﻮرع واﻟﺼﺪق ﻓﻬﺬا ﻛﺜﻴﺮ ﻓ،ﺗﺤﺮف
، ﺛﻢ ﺑﺪﻋﺔ ﻛﺒﺮى. وﻫﺬه ﻣﻔﺴﺪة ﺑﻴﻨﺔ،ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻟﺬﻫﺐ ﺟﻤﻠﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻵﺛﺎر اﻟﻨﺒﻮﻳﺔ

ﺎﻣﻞ واﻟﻐﻠﻮ ﻓﻴﻪﻛﺎﻟﺮﻓﺾ اﻟ
Bid’ah has two types:
The minor bid’ah: like extreme Shi’ism, or like moderate Shi’ism, for this was widespread among the
Tabi’in and their followers, despite their devotion, piety and truthfulness. If the ahadith of these people
were rejected, part of teachings of the Prophet would be lost, and that would be a clear evil.
Then the major bid’ah: like complete rafdh and extremism in it.5
By classifying the placing of ‘Ali above ‘Uthman as a bid’ah – which leads to Hellﬁre – the classical Sunni
‘ulama hoped to put a ﬁrm lid on all threats to their madhhab. However, their action has produced some
horrible unintended consequences. Many of the Sahabah were Rawaﬁdh by Sunni deﬁnition, and
therefore heretics who will burn forever in the Fire! Imam Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr (d. 463 H) identiﬁes some of
these Raﬁdhi Sahabah:

 ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري وزﻳﺪ ذر واﻟﻤﻘﺪاد وﺧﺒﺎب وﺟﺎﺑﺮ وأﺑوروى ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺎن وأﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ وﻓﻀﻠﻪ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻋﻠ اﻟ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ اﻷرﻗﻢ أن ﻋﻠ
ﻏﻴﺮه
Salman, Abu Dharr, al-Miqdad, Khabab, Jabir, Abu Sa’id al-Khudri and Zayd b. Arqam narrated that ‘Ali
b. Abi Talib, may Allah be pleased with him, was the ﬁrst to accept Islam, and they considered him the
most superior (among the Sahabah).6
These senior Sahabah considered ‘Ali as superior to Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman! By Sunni standards,
their bid’ah, therefore, was of the major type! They were complete Raﬁdhis. Another well-known Sahabi
like them was Abu al-Tufayl, radhiyallah ‘anhu. Imam al-Dhahabi states about him:
 ﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ ﺷﻴﻌﺔ اﻹﻣﺎم ﻋﻠ. اﻟﺤﺠﺎزي اﻟﺸﻴﻌﻨﺎﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو اﻟﻠﻴﺜ ﻋﺎﻣﺮ ﺑﻦ واﺛﻠﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ، اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞواﺳﻢ أﺑ.
The name of Abu al-Tufayl was ‘Amir b. Wathilah b. ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Amr al-Laythi al-Kanani al-Hijazi,
the Shi’i. He was from the Shi’ah of Imam ‘Ali.7
Imam Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr adds:
 ﻋﺜﻤﺎنﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ وﻳﺘﺮﺣﻢ ﻋﻠ ﺑ اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻠ وﻳﻔﻀﻠﻪ وﻳﺜﻨ ﻋﻠوﻛﺎن ﻣﺘﺸﻴﻌﺎ ﻓ
He was a Shi’i of ‘Ali and considered him the most superior. He used to extol the two Shaykhs, Abu
Bakr and ‘Umar, and would ask for Allah’s mercy upon ‘Uthman.8

Al-Haﬁz explains the words of Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr above:
ﻨﻪ ﻳﻘﺪم ﻋﻠﻴﺎﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﻟ ﺑﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻛﺎن ﻳﻌﺘﺮف ﺑﻔﻀﻞ أﺑ
Abu ‘Umar said: He accepted the merit of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar but he considered ‘Ali to be the most
superior.9
This creates an impossible dilemma for Sunni Islam. If Sunnis stick with their view that Shi’ism – as
deﬁned by them – is a bid’ah, then they must agree that all these ﬁne Sahabah were heretics with no
hope of salvation in the Hereafter. By contrast, if they free the Shi’i Sahabah, then they must equally free
all other Shi’ah and Rawaﬁdh! What is good for the goose is equally good for the gander. Besides, the
Sahabah, who met the Prophet, are in an even more accountable position on any Islamic matter than all
the generations after them. It gets scary when one considers the possibility that the Messenger of Allah
could have been of the same opinion as the Shi’i Sahabah! If he did, then it would have been Sunnah to
place ‘Ali over Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman. In that case, the majority view of the Ahl al-Sunnah on the
matter would have been a bid’ah - in fact, a compounded bid’ah.
The other step taken by the Sunni ‘ulama was to confuse their followers on the status and meanings of
explicit ahadith indicating the overall superiority of Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib over all Sahabah.
The most guilty individual in this regard was none other than “Shaykh al-Islam” Ibn Taymiyyah. Others,
such as Imam al-Mubarakfuri (d. 1282 H), ‘Allamah al-Albani, Shaykh al-Arnauṭ and others, have also
followed his steps, albeit at a much lower level. In this book, we will be examining some of such ahadith,
proving their authenticity absolutely, and analyzing their texts in the light of the Qur’an and mutawatir
Sunnah. Our manhaj in this regard is open, transparent, mathematical and precise. For instance, we
have relied very heavily upon the verdicts concerning the individual narrators by al-Haﬁz al-‘Asqalani in
his legendary reference work, al-Taqrib. The reasons for this approach are two. First, al-Haﬁz Ibn Hajar
al-‘Asqalani, often fondly referred to simply as al-Haﬁz, is one of the greatest Sunni scholars of rijal and
hadith. ‘Allamah al-Albani says about him:
 ﻓﺘﺢ اﻟﺒﺎري ﻓﺴﻴﺠﺪ ﻫﻨﺎك أﺷﻴﺎء ﻛﺜﻴﺮة وﻛﺜﻴﺮة ﺟﺪاً ﻳﻨﺘﻘﺪﻫﺎ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻷﺣﺎدﻳﺚ ﻓﻠﻴﻌﺪ إﻟﻢ أﻧﺎ ﻋﻠ رﻳﺐ ﻣﻤﺎ أﺣﻦ ﻣﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻓﻟ
 اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ واﻟﺬي أﻋﺘﻘﺪ أﻧﺎ وأﻇﻦ أن ﻛﻞ ﻣﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺸﺎرﻛﺎً ﻓ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓ ﺑﺤﻖ اﻟﺬي ﻳﺴﻤاﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺠﺮ اﻟﻌﺴﻘﻼﻧ
 أﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﺗﻠﺪ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ﺑﻌﺪه ﻣﺜﻠﻪ ﻋﻠﻫﺬا اﻟﻌﻠﻢ ﻳﻮاﻓﻘﻨ.
But, whoever is in doubt concerning the verdicts I have given concerning some ahadith (in Sahih alBukhari), let him refer to Fath al-Bari, and he will ﬁnd there lots and lots of things (in Sahih al-Bukhari)
which have been criticized by al-Haﬁz Ahmad b. Hajar al-‘Asqalani, who is rightly named the Amir
al-Muminin in Hadith, and whom I believe – and I suppose that anyone who has this knowledge
(i.e. science of hadith) would agree with me – that no woman has ever given birth to anyone like
him after him.10
The phrase “amir al-muminin” is of course a reference to the supreme master.

Secondly, al-Haﬁz himself states in the Introduction to al-Taqrib:

 وأﻋﺪل ﻣﺎ،ﻢ ﻳﺸﻤﻞ أﺻﺢ ﻣﺎ ﻗﻴﻞ ﻓﻴﻪ ﻛﻞ ﺷﺨﺺ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﺑﺤﻢ ﻋﻠ أﺣأﻧﻨ
وﺻﻒ ﺑﻪ
I have graded every individual among them with a verdict that contains the most correct of what is said
about him, and the most just of the descriptions given for him.11
In other words, a lot of things have been said about each of the narrators. But, not everything said about
them is authentically transmitted, correct or accurate. So, al-Haﬁz, who is a king in the Sunni science of
hadith, has compiled only “the most correct” and “the most just” of the statements made about them. No
wonder, top Sunni hadith scientists like ‘Allamah al-Albani and others have relied very heavily upon this
al-Taqrib in all their works. We will be doing the same throughout this book and others. There are two
clear advantages in doing this. One, it would ensure the accuracy of our conclusions on the various
narrators. Two, it would keep our book concise and neat. As such, we will ﬁrstly quote the criticisms of a
Sunni scholar, mostly Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah, against a particular hadith - which establishes ‘Ali’s
superiorty over all the Sahabah – and then examines the trustworthiness of all its narrators, primarily
through al-Taqrib. Where the name of the narrator is not present in al-Taqrib, then we go for the books
of Imam al-Dhahabi, who is equally a superweight in Sunni hadith sciences, as well as others like
‘Allamah al-Albani and Shaykh al-Arnauṭ.
This humble author has adopted a very strict takhrij style throughout the book. This is why he has
excluded ahadith which he believes to be true, but which do not meet the strict standards of authenticity
in the Sunni hadith sciences. In particular, we focus on the reliability of the narrators and the full
connectivity of the chains. We also seek if there are corroborative supports for either the chains or the
texts of the ahadith. Most importantly, we also investigate any possible hidden defects in the chains,
such as tadlis, poor memory and irsal of the narrators and present detailed researches to make
clariﬁcations wherever necessary. Sometimes, in order to save space, we do simply rely upon explicit
authentications of chains and ahadith by the topmost Sunni hadith scientists. Through this methodology,
we hope to give the full opportunity to whoever is researching the topic in order to determine the real
truth.
Meanwhile, we do not neglect Sunni arguments and reports in favour of the superiority of Abu Bakr and
‘Umar either. We query their authenticity too, in line with strict standards of Sunni rijal and further test
their compatibility with the Qur’an and undisputed history. The full details of our investigations are
provided in our book, so that our esteemed reader can verify, reason and make his independent
conclusions too.
Throughout our book, we have relied upon Sunni books only, and speciﬁcally those of the highest

standing in their respected categories. This way, we aim ensure full accuracy in everything. We implore
Allah to forgive us all our mistakes, and to accept this as a worthy act of ‘ibadah.
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[annotator: Mustafa ‘Abd al-Qadir ‘Ata], vol. 1, p. 24

1. Hadith Al-Qadha, Investigating Its
Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

 واﻟﻘﻀﺎء ﻳﺴﺘﻠﺰمﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻻﻗﻀﺎﻛﻢ ﻋﻠ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠو إﻣﺎ ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻟﻢ ﻳﺮوه... اﻟﻌﻠﻢ و اﻟﺪﻳﻦ ﻓﻬﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺜﺒﺖ و ﻟﻴﺲ ﻟﻪ إﺳﻨﺎد ﺗﻘﻮم ﺑﻪ اﻟﺤﺠﺔ
 اﻟﺴﻨﻦ اﻟﻤﺸﻬﻮرة و ﻻ اﻟﻤﺴﺎﻧﺪ اﻟﻤﻌﺮوﻓﺔ ﻻ ﺑﺈﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ و ﻻ ﺿﻌﻴﻒ وأﺣﺪ ﻓ
ﺬبإﻧﻤﺎ ﻳﺮوي ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻦ ﻫﻮ ﻣﻌﺮوف ﺑﺎﻟ

As for his statement, “The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: ‘The best judge among you
is ‘Ali’”, and justice dispensation requires knowledge and religious devotion. But, this hadith is not
authentic, and it has no chain of transmission which makes it a valid proof ... It is not recorded by
anyone in the famous Sunan books, and not (by anyone) in the well-known Musnad books – not with
a sahih chain, nor with a dha’if chain. It is only narrated through the route of notorious liars.1
Meanwhile, Imam Ibn Majah (d. 273 H) records in his Sunan:

 ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮﻫﺎب ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﺠﻴﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺤﺬاءﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
أرﺣﻢ أﻣﺘ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ،ﻗﻼﺑﺔ
ﻪ ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺪﻗﻬﻢ ﺣﻴﺎء ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وأﻗﻀﺎﻫﻢ ﻋﻠ دﻳﻦ اﻟﺮ وأﺷﺪﻫﻢ ﻓ أﺑﻮ ﺑﺑﺄﻣﺘ
. ﻃﺎﻟﺐﺑﻦ أﺑ
Muhammad b. al-Muthanna – ‘Abd al-Wahhab b. ‘Abd al-Majid – Khalid al-Haza – Abi Qilabah – Anas
b. Malik:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “The most merciful of my Ummah to my Ummah is
Abu Bakr. The most severe of them in the religion of Allah is ‘Umar. The most shy of them is ‘Uthman.
And the best judge among them is ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”2
This report cancels out the ﬁrst leg of our Shaykh’s claims: that the hadith is not documented in any of
the authoritative Sunan and Musnad books – whether with a sahih chain or even a dha’if one!
So, the next question is: has the hadith truly been narrated by a liar or liars?
The ﬁrst narrator, Muhammad b. al-Muthanna is thiqah (trustworthy) without absolutely any doubt. AlHaﬁz (d. 852 H) for instance says about him:

ﺛﻘﺔ.…  اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﻌﻨﺰي ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻨﻮن واﻟﺰاي أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
ﺛﺒﺖ
Muhammad b. al-Muthanna b. ‘Ubayd al-‘Unaza, Abu Musa al-Basri.... Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt
(accurate).3
Elsewhere, he adds about him:

روى ﻋﻨﻪ( خ )ﻣﺎﺋﺔ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ وﺛﻼﺛﺔ أﺣﺎدﻳﺚ وﻣﺴﻠﻢ ﺳﺒﻌﻤﺎﺋﺔ واﺛﻨﺘﻴﻦ وﺳﺒﻌﻴﻦ
ﺣﺪﻳﺜﺎ
Al-Bukhari narrated 103 ahadith from him (in his Sahih), and Muslim also narrated 772 ahadith (from him
in his Sahih).4
Apparently, he was a super-weight in Sunni ahadith.
Al-Haﬁz also says about the second narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺗﻐﻴﺮ ﻗﺒﻞﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮﻫﺎب ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﺠﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺼﻠﺖ اﻟﺜﻘﻔ
ﻣﻮﺗﻪ ﺑﺜﻼث ﺳﻨﻴﻦ
‘Abd al-Wahhab b. ‘Abd al-Majid b. al-Salt al-Thaqaﬁ, Abu Muhammad al-Basri: Thiqah
(trustworthy). He changed (i.e. his memory weakened) 3 years before his death.5
In his Lisan, he gives further, crucial information about him:

 زﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻐﻴﺮﻨﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺿﺮ ﺗﻐﻴﺮه ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻪ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺣﺪث ﺑﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻓﻟ
But, his change (in memory) does not harm his ahadith, for he never narrated a single hadith during the
period of the change.6
So, what about the remaining narrators? Shaykh al-Arnauṭ saves us a lot of time with this tahqiq:

 ﻗﻼﺑﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻔﺎن ﺛﻨﺎ وﻫﻴﺐ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺤﺬاء ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺷﺮط إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ.... ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠأﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﺒ
اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – ‘Affan – Wuhayb – Khalid al-Haza – Abu
Qilabah – Anas b. Malik – the Prophet, peace be upon him .... Its chain is sahih UPON THE
STANDARD OF THE TWO SHAYKHS.7
We understand from this that both Khalid al-Haza and Abu Qilabah are thiqah (trustworthy) narrators of

both Sahih al-Bukhari and Sahih Muslim, like Muhammad b. al-Muthanna.
Interestingly, Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H), Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) and ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H)
also conﬁrm that the second narrator is like the others too in this regard. The ‘Allamah writes:

(2219) ( و2218) ( واﺑﻦ ﺣﺒﺎن154) ( واﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﺟﻪ309 / 2) أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي
 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ( ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮﻫﺎب ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﺠﻴﺪ اﻟﺜﻘﻔ422 / 3) واﻟﺤﺎﻛﻢ
، ﻓﺬﻛﺮه:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻗﻼﺑﺔ ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﻗﺎلاﻟﺤﺬاء ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 " ﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ: وﻗﺎل اﻟﺤﺎﻛﻢ."  " ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ:وﻗﺎل اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي
. وﻫﻮ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻗﺎﻻ وواﻓﻘﻪ اﻟﺬﻫﺒ." ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ
Al-Tirmidhi (2/309), Ibn Majah (154), Ibn Hibban (2218) and al-Hakim (3/422) narrated it through the
route of ‘ABD AL-WAHHAB B. ‘ABD AL-MAJID AL-THAQAFI – Khalid al-Haza – Abu Qilabah –
Anas – the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. Al-Tirmidhi said: “The hadith is hasan sahih”. AlHakim (also) said, “This chain is sahih UPON THE STANDARD OF THE TWO SHAYKHS”. AlDhahabi concurred with him, and it is (indeed) as they both have stated.8
In a simple summary, Hadith al-Qadha – as documented by Imam Ibn Majah – has a chain of
transmission that is sahih upon the standard of al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) and Muslim (d. 261 H). All its
narrators are relied upon in both Sahih al-Bukhari and Sahih Muslim, and there is no disconnection
anywhere in the chain. Apparently, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s weird, unfounded claim that the hadith is
narrated only by notorious liars is itself a sickening rape of the truth!
There is equally a mutaba’ah for Muhammad b. al-Muthanna copied by Imam al-Haythami (d. 807 H):

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ، ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ،ﺮم ﺑﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺒﺮﺗأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣ
 ﻗﺎل: ﻗﻼﺑﺔ ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺤﺬاء،اﻟﻮﻫﺎب اﻟﺜﻘﻔ
 أﻣﺮ وأﺷﺪﻫﻢ ﻓ،ﺮ أﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑﺄﻣﺘارﺣﻢ أﻣﺘ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ‐ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
 وأﻗﻀﺎﻫﻢ ﻋﻠ، وأﺻﺪﻗﻬﻢ ﺣﻴﺎء ﻋﺜﻤﺎن،ﻪ ﻋﻤﺮاﻟ
Ahmad b. Makram b. Khalid al-Birti – ‘Ali b. al-Madini – ‘Abd al-Wahhab al-Thaqaﬁ – Khalid alHaza – Abu Qilabah – Anas b. Malik:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: “The most merciful of my Ummah to my Ummah is
Abu Bakr. The most severe of them concerning the Command of Allah is ‘Umar. The most shy of them is

‘Uthman. And the best judge among them is ‘Ali.9
We already know that the last four narrators – including Anas – are thiqah narrators of both Sahih alBukhari and Sahih Muslim. So, we only have to ﬁnd out the status of the ﬁrst two narrators. Once again,
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ saves us time. Imam Ibn Hibban (d. 354 H) records this chain in his Sahih:

 ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠﺮم ﺑﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺒﺮﺗأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣ
 ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﺑﻦ أﻧﺲ ﻋﻦ ﺻﻔﻮان ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻢ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻄﺎء ﺑﻦﻣﻌﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺴ
 ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪريﻳﺴﺎر ﻋﻦ أﺑ
Ahmad b. Makram b. Khalid al-Birti –‘Ali b. al-Madini – Ma’n b. ‘Isa – Malik b. Anas – Safwan b.
Sulaym – ‘Aṭa b. Yasar – Abu Sa’id al-Khudri10
Al-Arnauṭ says:

 ﺑﻦ ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت رﺟﺎل اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻋﻠإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
 ﻓﻤﻦ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺒﺨﺎرياﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of al-Bukhari. Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), narrators
of the Sahih, except ‘Ali b. al-Madini because he is from the narrators of (Sahih) al-Bukhari (only).11
So, both al-Birti and ‘Ali b. al-Madini are thiqah (trustworthy) narrators of Sahih al-Bukhari too. As such,
the mutaba’ah of ‘Ali b. al-Madini to Muhammad b. al-Muthanna in Hadith al-Qadha is sahih as well,
upon the standard of Sahih al-Bukhari!
The hadith has equally been transmitted from other Sahabah, apart from Anas. Imam al-Haythami for
instance records:

: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻪ اﻷﻧﺼﺎري ﻗﺎلﻋﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺣﻴﺎء ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺪق أﻣﺘ ﻷﻣﺘﺮ وأرﻓﻖ أﻣﺘ أﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑﺄﻣﺘأرﺣﻢ أﻣﺘ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻠ أﻣﺘوأﻗﻀ
Narrated Jabir b. ‘Abd Allah al-Ansari:

The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: “The most merciful of my Ummah to my Ummah is
Abu Bakr. The kindest of my Ummah to my Ummah is ‘Umar. The most shy of my Ummah is ‘Uthman.
The best judge of my Ummah is ‘Ali b. Abi Talib”.12
He comments:

 اﻷوﺳﻂ وإﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ ﻓرواه اﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
Al-Tabarani narrated it in al-Awsaṭ, and its chain is hasan.13
In modern prints of Mu’jam al-Awsaṭ of Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H), this hadith, unfortunately, is no
longer present! The previous existence of this report in al-Awsat is further conﬁrmed by Imam alHaytami (d. 974 H):
 ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ أﻣﺘ ﺣﻴﺎء ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وأﻗﻀ ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺪق أﻣﺘ ﻷﻣﺘﺮ وأرﻓﻖ أﻣﺘ أﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑﺄﻣﺘ اﻷوﺳﻂ أرﺣﻢ أﻣﺘ ﻓ رواﻳﺔ اﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧو ﻓ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐأﺑ
In the report of al-Tabarani in al-Awsat, it is recorded: “The most merciful of my Ummah to my Ummah
is Abu Bakr. The kindest of my Ummah to my Ummah is ‘Umar. The most shy of my Ummah is ‘Uthman.
The best judge of my Ummah is ‘Ali b. Abi Talib”14
It has gone missing in the same al-Awsat after the time of al-Haytami.
Finally, ‘Allamah al-Albani has copied Hadith al-Qadha from yet another Sahabi, namely Ibn ‘Umar:

ﻪ ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺪﻗﻬﻢ ﺣﻴﺎء ﻋﺜﻤﺎن دﻳﻦ اﻟﺮ وأﺷﺪﻫﻢ ﻓ أﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑﺄﻣﺘأرأف أﻣﺘ
وأﻗﻀﺎﻫﻢ ﻋﻠ
The most compassionate of my Ummah to my Ummah is Abu Bakr, and the most severe of them in the
religion of Allah is ‘Umar. The most shy of them is ‘Uthman and the best judge among them is ‘Ali.15
The ‘Allamah says:

. ]ع[ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ... ()ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih ... (Narrated) by Ibn ‘Umar16

1. Abu al-‘Abbas Ahmad b. ‘Abd al-Halim b. Taymiyyah al-Harrani, Minhaj al-Sunnah al-Nabawiyyah (Muasassat
Qurtubah; 1st edition, 1406 H) [annotator: Dr. Muhammad Rashad Salim], vol. 7, pp. 512-513
2. Ibn Majah Abu ‘Abd Allah Muhammad b. Yazid al-Qazwini, Sunan (Dar al-Fikr) [annotator: Muhammad Fuad ‘Abd alBaqi], vol. 1, p. 55, # 154
3. Ahmad b. ‘Ali b. Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Taqrib al-Tahdhib (Beirut: Dar al-Maktabah al-‘Ilmiyyah; 2nd edition, 1415 H)
[annotator: Mustafa ‘Abd al-Qadir ‘Ata], vol. 2, p. 129, # 6283
4. Shihab al-Din Ahmad b. ‘Ali b. Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Tahdhib al-Tahdhib (Dar al-Fikr; 1st edition, 1404 H), vol. 9, p. 378, #
698
5. Ahmad b. ‘Ali b. Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Taqrib al-Tahdhib (Beirut: Dar al-Maktabah al-‘Ilmiyyah; 2nd edition, 1415 H)
[annotator: Mustafa ‘Abd al-Qadir ‘Ata], vol. 1, p. 626, # 4275
6. Shihab al-Din Abu al-Fadhl Ahmad b. ‘Ali b. Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Lisan al-Mizan (Beirut: Manshurat Muasassat al-A’lami
li al-Matbu’at; 2nd edition, 1390 H), vol. 4, p. 88, # 168
7. Abu ‘Abd Allah Ahmad b. Hanbal al-Shaybani, Musnad (Cairo: Muasassat Qurtubah) [annotator: Shu’ayb al-Arnaut],
vol. 3, p. 281, # 14022
8. Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman Muhammad Nasir al-Din b. al-Hajj Nuh b. Tajati b. Ādam al-Ashqudri al-Albani, Silsilah alAhadith al-Ṣahihah wa Shayhun min Fiqhihah wa Fawaidihah (Riyadh: Maktabah al-Ma’arif li al-Nashr wa al-Tawzi’; 1st
edition, 1415 H), vol. 3, p. 223, # 1224
9. Nur al-Din ‘Ali b. Abi Bakr al-Haythami, Mawarid al-Zaman ila Zawaid Ibn Hibban (Damascus: Dar al-Thaqafah al‘Arabiyyah; 1st edition, 1412 H) [annotators: Husayn Salim Asad al-Darani and ‘Abd ‘Ali al-Kushk], vol. 7, pp. 161-162, #
2218
10. Abu Hatim Muhammad b. Hibban b. Ahmad b. Hibban b. Mu’adh b. Ma’bad al-Tamimi al-Darimi al-Busti, Ṣahih Ibn
Hibban bi Tartib Ibn Balban (Beirut: Muasassat al-Risalah; 2nd edition, 1414 H) [annotators: Muhammad Nasir al-Din alAlbani and Shu’ayb al-Arnaut], vol. 16, p. 404, # 7393
11. Ibid
12. Nur al-Din ‘Ali b. Abi Bakr al-Haythami, Majma’ al-Zawaid (Beirut: Dar al-Fikr; 1412 H), vol. 9, p. 235, # 14918
13. Ibid
14. Abu al-‘Abbas Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Muhammad b. ‘Ali b. Hajar al-Haytami, al-Ṣawaiq al-Muhriqah ‘ala Ahl alRafdh wa al-Ḍalal wa al-Zindiqah (Beirut: Muasassat al-Risalah; 1st edition, 1997 CE) [annotators: ‘Abd al-Rahman b.
‘Abd Allah al-Turki and Kamil Muhammad Khurat], vol. 1, p. 226
15. Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman Muhammad Nasir al-Din b. al-Hajj Nuh b. Tajati b. Ādam al-Ashqudri al-Albani, Ṣahih al-Jami’
al-Ṣaghir wa Ziyadatuhu (Al-Maktab al-Islami), vol. 1, p. 211, # 868
16. Ibid

2. Hadith Al-Qadha, Confessions Of The
Sahabah
The companions of the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, used to admit, unanimously, that
Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib, ‘alaihi al-salam, was indeed the best judge among them. Imam Ahmad
(d. 241 H), for instance records:

 ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 أﻗﺮؤﻧﺎ أﻗﻀﺎﻧﺎ وأﺑ ﻋﻠ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Waki’ – Sufyan – Habib b. Abi Thabit
– Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, said: “‘Ali is the best judge among us, and Ubayy is the best
reciter among us.”1
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.2
Imam Ahmad further records:

 ﺑﻦ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ ﻳﻌﻨ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺣﺪﺛﻨ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻠ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟ ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس رﺿأﺑ
 أﻗﺮؤﻧﺎأﻗﻀﺎﻧﺎ وأﺑ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya b. Sa’id – Sufyan – Habib b.
Abi Thabit – Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas, may Allah be pleased with them both:
‘Umar said: “‘Ali is the best judge among us, and Ubayy is the best reciter among us.”3
Al-Arnauṭ again comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.4
This is the third athar recorded on the same matter by Ahmad b. Hanbal:

 ﺳﻨﺔ ﺳﺖ وﻋﺸﺮﻳﻦ وﻣﺎﺋﺘﻴﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻮﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻓ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻬﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻋﻠ اﻟﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﺧﻄﺒﻨﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻗﺮؤﻧﺎ اﻟ رﺿﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أﻗﻀﺎﻧﺎ وأﺑ اﻟ رﺿ ﻋﻠ:ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Suwayd b. Sa’id – ‘Ali b. Mashar –
al-A’mash – Habib b. Abi Thabit – Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, delievered a sermon on the pulpit of the Messenger of Allah,
peace be upon him, and said: “‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, is the best judge among us, and
Ubayy, may Allah be pleased with him, is the best reciter.”5
Shaykh Shu’ayb al-Arnauṭ has a simple verdict on it:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih6
Notably, ‘Umar mentioned this publicly and none among the Sahabah present – including the most
senior ones - objected. This evidences their unanimous concurrence with him on the matter.
Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) records the same athar in his Sahih:

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ
 وأﻗﻀﺎﻧﺎ ﻋﻠ أﻗﺮؤﻧﺎ أﺑ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
‘Amr b. ‘Ali – Yahya – Sufyan – Habib – Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, said: “The best reciter among us is Ubayy, and the best judge
among us is ‘Ali.”7
Apart from ‘Umar, all the other Sahabah also explicitly declared that the best judge among them –
including their most senior ones living in Madinah - was none other than Amir al-Muminin. Imam alHakim (d. 403 H) records:

 ﺑﻬﻤﺪان ﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ آدم ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺿأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ إﻳﺎس ﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ اﻟ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿ ﺑﻦ أﺑ أﻫﻞ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺘﺤﺪث أن أﻗﻀﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻋﻨﻪ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. al-Hasan al-Qadi – Ibrahim b. al-Husayn – Adam b. Abi Iyas – Shu’bah – Abu
Ishaq – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid – ‘Alqamah – ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud):
“We used to SAY that the best judge among the people of Madinah was ‘Ali b. Abi Talib, may Allah
be pleased with him.”8
Al-Hakim says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.9
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H), on his part, keeps silent about it. The reason is unclear since the athar has
a perfectly sahih chain. Meanwhile, he has personally authenticated the sanad and all its narrators in the
same book in other ahadith! For example, al-Hakim records this chain:

 ﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ آدم ﺑﻦ أﺑأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺿ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟﻪ رﺿإﻳﺎس ﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻨﺼﻮر ﻋﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. al-Hasan al-Qadi – Ibrahim b. al-Husayn – Adam b. Abi Iyas – Shu’bah –
Mansur – Ibrahim – ‘Alqamah – ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud), may Allah be pleased with him.10
The only differences in this sanad from that of the athar are Mansur and Ibrahim. Al-Hakim declares:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.11
Interestingly, al-Dhahabi conﬁrms the verdict:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim.12
This proves that ‘Abd al-Rahman b. al-Hasan al-Qadi, Ibrahim b. al-Husayn, Adam b. Abi Iyas,
Shu’bah and ‘Alqamah are thiqah (trustworthy) narrators!
But, what is the status Abu Ishaq and ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid – the only remaining narrators of Ibn
Mas’ud’s athar? Note this chain documented by Imam al-Hakim:

 ﺑﻦ آدمأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ زﻛﺮﻳﺎ اﻟﻌﻨﺒﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺴﻼم ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق أﻧﺒﺄ ﻳﺤﻴ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ رﺿ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﻋﻨﻪ
Abu Zakariyah al-‘Anbari – Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-Salam – Ishaq – Yahya b. Adam – Israil – Abu Ishaq
– ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid – ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud), may Allah be pleased with him.13
Al-Hakim comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.14
Al-Dhahabi also reiterates:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim.15
As such, all the narrators of the athar are thiqah (trustworthy).
But then, is there any break between Shu’bah and Abu Ishaq? We have seen the unbroken connection
between all the other narrators except these two. This chain, recorded by al-Hakim, puts the seal on
things:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﺑﻦ زﻫﻴﺮ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﻧﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺳﻤﻌﺖ وﻫﺐ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﻳﺤﺪث ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ:  إﺳﺤﺎق ﻗﺎلﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ اﻟرﺿ
Muhammad b. Salih b. Hani – al-Musayyab b. Zuhayr – ‘Asim b. ‘Ali – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – Wahb b.
Jabir – ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Amr, may Allah be pleased with them both16
Al-Hakim states:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.17
Al-Dhahabi agrees:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim.18
Simply put, the chain of the athar of Ibn Mas’ud is sahih. All the narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), and
there is no disconnection whatsoever in the sanad.
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3. Hadith Al-Qadha, ‘Ali’s Superior Knowledge
Of The Qur’an And Sunnah
There is no dispute about the fact that Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, was the most competent in
justice dispensation among all the Sahabah. In fact, he is the best judge in our whole Ummah till the Day
of al-Qiyamah after its Prophet, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. On a speciﬁc level, he was better - in terms of
justice dispensation - than Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman. So, what is the direct implication of this?
In Islam, justice dispensation is based squarely upon the Qur’an and Sunnah:

ﻪﻢ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ ﺑﻤﺎ أﻧﺰل اﻟﻓﺎﺣ
So, judge between them by what Allah has revealed.1
The Qur’an itself, in its entirety, is described as “a judgment” by its Master:

ﻤﺎ ﻋﺮﺑﻴﺎوﻛﺬﻟﻚ أﻧﺰﻟﻨﺎه ﺣ
And thus We have sent it down as a judgment in Arabic2
As such, complete knowledge of everything in it is required for effective justice dispensation.
Moreover, the Sunnah is the divinely inspired explanations of this “judgment” called al-Qur’an:

وأﻧﺰﻟﻨﺎ إﻟﻴﻚ اﻟﺬﻛﺮ ﻟﺘﺒﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﻨﺎس ﻣﺎ ﻧﺰل إﻟﻴﻬﻢ

And We have sent down unto you (Muhammad) al-Dhikr (i.e. the Qur’an) that you may explain clearly
to mankind what is sent down to them.3
Apparently, a person does not know the Book of Allah until he has known its explanations by the
Messenger of Allah. These explanations, according to the same Book, only originated from the Lord as
well:

 ﻳﻮﺣوﻣﺎ ﻳﻨﻄﻖ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻬﻮى إن ﻫﻮ إﻻ وﺣ
He (Muhammad) never speaks of (his own) desire or caprice. It is nothing but a wahy that is revealed
(to him).4
It is obvious. If anyone were more knowledgeable of the Qur’an and Sunnah than ‘Ali in this Ummah, he
(‘Ali) would not have been its best judge. It is simply unfathomable that Allah and His Messenger would
have conferred upon him such a rank while there was/is another – in the Ummah as a whole - who
was/is more competent with the tools of justice dispensation than he was!
It is noteworthy that knowledge of the revelations of Allah surpasses mere knowledge of al-halal (the
permissible) and al-haram (the prohibited). It covers everything from the Lord to humanity. Most
importantly, merely knowing the legal status of a thing is not enough for justice dispensation. The judge
must equally be fully aware of the penalties (if any) prescribed for it, and the best ways and
circumstances to exercise personal discretion in different cases in line with the Wish of Allah. None,
apparently, is as competent in these ﬁelds as ‘Ali.
At this point, it is apposite to quote this groundbreaking riwayah referenced by al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir (d. 774
H):

ة أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﺷﻌﺒﺔﺮﻋﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋ، ﺎكﻤ ﻋﻦ ﺳ، ﻗﺎل ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج
ﺎ ﻣﻦ وﺛﺒﺖ أﻳﻀ.ﺎ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴ، ﻞ اﻟﻄﱡﻔَﻴ ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ة ﺑﺰ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺎأﻳﻀ
: ﻮﻓﺔ ﻓﻘﺎل أﻧﻪ ﺻﻌﺪ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ اﻟ:  ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻦ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ، ﻏﻴﺮ وﺟﻪ
.ﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ إﻻ أﻧﺒﺄﺗ، ﻪ وﻻ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ
Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj, from Simak, from Khalid b. ‘Ar’arah that he heard ‘Ali; and Shu’bah again narrated
from al-Qasim b. Abi Barrah from Abu al-Tufayl that he heard ‘Ali; and IT IS ALSO AUTHENTICALLY
TRANSMITTED through many chains that Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib climbed the pulpit of Kufah
and said, “You will not ask me about ANY verse in the Book of Allah, or about ANY Sunnah from

the Messenger of Allah, except that I will inform you about that.”5
None of the Sahabah was ever able to make a similar claim!
Secondly, justice must be administered with utmost fairness and equity:

ﻢ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺴﻂﻤﺖ ﻓﺎﺣوإن ﺣ
If you judge, judge between them with fairness and equity.6
This verse allows the use of personal discretion in the administration of justice, especially in all cases
where no divinely ﬁxed penalties or judgments are available. But even then, it also reiterates the notion
that the judge must know everything in the Qur’an and the Sunnah! Full knowledge of both is required to
determine whether or not there is a ﬁxed penalty or judgment concerning a particular case. If there is
none, then the judge uses his discretion. Where the judge does not know whether Allah has already
ﬁxed the judgment for the issue before him – due to an insufﬁcient knowledge of the Book and the
Tradition - he is most likely to effect a miscarriage of justice, without even realizing it!
Moreover, the judge must give his judgments with the best interests of fairness and equity at heart. This
is the second message of the above verse. Where there is a divinely ﬁxed penalty or judgment, he must
apply it in the fairest and most equitable manners. Where there is no such ﬁxed penalty or judgment,
then he equally must adopt his personal discretion in ways that best ensure a completely fair and
equitable dispensation of justice.
Amir al-Muminin has been declared the best judge by Allah and His Messenger. Apparently, he is the
one, within Islam, with the best knowledge and practice in justice dispensation. Most importantly, he is
the fairest and the most equitable among us all – including the Sahabah - in the application of Allah’s
Fixed Verdicts and in the just administration of personal discretion.
The most crucial part of this discourse, probably, is stated in this verse:

ﻢ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺎﻟﺤﻖ اﻷرض ﻓﺎﺣﻳﺎ داوود إﻧﺎ ﺟﻌﻠﻨﺎك ﺧﻠﻴﻔﺔ ﻓ
O Dawud! We have appointed you a khalifah over the earth. Therefore, judge between mankind with the
truth.7
First and foremost, it is clear from this verse that justice dispensation is the job of the khalifah, to the
exclusion of all others. He is the judge of “mankind”. Every single other human beings comes under his

juridical authority. Of course, he might appoint subordinate judges to assist him, under his close
supervision. However, the job belongs to him alone. Therefore, whoever is the most qualiﬁed to be judge
is also the most qualiﬁed for the khilafah!
Besides, the competent judge is he who is able to discern the truth, and who judges with the truth.
Judgment with the truth involves the objective application of Allah’s Fixed Verdicts over relevant issues,
as well as the selﬂess administration of personal discretion in deserving cases. The judge therefore must
be very intelligent and completely truthful. Application of personal discretion to reach true justice requires
an extremely high level of intelligence, selﬂessness, sincerity and honesty. An unintelligent person
cannot be expected to skillfully detect the truth from a clog of complex arguments and proofs before him.
Moreover, a corrupt or self-serving fellow cannot be expected to judge others with the truth, or to apply
his personal discretion fairly. With these facts in mind, one can then safely conclude and proclaim that
Amir al-Muminin - being the best judge in this Ummah - was the most qualiﬁed for the khilafah
immediately after the Prophet. In addition, he is the most truthful, the most intelligent, the most selﬂess,
the most sincere, the most honest, and the best in recognizing and applying the truth in this Ummah
after the Messenger.
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4. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice I
The khalifah of Muslims is also their sovereign judge:

ﻢ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺎﻟﺤﻖ اﻷرض ﻓﺎﺣﻳﺎ داوود إﻧﺎ ﺟﻌﻠﻨﺎك ﺧﻠﻴﻔﺔ ﻓ
O Dawud! We have appointed you a khalifah over the earth. Therefore, judge between mankind with
the truth.1

Since ‘Umar was recognized by most Muslims of his time as their khalifah, it follows naturally that he
was also their sovereign judge. The question is: was ‘Umar a competent judge? To ﬁnd the answer, we
must look at some iconic cases decided by ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab.
Imam Ibn Khuzaymah (d. 311 H) records about an interesting case:

ﻢ ﻗﺎﻻ ﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ وﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﻪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤ و ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻷﻋﻠ
 ﻣﺮ: ﻇﺒﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎلﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺎزم ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺮان ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 و ﻗﺎل ﻓﻼن ﻗﺪ زﻧﺖ أﻣﺮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﺮﺟﻤﻬﺎ ﻓﺮدﻫﺎ ﻋﻠ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻤﺠﻨﻮﻧﺔ ﺑﻨ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻋﻠ
ﻪ أﻣﺎ ﺗﺬﻛﺮ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ:  ﻧﻌﻢ ﻗﺎل: ﻳﺎ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ أﺗﺮﺟﻢ ﻫﺬه ؟ ﻗﺎل: ﻟﻌﻤﺮ
 ﻋﻘﻠﻪ رﻓﻊ اﻟﻘﻠﻢ ﻋﻦ ﺛﻼﺛﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻨﻮن اﻟﻤﻐﻠﻮب ﻋﻠ:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺻﻠ
 ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﺻﺪﻗﺖ ﻓﺨﻠ:  ﻳﺤﺘﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺘ ﻳﺴﺘﻴﻘﻆ و ﻋﻦ اﻟﺼﺒو ﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﺎﺋﻢ ﺣﺘ
Yunus b. ‘Abd al-A’la and Muhammad b. ‘Abd Allah b. al-Hakam – Ibn Wahb – Jarir b. Hazim –
Sulayman b. Mihran – Abu Zibyan – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Ali b. Abi Talib passed by a lunatic woman from so-and-so tribe, and she had committed adultery.
‘Umar ordered that she be stoned to death. So, ‘Ali returned her and said to ‘Umar, “O Amir alMuminin! Do you want to stone this (woman)?” He (‘Umar) replied, “Yes”. He (‘Ali) said, “Do you
remember that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: ‘The pen has been lifted about three
people: the mentally ill, the person sleeping until he wakes up, and the child until he becomes an
adolescent.” He (‘Umar) responded, “You have said the truth”. So, ‘Umar freed her (i.e. the lunatic
woman).2
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) comments:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت
It is a sahih hadith. Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy).3
Elsewhere, Imam Ibn Khuzaymah also records:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ و ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮ ﻧﺎ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻷﻋﻠأﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻃﺎﻫﺮ ﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺎزم ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺮان ﻋﻦﻢ ﻗﺎﻻ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ اﺑﻦ وﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧاﻟﺤ

 ﻓﻼن ﻗﺪ زﻧﺖ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻤﺠﻨﻮﻧﺔ ﺑﻨ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺮ ﻋﻠ: ﻇﺒﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎلأﺑ
:  ﻳﺎ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﺗﺮﺟﻢ ﻫﺬه ؟ ﻗﺎل:  وﻗﺎل ﻟﻌﻤﺮأﻣﺮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﺮﺟﻤﻬﺎ ﻓﺮﺟﻌﻬﺎ ﻋﻠ
 رﻓﻊ اﻟﻘﻠﻢ ﻋﻦ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أو ﺗﺬﻛﺮ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻧﻌﻢ ﻗﺎل
 ﻳﺴﺘﻴﻘﻆ وﻋﻦ اﻟﺼﺒ ﻋﻘﻠﻪ وﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﺎﺋﻢ ﺣﺘﺛﻼث ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻨﻮن اﻟﻤﻐﻠﻮب ﻋﻠ
 ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﺻﺪﻗﺖ ﻓﺨﻠ:  ﻳﺤﺘﻠﻢ ﻗﺎلﺣﺘ
Abu Tahir – Abu Bakr Yunus b. ‘Abd al-A’la and Muhammad b. ‘Abd Allah b. al-Hakam – Ibn Wahb –
Jarir b. Hazim – Sulayman b. Mihran – Abu Zibyan – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Ali b. Abi Talib passed by a lunatic woman from so-and-so tribe, and she had committed adultery.
‘Umar ordered that she be stoned to death. So, ‘Ali returned her and said to ‘Umar, “O Amir alMuminin! Do you want to stone this (woman)?” He (‘Umar) replied, “Yes”. He (‘Ali) said, “Do you
remember that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: ‘The pen has been lifted about three
people: the mentally ill, the person sleeping until he wakes up, and the child until he becomes an
adolescent.” He (‘Umar) responded, “You have said the truth”. So, he freed her (i.e. the lunatic
woman).4
‘Allamah al-Albani rules:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih5
The exact narration above is documented by Imam Ibn Hibban (d. 354 H) in his Sahih through the route
of his teacher, Imam Ibn Khuzaymah, with the same chain.6 ‘Allamah al-Albani again says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih7
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ also comments:

رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت رﺟﺎل ﻣﺴﻠﻢ

Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), narrators of (Sahih) Muslim.8
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H), a student of Ibn Hibban, records the hadith as well:

 أﻧﺒﺄ أﺣﻤﺪ:  ﻗﺎﻻﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﺮ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﻔﻘﻴﻪ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺎزم ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺼﺮي أﻧﺒﺄ اﺑﻦ وﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺴ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻤﺠﻨﻮﻧﺔ ﺑﻨ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻇﺒﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﻣﺮ ﻋﻠﻣﻬﺮان ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﻳﺎ أﻣﻴﺮ:  وﻗﺎل ﻟﻌﻤﺮﻓﻼن وﻗﺪ زﻧﺖ وأﻣﺮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﺑﺮﺟﻤﻬﺎ ﻓﺮدﻫﺎ ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أو ﻣﺎ ﺗﺬﻛﺮ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ:  ﻧﻌﻢ ﻗﺎل: اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ أﺗﺮﺟﻢ ﻫﺬه ؟ ﻗﺎل
 ﻋﻘﻠﻪ وﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﺎﺋﻢ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻨﻮن اﻟﻤﻐﻠﻮب ﻋﻠ:  رﻓﻊ اﻟﻘﻠﻢ ﻋﻦ ﺛﻼث: وﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل
 ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﻳﺤﺘﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل ﺻﺪﻗﺖ ﻓﺨﻠ ﺣﺘ ﻳﺴﺘﻴﻘﻆ وﻋﻦ اﻟﺼﺒﺣﺘ
Abu Bakr b. Ishaq al-Faqih and ‘Abd Allah b. Muhammad b. Musa – Ahmad b. Isa al-Misri - Ibn Wahb
– Jarir b. Hazim – Sulayman b. Mihran – Abu Zibyan – Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Ali b. Abi Talib passed by a lunatic woman from so-and-so tribe, and she had committed adultery.
‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab ordered that she be stoned to death. So, ‘Ali returned her and said to ‘Umar,
“O Amir al-Muminin! Do you want to stone this (woman)?” He (‘Umar) replied, “Yes”. He (‘Ali) said, “Do
you remember that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: ‘The pen has been lifted about
three people: the mentally ill, the person sleeping until he wakes up, and the child until he becomes an
adolescent.” He (‘Umar) responded, “You have said the truth”. So, he freed her (i.e. the lunatic
woman).9
Al-Hakim says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs10
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) concurs:

 ﺷﺮﻃﻬﻤﺎﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of both of them11

Imam Abu Dawud (d. 275 H) documents a fuller version of the hadith that gives some disturbing details:

 ﻇﺒﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻤﺠﻨﻮﻧﺔ ﻗﺪ زﻧﺖ ﻓﺎﺳﺘﺸﺎر ﻓﻴﻬﺎ أﻧﺎﺳﺎ ﻓﺄﻣﺮ ﺑﻬﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ أن ﺗﺮﺟﻢ ﻓﻤﺮ أﺗ:ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﺷﺄن ﻫﺬه ؟ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﻣﺠﻨﻮﻧﺔ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿﻮان اﻟ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻠﺑﻬﺎ ﻋﻠ
 ﻓﻼن زﻧﺖ ﻓﺄﻣﺮ ﺑﻬﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ أن ﺗﺮﺟﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻓﻘﺎل ارﺟﻌﻮا ﺑﻬﺎ ﺛﻢ أﺗﺎه ﻓﻘﺎل ﻳﺎ أﻣﻴﺮﺑﻨ
 ﻳﺒﺮأ وﻋﻦاﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ أﻣﺎ ﻋﻠﻤﺖ أن اﻟﻘﻠﻢ ﻗﺪ رﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﺛﻼﺛﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺠﻨﻮن ﺣﺘ
 ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﺎ ﺑﺎل ﻫﺬه ﺗﺮﺟﻢ ؟ ﻳﻌﻘﻞ ؟ ﻗﺎل ﺑﻠ ﺣﺘ ﻳﺴﺘﻴﻘﻆ وﻋﻦ اﻟﺼﺒاﻟﻨﺎﺋﻢ ﺣﺘ
ﺒﺮء ﻗﺎل ﻓﺄرﺳﻠﻬﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺄرﺳﻠﻬﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺠﻌﻞ ﻳﻗﺎل ﻻ ﺷ
‘Uthman b. Abi Shaybah – Jarir – al-A’mash – Abu Zibyan – Ibn ‘Abbas:
A lunatic woman, who had committed adultery, was brought to ‘Umar. So, he consulted with some
people about her, and therefore ordered that she be stoned to death. But, ‘Ali b. Abi Talib,
ridwanullah ‘alaihi, passed by her and said, “What is the issue with this (woman)”? They replied, “She is
a lunatic woman from so-and-so tribe. She committed adultery and ‘Umar ordered that she be stoned to
death.” So, he (‘Ali) said, “Return with her (to ‘Umar).” Then he (‘Ali) came to him (‘Umar), and said, “O
Amir al-Muminin! Do you know that the pen has been lifted in the case of a lunatic until he is cured, and
of someone sleeping until he wakes up, and in the case of a child until he becomes mentally mature?”
He (‘Umar) replied, “Yes, I do”. He (‘Ali) asked, “So, why do you want to stone this (woman)?” He
(‘Umar) replied, “There is NOTHING!” He (‘Ali) said, “Free her”. So, he (‘Umar) freed her, saying Allahu
Akbar!12
‘Allamah al-Albani says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih13
Reading all the narrations together, one gets the full picture of what happened:
1. A lunatic woman was charged with adultery, which she apparently committed in her still extant state of
insanity.
2. The Shari’ah provides that crimes committed in a state of insanity are not justiciable.

3. ‘Umar was well aware of this rule, and was fully convinced that the lunatic woman truly committed the
adultery in a state of insanity. He nonetheless consulted with his team of judicial advisers (which
excluded ‘Ali) on the matter, and eventually made up his mind to execute her.
4. While convicting the lunatic woman and passing the death sentence against her, ‘Umar fully
remembered the above-mentioned rule of the Shari’ah.
5. Nonetheless, ‘Umar ordered the execution of the lunatic woman for “nothing”, in his own words.
6. Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali saw a clear miscarriage of justice in the judgment of ‘Umar, and stood against
the order of the commander-in-chief, at great personal risks. He prevented ‘Umar’s executioners from
carrying out their illegal orders.
7. ‘Ali asked ‘Umar if the latter knew the Shari’ah ruling concerning lunatic people. ‘Umar replied: “Yes, I
do”. Surprised, he further asked the latter why he wanted to execute the lunatic woman in that case.
‘Umar made no secret of his intention. There was simply “nothing”! There was no reason. He only
wished to kill the woman, and that was it!
8. ‘Ali reminded him of the hadith of the Prophet on the matter. Perhaps, ‘Umar had forgotten the source
of the Shari’i ruling. Luckily, ‘Umar admitted to the truth of the hadith.
9. At this point, ‘Ali advised him to free the innocent lunatic woman. Fortunately for her, ‘Umar accepted
‘Ali’s advice and allowed her to go free.
Without ‘Ali’s timely intervention, ‘Umar would have deliberately executed the innocent woman for
“nothing”!
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5. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice II
Imam Ibn Abi Hatim (d. 327 H) records about another iconic judgment delivered by ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab
in his capacity as the khalifah over the Ummah:

 ﻋﻦ،  ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ،  ﻋﺪي ﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ، أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑ
 ان ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ،  ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ،  اﻻﺳﻮد اﻟﺪﻳﻠ اﺑﻦ أﺑ:  ﻳﻌﻨ،  ﺣﺮبﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﻓﺒﻠﻎ ذﻟﻚ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ،  ﻓﻬﻢ ﺑﺮﺟﻤﻬﺎ،  رﻓﻌﺖ اﻟﻴﻪ اﻣﺮاة وﻟﺪت ﺳﺘﺔ اﺷﻬﺮ، اﻟﺨﻄﺎب
 واﻟﻮاﻟﺪات ﻳﺮﺿﻌﻦ اوﻻدﻫﻦ ﺣﻮﻟﻴﻦ: ﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ ﻗﺎل اﻟ،  ﻟﻴﺲ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ رﺟﻢ: ﻓﻘﺎل
.  ذﻟﻚ ﺛﻼﺛﻮن ﺷﻬﺮا، ﻛﺎﻣﻠﻴﻦ وﺳﺘﺔ اﺷﻬﺮ
My father (Abu Hatim) – Abu Bakr Muhammad b. Bashar – Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Sa’id – Qatadah – Abu Harb b.
Abi al-Aswad al-Dili – his father (Abu al-Aswad al-Dayli):
A woman was brought to ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab. She had delivered after (only) six months of
pregnancy. So, he (‘Umar) resolved to stone her to death. This (decision) reached ‘Ali. Therefore, he
(‘Ali) said, “She does not deserve any penalty of stoning to death. Allah says: ‘The mothers shall give
suck to their children for two whole years (2:233)’. This (period) plus six months equals thirty months
(mentioned in 46:15 as the total for both pregnancy and suckling)’”.1
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) submits about the ﬁrst narrator:

، اﻻﻣﺎم اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ:أﺑﻮ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ اﻟﺮازي ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إدرﻳﺲ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﻨﺬر ﺑﻦ داود ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺮان
 ﺷﻴﺦ اﻟﻤﺤﺪﺛﻴﻦ،اﻟﻨﺎﻗﺪ
Abu Hatim al-Razi, Muhammad b. Idris b. al-Mundhir b. Dawud b. Mihran: al-imam (the leader in
Hadith), al-haﬁz (the hadith scientist), al-naqid (the hadith critic), shaykh al-muhadithin (teacher of
the hadith scientists and narrators).2
About the second narrator, al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says:

ﺮ ﺑﻨﺪار ﺛﻘﺔﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر ﺑﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﻟﻌﺒﺪي اﻟﺒﺼﺮي أﺑﻮ ﺑ
Muhammad b. Bashar b. ‘Uthman al-‘Abdi al-Basri, Abu Bakr Bandar: Thiqah (trustworthy).3
What of the third narrator? Al-Dhahabi submits:

 ﺛﻘﺔ، ﺑﺼﺮي، ﻋﺪي أﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮوﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
Muhammad b. Ibrahim b. Abi ‘Adi, Abu ‘Amr, from Basra: Thiqah (trustworthy)4
Al-Haﬁz agrees:

 ﻋﺪي وﻗﺪ ﻳﻨﺴﺐ ﻟﺠﺪه وﻗﻴﻞ ﻫﻮ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮوﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ
Muhammad b. Ibrahim b. Abi ‘Adi.... Abu ‘Amr al-Basri: Thiqah (trustworthy).5
The fourth narrator is Sa’id, and al-Haﬁz comments on him in this manner:

ﺮي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻨﻀﺮ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻟﻪ ﻋﺮوﺑﺔ ﻣﻬﺮان اﻟﻴﺸﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﻗﻨﺎدةﻨﻪ ﻛﺜﻴﺮ اﻟﺘﺪﻟﻴﺲ واﺧﺘﻠﻂ وﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ أﺛﺒﺖ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﺗﺼﺎﻧﻴﻒ ﻟ
Sa’id b. Abi ‘Arubah Mihran al-Yashkiri, their freed slave, Abu al-Nadhar al-Basri: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist), he wrote books. However, he did a lot of tadlis, and became
confused. He was one of the most authoritative narrators from Qatadah.6
Concerning the ﬁfth narrator, al-Haﬁz further submits:

 أﺑﻮ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖﻗﺘﺎدة ﺑﻦ دﻋﺎﻣﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة اﻟﺴﺪوﺳ
Qatadah b. Da’amah b. Qatadah al-Sudusi, Aboo al-Khaṭṭaab al-Basri: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt
(accurate).7

Like the fourth narrator, he too is accused of tadlis, as proclaimed by al-Haﬁz:

 ﻋﻨﻪﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ اﻟ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺻﺎﺣﺐ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ رﺿﻗﺘﺎدة ﺑﻦ دﻋﺎﻣﺔ اﻟﺴﺪوﺳ
 وﻏﻴﺮهﻛﺎن ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻋﺼﺮه وﻫﻮ ﻣﺸﻬﻮر ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺪﻟﻴﺲ وﺻﻔﻪ ﺑﻪ اﻟﻨﺴﺎﺋ
Qatadah b. Da’amah al-Sudusi al-Basri, the companion of Anas b. Malik, may Allah the Most High be
pleased with him. He was the haﬁz (hadith scientist) of his time, and he is famous for tadlis. Al-Nasai
and others described him with it.8
The sixth narrator is trustworthy as well, as afﬁrmed by al-Haﬁz:

 اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ اﻷﺳﻮد اﻟﺪﻳﻠأﺑﻮ ﺣﺮب ﺑﻦ أﺑ
Abu Harb b. Abi al-Aswad al-Dili al-Basri: Thiqah (trustworthy)9
With regards to the last narrator, al-Haﬁz states:

ﺛﻘﺔ.… أﺑﻮ اﻷﺳﻮد اﻟﺪﻳﻠ
Abu al-Aswad al-Dili....: Thiqah (trustworthy)10
In a word, all the narrators are trustworthy. But, there are three issues with the chain. The fourth narrator
(Sa’id) did tadlis a lot and also became confused. The question is: does his tadlis affect his narrations
from Qatadah, especially as he has narrated in an ‘an-‘an manner? Moreover, did the third narrator (Ibn
Abi ‘Adi) hear from him before or during his confusion? Lastly, Qatadah himself was famous for tadlis.
So, does his tadlis affect his ‘an-‘an reports from Abu Harb?
Some of these questions are answered in the following isnad documented by Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256
H) in his Sahih:

 ﻋﺪي ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ واﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ
ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ

Muhammad b. Bashar – Yahya and Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Sa’id – Qatadah – Anas b. Malik11
Interestingly, this chain is almost identical to the one we are investigating! We see that Sa’id has
narrated ‘an-‘an from Qatadah, and al-Bukhari considers the sanad to be sahih. This proves that Sa’id’s
tadlis does not affect his ‘an-‘an reports from Qatadah. It is noteworthy that Qatadah’s ‘an-‘an reports
from Anas are also accepted as sahih, as in the above chain.
In this sanad of al-Bukhari, Ibn Abi ‘Adi is conjoined with Yahya. However, in another chain in the same
Sahih, he stands alone:

 ﻋﺪي ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ رﺿ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻪاﻟ
Muhammad b. Bashar – Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Sa’id – Qatadah – Anas b. Malik12
As such, Ibn Abi ‘Adi authentically transmitted from Sa’id. He apparently narrated from the Sa’id before
the latter’s confusion. Moreover, this isnad reiterates the fact that Sa’id’s ‘an-‘an reports from Qatadah
are sahih. In other words, his tadlis does not affect them.
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) conﬁrms all our words:

 ﻋﺪي ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ أﺑ:ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ

. ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ: ﻗﻠﺖ.... ﻗﺘﺎدة
Ibn al-Muthanna – Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Sa’id – Qatadah.... I (al-Albani) say: This chain is sahih upon the
standard of the two Shaykhs.13
Imam Ibn Khuzaymah (d. 311 H) also records:

 ﻋﺪي ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ أﺑ:  ﻗﺎﻻﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر و أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ
 أﺑﺎ ﻣﻮﺳ ﺗﻤﻴﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻷﺷﻌﺮي ـ ﻳﻌﻨﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﺑ

Muhammad b. Bashar and Abu Musa – Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Sa’id – Qatadah – Abu Tamimah – Abu Musa alAsh’ari.14
Dr. Al-A’zami declares:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih15
Needless to say, Ibn Khuzaymah also considers the sanad to be sahih, and has therefore included it in
his Sahih.
The bottom-line is as follows:
1. Ibn Abi ‘Adi authentically narrated from Sa’id, before the latter’s confusion.
3. The ‘an-‘an reports of Sa’id from Qatadah are sahih. The former’s tadlis does not affect them.
5. Some ‘an-‘an reports of Qatadah – like those from Anas and Abu Tamimah – are also sahih.
Qatadah’s tadlis has no effect on them.
The big question, at this point, is: what is the status of Qatadah’s ‘an-‘an narrations from Abu Harb?
According to high-ranking Sunni muhadithun, such narrations are sahih. For instance, ‘Allamah alAlbani states:

بﺮ ﺣوﺑﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﺑﺮ ﻋ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻧﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ:ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺴﺪد

. اﻷﺳﻮد ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠاﺑﻦ أﺑ

 وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ:ﻗﻠﺖ
Musaddad – Yahya – (Sa’id) b. Abi ‘Arubah – Qatadah – Abu Harb b. Abi al-Aswad – his father –
‘Ali.
I say: This chain is sahih.16

This chain, like some others, is almost identical with that of the report from Ibn Abi Hatim. Here, the
‘Allamah conﬁrms that the ‘an-‘an reports of Sa’id from Qatadah are sahih, as well as Qatadah’s ‘an-‘an
narrations from Abu Harb. Shaykh al-Arnauṭ too backs him:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺼﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮارث ﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﺸﺎم ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 إﺳﻨﺎده.... ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ رﺿ اﻷﺳﻮد ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ ﺣﺮب ﺑﻦ أﺑﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﺷﺮط ﻣﺴﻠﻢﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) - ‘Abd al-Samad b. ‘Abd al-Warith –
Hisham – Qatadah – Abu Harb b. Abi al-Aswad – his father – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him....
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of Muslim.17
Imam Abu Ya’la further records:

 ﺣﺮب ﺑﻦ ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﺎذ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺸﺎم ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ اﻷﺳﻮد ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ ﻋﻦ أﺑاﻷﺳﻮد اﻟﺪﻳﻠ
‘Ubayd Allah – Mu’adh b. Hisham – my father – Qatadah – Abu Harb b. al-Aswad al-Duli – Abu alAswad – ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.18
Shaykh Dr. Asad comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih19
In a simple summary, the athar from Ibn Abi Hatim about how ‘Umar sentenced a woman to death for
delivering the baby only after six months of pregnancy has an impeccably sahih chain. All the narrators
are thiqah (trustworthy), and the sanad is fully connected.
There are some serious substantive and procedural problems with the judgment of ‘Umar, which reveal
a lot about him. He sentenced the woman to death by stoning. This suggests that he had convicted her
of adultery. His only proof against her was that she delivered her baby only after six months of her
known pregnancy. In the obviously invalid view of ‘Umar, a six-month pregnancy was absolutely
impossible. As such, the woman must have been secretly pregnant before her husband started counting

the days of her pregnancy – apparently, from the date of their last successful encounter (by his
calculations). In other words, while her husband was having sexual intercourse with her (and most
probably, it was their ﬁrst time), she was already secretly pregnant for another man.
The Book of Allah has laid down the procedural law in all cases of zina:

واﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺮﻣﻮن اﻟﻤﺤﺼﻨﺎت ﺛﻢ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺄﺗﻮا ﺑﺄرﺑﻌﺔ ﺷﻬﺪاء ﻓﺎﺟﻠﺪوﻫﻢ ﺛﻤﺎﻧﻴﻦ ﺟﻠﺪة وﻻ
ﺗﻘﺒﻠﻮا ﻟﻬﻢ ﺷﻬﺎدة أﺑﺪا وأوﻟﺌﻚ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻔﺎﺳﻘﻮن
Those who accuse chaste women, and do not produce four witnesses, ﬂog them with eighty stripes,
and reject their testimony forever, they indeed are the liars.20
So, in order to establish the charge of zina against anyone, four witnesses who saw the crime with their
own eyes must be called upon to testify. Without the production of those four witnesses, the accuser
himself must be penalized, and declared an eternal liar whose future testimonies must always be
rejected.
Was ‘Umar aware of the above verse? The answer is not clear. What is undeniable however is that he
paid absolutely no attention to it. He never demanded the testimony of four eye-witnesses to support his
charge of zina against the woman. He simply convicted her based upon his mere suspicion. This
singular incident casts a huge dark cloak over ‘Umar till the Hour.
Firstly, ‘Umar had wrongly convicted the woman of adultery without evidence. He never demanded or
presented four witnesses to support his conviction (which in essence is also an accusation). Therefore,
he himself deserved to be ﬂogged with eighty stripes and declared a persona non grata within the
Islamic Ummah. The other persons who dragged the woman to him also needed to be investigated. If
they too had accused her of zina without calling four eye-witnesses to testify, then each of them must
also be punished in the same manner as ‘Umar.
Secondly, let us assume that ‘Umar did not merely rely upon unfounded suspicion in convicting the
woman. Rather, four eye-witnesses who saw her in the middle of the adultery were summoned, and
they testiﬁed. Therefore, she was indeed guilty and truly deserved the stoning penalty. Where then was
her partner in the crime? What sentence did ‘Umar hand down upon him? If two people committed zina,
is it only the woman that can be punished? Are men supposed to go scotfree for their crimes of
adultery? It is extremely strange that ‘Umar was itching to send the woman to her grave, without asking
a single question about her accomplice!
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6. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice III
The khalifah of Muslims is their supreme judge on every aspect of their religion, like the Messenger of
Allah. As such, Muslims are required to refer all their religious problems and disputes to him for
judgment, and his verdicts are binding over them. This function necessitates that the khalifah be the
most knowledgeable of the Ummah throughout his administration. Otherwise, he would be unﬁt for the
grand ofﬁce. Issuing correct religious verdicts on all types of religious questions and disputes, from all
persons of all calibres, certainly requires unparalleled knowledge.

During his rule, a man came to ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab with his personal religious problem. Imam Muslim
(d. 261 H) records about how the khalifah handled it:

 اﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﻘﻄﺎن( ﻋﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ )ﻳﻌﻨﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﺷﻢ اﻟﻌﺒﺪي ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻢ ﻋﻦ ذر ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺰي ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ أن رﺟﻼ اﻟﺤﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 أﺟﻨﺒﺖ ﻓﻠﻢ أﺟﺪ ﻣﺎء ﻓﻘﺎل ﻻ ﺗﺼﻞ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺎر أﻣﺎ ﺗﺬﻛﺮ ﻳﺎإﻧ:  ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻘﺎلأﺗ
 ﺳﺮﻳﺔ ﻓﺄﺟﻨﺒﻨﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻧﺠﺪ ﻣﺎء ﻓﺄﻣﺎ أﻧﺖ ﻓﻠﻢ ﺗﺼﻞأﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إذ أﻧﺎ وأﻧﺖ ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إﻧﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺘﺮاب وﺻﻠﻴﺖ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻨﺒﺖ ﻓوأﻣﺎ أﻧﺎ ﻓﺘﻤﻌ
ﻔﻴﻚ أن ﺗﻀﺮب ﺑﻴﺪﻳﻚ اﻷرض ﺛﻢ ﺗﻨﻔﺦ ﺛﻢ ﺗﻤﺴﺢ ﺑﻬﻤﺎ وﺟﻬﻚ وﻛﻔﻴﻚ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮﻳ
ﻪ ﻳﺎ ﻋﻤﺎر ﻗﺎل إن ﺷﺌﺖ ﻟﻢ أﺣﺪث ﺑﻪاﺗﻖ اﻟ
‘Abd Allah b. Hisham al-‘Abdi – Yahya b. Sa’id al-Qaṭṭan – Shu’bah – al-Hakam – Dharr – Sa’id b.
‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abza – his father:
A man came to 'Umar and said: “I have seminal discharges and I cannot ﬁnd water (to do the
ghusl)”. He (‘Umar) said, “Do not perform Salat.” So, ‘Ammar said, “Do you remember, O Amir alMuminin, when I and you were in a military detachment and we had seminal discharges and could
not ﬁnd water and you (‘Umar) did not perform the Salat. As for me, I rolled myself in dust and
performed the Salat. So, the Prophet, peace be upon him, said, “It was enough for you to strike the soil
with your hands and then blow and then wipe your face and palms”. Umar said: “Fear Allah, O
Ammar!” Therefore, he (‘Ammar) replied, “If you so like, I would not narrate it”.1
There are some really interesting facts in this narration:
‘Umar and Ammar, radhiyallahu ‘anhu, were both together in a military detachment, and they had
seminal discharges.
Ammar rolled himself in the soil in order to cleanse himself for Salat, due to a lack of water. He had no
divine guidance for the act. It was only his intuition.
‘Umar, on his part, completely refrained from offering any Salat as long as he could not ﬁnd water.
Both recounted their experiences to the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, who taught them
tayammum as the correct step should they encounter a similar situation.
During ‘Umar’s rule, a man came to him with the same problem that he personally had gone through.
But, rather than offer to him the solution of tayammum as taught by the Prophet, ‘Umar instructed the
man with his own initial wrong step!

‘Ammar attempted to remind ‘Umar of the Sunnah in such situations. But, the latter simply did not want
to hear about it!
There are a number of questions here. First and foremost, did ‘Umar deliberately reject the Sunnah or
not? This depends upon whether he actually remembered the incident involving him and ‘Ammar. If he
did, and still gave the ruling that he gave, then he would have been contemptuous of the Sunnah.
Moreover, even if he had completely forgotten it, why did he not act on ‘Ammar’s reminder? From the
look of it, he was not convinced by ‘Ammar’s narration. He most probably had very serious doubts about
the accuracy of ‘Ammar’s hadith. Therefore, he saw no real reason to alter his decision on the matter.
So, the best-case scenario is that ‘Umar had absolutely forgotten the incident of tayammum, which
involved him personally and directly. In addition, when ‘Ammar attempted to revive his memory of the
event, he had grave trust issues with the latter’s report. Therefore, he did not remember, and there was
no other reliable source to bring back his memories of the incident. The worst-case scenario is that
‘Umar actually remembered the hadith, or was at least successfully reminded of it by ‘Ammar. Yet, he
thought that his personal solution to the issue before him outweighed the Sunnah of the Messenger of
Allah. As such, he was in contempt of Muhammad and his teachings.
We will go with the best-case scenario. ‘Umar had completely forgotten, and was not successfully
reminded. This fact casts a mammoth shadow of doubt over ‘Umar’s memory power. Since he forgot the
incident of tayammum so completely and absolutely, it is extremely uncertain that he was able to
remember many – if not most - other teachings of the Prophet that were necessary in his discharge of
his day-to-day judicial functions. The end result is that he lacked the requisite scholarly prowess for the
ofﬁce. The natural product of absolutely forgetting anything is complete ignorance of it.
Something that bafﬂes the mind is how ‘Umar came to the conclusion that he could issue rulings in the
Shari’ah with his personal opinions simply because he had forgotten, or did not know, the correct
positions. Is ignorance an excuse for the adoption of personal opinions in the Law of Allah? The Qur’an
answers:

ﺎﻓﺮونﻪ ﻓﺄوﻟﺌﻚ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻢ ﺑﻤﺎ أﻧﺰل اﻟوﻣﻦ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺤ
Whosoever does NOT give rulings, verdicts, judgments, or commands based upon what Allah has
revealed, such people are the inﬁdels.2
Therefore, giving a ruling by personal opinion amounts to disbelief (kufr), according to Allah. Why did
‘Umar take such an extreme risk? He should have simply remained silent, or sought the advice of
superior jurists like Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, Ibn ‘Abbas, radhiyallahu ‘anhu, and others. His
reliance upon personal opinion in issuing a ruling in the Shari’ah of Allah was a very wrong step. It saved

neither him, nor the man who came to him for judgment.
Perhaps, the most disturbing part is that the ruling of tayammum is explicitly stated at two different
places in the Book of Allah:

ﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻐﺎﺋﻂ أو ﻻﻣﺴﺘﻢ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ﺳﻔﺮ أو ﺟﺎء أﺣﺪ ﻣﻨ أو ﻋﻠوإن ﻛﻨﺘﻢ ﻣﺮﺿ
ﻢﻢ وأﻳﺪﻳﻓﻠﻢ ﺗﺠﺪوا ﻣﺎء ﻓﺘﻴﻤﻤﻮا ﺻﻌﻴﺪا ﻃﻴﺒﺎ ﻓﺎﻣﺴﺤﻮا ﺑﻮﺟﻮﻫ
And if you are ill, or on a journey, or one of you comes after answering the call of nature, or you have
had sexual intercourse with women and you cannot ﬁnd water, perform tayammum with clean soil
and rub therewith your faces and hands.3
It is apparent. Despite the double presence of the ruling of tayammum in the Qur’an, ‘Umar did NOT
know it. This raises a blood-red ﬂag on ‘Umar’s knowledge of the Book of Allah. Obviously, he was not a
haﬁz (memorizer) of the Qur’an. Secondly, his knowledge of its verses, and of al-Fiqh, must have been
extremely deﬁcient, as tayammum is only one of the beginner’s courses in Islamic jurisprudence!
‘Umar’s controversial judgment expectedly split the Ummah. There were his loyalists who thought that
his clearly invalid ruling was more correct than the Qur’an and Sunnah! There were also his opponents
who sided with Allah and His Messenger. One of the staunchest loyalists of ‘Umar was ‘Abd Allah b.
Mas’ud, a very senior Sahabi. Imam Muslim records:

 ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺷﻴﺒﺔ واﺑﻦ ﻧﻤﻴﺮ ﺟﻤﻴﻌﺎ ﻋﻦ أﺑﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑ وأﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ
ﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﺷﻘﻴﻖ ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺟﺎﻟﺴﺎ ﻣﻊ ﻋﺒﺪﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺛﻢ ﻳﺎ أﺑﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ أرأﻳﺖ ﻟﻮ أن رﺟﻼ أﺟﻨﺐ ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ ﻣﻮﺳﻪ وأﺑاﻟ
ﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺘﻴﻤﻢ وإن ﻟﻢ ﻳﺠﺪﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺠﺪ اﻟﻤﺎء ﺷﻬﺮا ﻛﻴﻒ ﻳﺼﻨﻊ ﺑﺎﻟﺼﻼة ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻤﺎﺋﺪة ﻓﻠﻢ ﺗﺠﺪوا ﻣﺎءﻴﻒ ﺑﻬﺬه اﻵﻳﺔ ﻓ ﻓاﻟﻤﺎء ﺷﻬﺮا ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ
 ﻫﺬه اﻵﻳﺔ ﻷوﺷﻚ إذا ﺑﺮدﻪ ﻟﻮ رﺧﺺ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻓﻓﺘﻴﻤﻤﻮا ﺻﻌﻴﺪا ﻃﻴﺒﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﺒﺪاﻟ
ﻪ أﻟﻢ ﺗﺴﻤﻊ ﻗﻮل ﻋﻤﺎر ﻟﻌﺒﺪ اﻟﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ اﻟﻤﺎء أن ﻳﺘﻴﻤﻤﻮا ﺑﺎﻟﺼﻌﻴﺪ ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ
 ﺣﺎﺟﺔ ﻓﺄﺟﻨﺒﺖ ﻓﻠﻢ أﺟﺪ اﻟﻤﺎءﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺑﻌﺜﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺼﻌﻴﺪ ﻛﻤﺎ ﺗﻤﺮغ اﻟﺪاﺑﺔ ﺛﻢ أﺗﻴﺖ اﻟﻨﺒﻓﺘﻤﺮﻏﺖ ﻓ
ﺬا ﺛﻢ ﺿﺮب ﺑﻴﺪﻳﻪﻔﻴﻚ أن ﺗﻘﻮل ﺑﻴﺪﻳﻚ ﻫﻓﺬﻛﺮت ذﻟﻚ ﻟﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل إﻧﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻳ
 اﻟﻴﻤﻴﻦ وﻇﺎﻫﺮ ﻛﻔﻴﻪ ووﺟﻬﻪ ﻓﻘﺎلاﻷرض ﺣﺼﻮل واﺣﺪة ﺛﻢ ﻣﺴﺢ اﻟﺸﻤﺎل ﻋﻠ
ﻪ أو ﻟﻢ ﺗﺮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﻨﻊ ﺑﻘﻮل ﻋﻤﺎرﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ

Yahya b. Yahya, Abu Bakr b. Abi Shaybah and Ibn Numayr – Abu Mu’awiyah – al-A’mash – Shaqiq:
I was sitting with ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud) and Abu Musa (al-Ash’ari). So, Abu Musa asked: “O Abu ‘Abd
al-Rahman, what is your opinion: if a man had a seminal discharge and could not ﬁnd water for one
month, how should he do about the Salat? ‘Abd Allah replied, “He should NOT perform tayammum
even if he cannot ﬁnd water for a month”.
Abu Musa then said, “What about this verse in Surat al-Maidah said, ‘And you cannot ﬁnd water,
then perform tayammum with clean soil’?” ‘Abd Allah replied, “If they were allowed on the basis of
this verse, there is a possibility that they would perform tayammum with soil even if water were available
but cold.” So, Abu Musa said to ‘Abd Allah, “Have you not heard the statement of ‘Ammar: ‘The
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, sent me on an errand and I had a seminal discharge, but could
not ﬁnd water. So I rolled myself in the soil just as a beast rolls itself. Then, I came to the Prophet, peace
be upon him then and mentioned that to him and he (the Messenger) said: “It would have been enough
for you to do thus”. Then he struck the earth with his hands once and wiped his right hand with the help
of his left hand and the exterior of his palms and his face’.” ‘Abd Allah replied: “Didn't you see that
‘Umar was NOT satisﬁed with the statement of ‘Ammar?”4
Abu Musa was on the side of the Qur’an and Sunnah, and sought to correct Ibn Mas’ud on his diehard
‘Umarist stance on tayammum. The former quoted the Book of Allah and the explicit teaching of His
Messenger. Ibn Mas’ud however rejected both, citing excuses. He could not allow the people to follow
the Qur’an, because there was a “possibility” that they would abuse its ruling. Well, this same logic could
be employed to turn down everything that Islam teaches! Moreover, Ibn Mas’ud equally refused the
Sunnah of the Prophet only because ‘Umar was not satisﬁed with ‘Ammar’s hadith!

1. Abu al-Husayn Muslim b. al-Hajjaj al-Qushayri al-Naysaburi, Ṣahih Muslim (Beirut: Dar Ihya al-Turath al-‘Arabi)
[annotator: Muhammad Fuad ‘Abd al-Baqi], vol. 1, p. 280, #112
2. Qur’an 5:44
3. Qur’an 4:43 and 5:6
4. Abu al-Husayn Muslim b. al-Hajjaj al-Qushayri al-Naysaburi, Ṣahih Muslim (Beirut: Dar Ihya al-Turath al-‘Arabi)
[annotator: Muhammad Fuad ‘Abd al-Baqi], vol. 1, p. 280, #110

7. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice IV
Tayammum was not the only topic in Islamic jurisprudence that ‘Umar had great difﬁculty grasping.
There were many others, even according to his own confessions. We will be brieﬂy examining a few
examples and their implications.

Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) opens the discussion:

 ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺸﻌﺒ ﺣﻴﺎن اﻟﺘﻴﻤ ﻋﻦ أﺑ رﺟﺎء ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺧﻄﺐ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻠ: ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
 ﻣﻦ ﺧﻤﺴﺔ أﺷﻴﺎء اﻟﻌﻨﺐ واﻟﺘﻤﺮﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل إﻧﻪ ﻗﺪ ﻧﺰل ﺗﺤﺮﻳﻢ اﻟﺨﻤﺮ وﻫ
ﻪ وﺛﻼث وددت أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ. واﻟﺤﻨﻄﺔ واﻟﺸﻌﻴﺮ واﻟﻌﺴﻞ واﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﻣﺎ ﺧﺎﻣﺮ اﻟﻌﻘﻞ
ﻼﻟﺔ وأﺑﻮاب ﻣﻦ ﻳﻌﻬﺪ إﻟﻴﻨﺎ ﻋﻬﺪا اﻟﺠﺪ واﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺎرﻗﻨﺎ ﺣﺘ اﻟﺻﻠ
أﺑﻮاب اﻟﺮﺑﺎ
Ahmad b. Abi Rajah – Yahya – Abu Hayyan al-Tamimi – Shu’bi – Ibn ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with
them both:
‘Umar delivered a sermon on the pulpit of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, saying, “Verily,
there was revealed an order making alcohol haram, and it is made from ﬁve things: grape, date, wheat,
barley and honey. Alcohol is whatsoever clouds the mind. I wish the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him, had not left us before he could explain three matters to us: the inheritance of the
grandfather, kalalah and various types of riba (usury).”1
Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) records too:

 ﻋﻦ ﺣﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﻟﺸﻌﺒ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻬﺮ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺤﻤﺪ اﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺧﻄﺐ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻠ:اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﺎل
 ﻣﻦ ﺧﻤﺴﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل أﻣﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ أﻻ وإن اﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﻧﺰل ﺗﺤﺮﻳﻤﻬﺎ ﻳﻮم ﻧﺰل وﻫوأﺛﻨ
أﺷﻴﺎء ﻣﻦ اﻟﺤﻨﻄﺔ واﻟﺸﻌﻴﺮ واﻟﺘﻤﺮ واﻟﺰﺑﻴﺐ واﻟﻌﺴﻞ واﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﻣﺎ ﺧﺎﻣﺮ اﻟﻌﻘﻞ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠوﺛﻼﺛﺔ أﺷﻴﺎء وددت أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﻨﺎس أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻼﻟﺔ وأﺑﻮاب ﻣﻦ أﺑﻮاب اﻟﺮﺑﺎإﻟﻴﻨﺎ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ اﻟﺠﺪ واﻟ
Abu Bakr b. Abi Shaybah – ‘Ali b. Mas-har – Abu Hayyan – al-Sha’bi – Ibn ‘Umar:
‘Umar delivered a sermon on the pulpit of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. He thanked Allah
and praised him. Then he said, “Now, coming to the point: verily, there was revealed an order making
alcohol haram on the day it was revealed. It is made from ﬁve things: wheat, barley, date, raisin and
honey. Alcohol is anything which clouds the intellect. There are three matters, O people, that I wish
the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, had explained to us: inheritance of the grandfather,

kalalah and various types of riba (usury).2
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) documents too:

 ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻘﺒﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻬﻴﺜﻢ ﺑﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻧﻌﻴﻢ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦوأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﻠ
 ﺻﻠﻮن اﻟﻨﺒﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل ﺛﻼث ﻷن ﻳ اﻟﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
ﻼﻟﺔ واﻟﺮﺑﺎ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ وﻣﺎ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ اﻟﺨﻼﻓﺔ واﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ ﻟﻨﺎ أﺣﺐ إﻟاﻟ
‘Ali b. Muhammad b. ‘Uqbah – al-Haytham b. Khalid – Abu Na’im – Sufyan – ‘Amr b. Marrah – Marrah –
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him:
“There are three matters. Had the Prophet, peace be upon him, clearly explained them to us, that
would have been more beloved to me than this world and whatsoever is in it: the khilafah (caliphate),
kalalah and riba (usury)”.3
Al-Hakim says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs4
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) agrees:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim5
Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) has an even clearer report:

 ﻋﺮوﺑﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ان آﺧﺮ ﻣﺎ ﻧﺰل ﻣﻦ اﻟﻘﺮآن آﻳﺔ اﻟﺮﺑﺎ وان:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟاﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺒﺾ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺴﺮﻫﺎ ﻓﺪﻋﻮا اﻟﺮﺑﺎ واﻟﺮﻳﺒﺔ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ

‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya – Ibn Abi ‘Arubah – Qatadah –
Sa’id b. al-Musayyab:
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, said: “Verily, the last of what was revealed in the Qur’an was the
Verse of Riba. And verily, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, died and never explained it.
Therefore, avoid riba and doubt.6
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments:

ﺣﺴﻦ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت رﺟﺎل اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ
It is hasan. Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), narrators of the two Shaykhs.7
Apparently, ‘Umar did not know the Islamic rulings and teachings concerning the inheritance of the
grandfather (from his grandchild), kalalah, usury (riba) and the khilafah. He therefore placed the blame
on the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, and accused him of never explaining them to his
Ummah. His allegations however directly contradict these verses:

 اﻟﺮﺳﻮل إﻻ اﻟﺒﻼغ اﻟﻤﺒﻴﻦوﻣﺎ ﻋﻠ
The duty of the Messenger is only to convey in a clear way.8

وأﻧﺰﻟﻨﺎ إﻟﻴﻚ اﻟﺬﻛﺮ ﻟﺘﺒﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﻨﺎس ﻣﺎ ﻧﺰل إﻟﻴﻬﻢ
And We have sent down unto you (Muhammad) al-Dhikr (i.e. the Qur’an) that you may explain clearly
to mankind what is sent down to them.9
Therefore, if the Prophet had not explained clearly a single item of his risalah, he would have failed in his
mission. Allah however testiﬁes in favour of His Messenger, that he actually conveyed and explained
everything clearly to the Ummah. This was why He declared the religion completed and perfect:

ﻢ اﻹﺳﻼم دﻳﻨﺎ ورﺿﻴﺖ ﻟﻢ ﻧﻌﻤﺘﻢ وأﺗﻤﻤﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﻢ دﻳﻨاﻟﻴﻮم أﻛﻤﻠﺖ ﻟ
This Day, I have perfected your religion for you, completed My Favour upon you, and have chosen for

you Islam as your religion.10
This is an unmistakable testimony that the Messenger did explain everything in a clear, explicit and
simple manner to his followers. He successfully fulﬁlled his mission. It was ‘Umar that had once again
forgotten completely that the Messenger performed his duty.
One then wonders how ‘Umar handled questions and disputes regarding the inheritance of the
grandfather, kalalah, usury and the khilafah that were brought to his court. He either relied upon his
personal opinion – as in the case of tayammum – or rather guessed and gambled in his judgments.
Another possibility was that he would refer those issues to superior jurists among the Sahabah,
radhiyallah ‘anhum, for help. In all cases, his competency as even an ordinary judge falls into serious
doubt. It gets really worse when one considers that ‘Umar was the sovereign judge, and that there was
no right of appeal against his rulings and judgments.
Of the four subjects, ‘Umar had particular difﬁculty in grasping kalalah. He never understood it till his
death. So, we will ﬂash light upon it, as this situation reveals some more information about him. Imam
Muslim records:

( ﻗﺎﻻ )واﻟﻠﻔﻆ ﻻﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨﺮ اﻟﻤﻘﺪﻣ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 اﻟﺠﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﺸﺎم ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ ﺳﺎﻟﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ
ﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ أن ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﺧﻄﺐ ﻳﻮم ﺟﻤﻌﺔ ﻓﺬﻛﺮ ﻧﺒﻣﻌﺪان ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻼﻟﺔ ﻣﺎ ﻻ أدع ﺑﻌﺪي ﺷﻴﺌﺎ أﻫﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل إﻧﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وذﻛﺮ أﺑﺎ ﺑاﻟ
ﻼﻟﺔ وﻣﺎ اﻟء ﻣﺎ راﺟﻌﺘﻪ ﻓ ﺷﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠراﺟﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﺻﺪري وﻗﺎل ﻳﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻃﻌﻦ ﺑﺄﺻﺒﻌﻪ ﻓ ﻓﻴﻪ ﺣﺘء ﻣﺎ أﻏﻠﻆ ﻟ ﺷ ﻓأﻏﻠﻆ ﻟ
 إن أﻋﺶ أﻗﺾ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ آﺧﺮ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ؟ وإﻧ ﻓﻔﻴﻚ آﻳﺔ اﻟﺼﻴﻒ اﻟﺘأﻻ ﺗ
 ﺑﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻳﻘﺮأ اﻟﻘﺮآن وﻣﻦ ﻻ ﻳﻘﺮأ اﻟﻘﺮآنﺑﻘﻀﻴﺔ ﻳﻘﻀ
Muhammad b. Abi Bakr al-Muqaddami and Muhammad b. al-Muthanna – Yahya b. Sa’id – Hisham –
Qatadah – Salim b. Abi al-Ja’d – Ma’dan b. Abi Talhah:
‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab delivered a sermon on Friday and mentioned the Prophet of Allah, peace be upon
him, and also mentioned Abu Bakr. Then he said, “I do not abandon behind me anything more important
than kalalah. I did not refer to the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, concerning anything as
I referred to him concerning kalalah. And he was never as harsh to me concerning anything as he
was harsh to me about it, so much that he struck my chest with his ﬁngers and said, “O ‘Umar, is the
Verse of the Summer, which is at the end of Surat al-Nisa, not sufﬁcient for you?” If I (‘Umar) lived
longer, I would give judge concerning it (i.e. kalalah) with a judgment that would be the precedent for all

future judgments concerning it by those who could read the Qur’an and those who could not read the
Qur’an.”11
Imam Ahmad again documents:

 ﻋﺮوﺑﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻋﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻣﺎ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ اﻟﺠﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﺪان ﺑﻦ أﺑﺳﺎﻟﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻼﻟﺔء أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻤﺎ ﺳﺄﻟﺘﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻦ ﺷ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺳﺄﻟﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 آﺧﺮ ﺳﻮرة ﻓﻔﻴﻚ آﻳﺔ اﻟﺼﻴﻒ اﻟﺘ ﺻﺪري وﻗﺎل ﺗ ﻃﻌﻦ ﺑﺄﺻﺒﻌﻪ ﻓﺣﺘ
اﻟﻨﺴﺎء
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Isma’il – Sa’id b. Abi ‘Arubah –
Qatadah – Salim b. Abi al-Ja’d – Ma’dan b. Abi Talhah:
‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, said: “I never asked the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon
him, about anything more (repeatedly) than I asked him about kalalah so much that he struck my
chest with his ﬁngers and said, “O ‘Umar, is the Verse of the Summer, which is at the end of Surat alNisa, not sufﬁcient for you?”12
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط ﻣﺴﻠﻢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎتإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of Muslim. Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy).13
So, ‘Umar’s most difﬁcult topic was kalalah. Although he was basically clueless about the other topics as
well, kalalah proved the most stubborn of them to him. He repeatedly questioned the Messenger of Allah
about it. It was the Prophet’s job to explain things clearly to him each time, and we believe he did that
each time ‘Umar came to him. In the end, the Messenger got frustrated and bafﬂed by ‘Umar’s inability
to comprehend a fairly straightforward topic like kalalah, even after several explanations! What exactly is
so difﬁcult about it? Moreover, the Prophet thought that there was a verse about kalalah at the end of
Surat al-Nisa, which was fully self-explanatory and ordinarily should be sufﬁcient for anyone without
further commentary14. Why was ‘Umar still unable to grasp it, despite the verse and the repeated
explanations?
Surprisingly, ‘Umar apparently read the Verse of the Summer (before or after the Messenger of Allah

referred him to it) but could not understand its simple rules. Worse still, the Prophet repeatedly explained
it to him, and he nonetheless did not get it! This raises some grave concerns about ‘Umar’s
comprehension skills. It also apparently reveals why the Messenger became frustrated and harsh with
him.
Does justice dispensation require very high comprehension skills on the part of the judge? We leave the
answer to our esteemed reader.
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8. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice V
As the chief law enforcement ofﬁcer of the Ummah, the khalifah has the authority to arrest and prosecute
anyone who commits an offence in his presence. There is no requirement anywhere that the crime must
be reported to him by someone else before he could arrest and prosecute. Imam ‘Abd al-Razzaq (d. 211
H) records an instance where ‘Umar, as the khalifah, invoked this authority:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﺻﻔﻴﺔ اﺑﻨﺔ أﺑ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ:أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻗﺎل

 ﺑﻴﺖ رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ ﺛﻘﻴﻒ وﺟﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓ: وﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﺻﻔﻴﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ.ﻋﺒﻴﺪ
. ، روﻳﺸﺪ: ﻣﺎ اﺳﻤﻚ؟ ﻗﺎل: وﻗﺎل، اﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﻓﺤﺮق ﺑﻴﺘﻪ وﻗﺪ ﻛﺎن ﺟﻠﺪه ﻓ،ﺧﻤﺮا
 ﺑﻞ أﻧﺖ ﻓﻮﻳﺴﻖ:ﻗﺎل
‘Abd al-Razzaq – ‘Ubayd Allah b. ‘Umar AND Ma’mar – Naﬁ’ – Saﬁyyah b. Abi ‘Ubayd:
‘Umar discovered alcohol in the house of a man from (the tribe of) Thaqif. He (the man) had already
been lashed for alcohol consumption in the past. Therefore, he (‘Umar) burnt his house, and asked,
“What is your name?” He (the man) replied, “Ruwayshid.” He (‘Umar) retorted, “Rather, you are
Fuwaysiq (an abusive word)”.1
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states about the ﬁrst narrator:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆﺮ اﻟﺼﻨﻌﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﺑﻦ ﻫﻤﺎم ﺑﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ اﻟﺤﻤﻴﺮي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
‘Abd al-Razzaq b. Hammam b. Naﬁ’ al-Humayri, their freed slave, Abu Bakr al-San’ani: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist).2
There are two second narrators. So, this is what al-Haﬁz has to say about Second Narrator A:

 أﺑﻮﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻔﺺ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب اﻟﻌﻤﺮي اﻟﻤﺪﻧﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ
‘Ubayd Allah b. ‘Umar b. Hafs b. ‘Asim b. ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab al-‘Umari al-Madani, Abu ‘Uthman:
Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate).3
He also says about Second Narrator B:

ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ راﺷﺪ اﻷزدي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺮوة اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﺎﺿﻞ
Ma’mar b. Rashid al-Azdi, their freed slave, Abu ‘Urwah al-Basri, he lived in Yemen: Thiqah
(trustworthy), thabt (accurate), fadhil (meritorious).4
Both second narrators transmitted from Naﬁ’, about whom al-Haﬁz states:

 اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﻣﺸﻬﻮر ﻣﻮﻟﻪ اﻟﻤﺪﻧﻧﺎﻓﻊ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
Naﬁ’, Abu ‘Abd Allah al-Madani, freed slave of Ibn ‘Umar: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate), a
well-known jurist.5
Al-Haﬁz seals it with these comments about the last narrator:

ﺮه ﻋﺒﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد اﻟﺜﻘﻔﻴﺔ زوج ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﻴﻞ ﻟﻬﺎ إدراك وأﻧﺻﻔﻴﺔ ﺑﻨﺖ أﺑ
 ﺛﻘﺔ وﻗﺎل اﻟﻌﺠﻠاﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨ
Saﬁyyah b. Abi ‘Ubayd b. Mas’ud al-Thaqaﬁyyah, the wife of Ibn ‘Umar. It is said that she met the
Prophet, but al-Daraquṭni denies that. Al-‘Ijli said: Thiqah (trustworthy).6
Saﬁyyah is also a narrator of Sahih Muslim.7
In summary, the above chain is impeccably sahih. Elsewhere, ‘Abd al-Razzaq has recorded the exact
same report with this chain:

 أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ أﻳﻮب ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﺻﻔﻴﺔ:أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻗﺎل
‘Abd al-Razzak – Ma’mar – Ayub – Naﬁ’ - Saﬁyyah8
The only new name is Ayub. So, who is he? Al-Haﬁz answers:

ﺮ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﺣﺠﺔ ﻣﻦ أﺑﻮ ﺑ.…  ﺗﻤﻴﻤﺔ ﺟﻠﺲ اﻟﺴﺨﺘﻴﺎﻧأﻳﻮب ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻛﺒﺎر اﻟﻔﻘﻬﺎء اﻟﻌﺒﺎد
Ayub b. Abi Tamimah al-Sakhtayani, Abu Bakr al-Basri: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate),
hujjah (an authority in hadith), from the greatest jurists and worshippers of Allah.9
In other words, the athar about ‘Umar is doubly sahih!
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) also has some further words:

:( ﻋﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮف ﻗﺎل189 / 1) " ﻨ اﻟ ﻓروى اﻟﺪوﻻﺑ
 ﻛﺄﻧﻪ ﺟﻤﺮة أو ﺣﻤﺔ وﻛﺎن ﺟﺎرﻧﺎ ﻳﺒﻴﻊ ﺣﺘرأﻳﺖ ﻋﻤﺮ أﺣﺮق ﺑﻴﺖ روﻳﺸﺪ اﻟﺜﻘﻔ
"  ﻋﺒﻴﺪ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻓ ورواه ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ ﺻﻔﻴﺔ ﺑﻨﺖ اﺑ. وﺳﻨﺪه ﺻﺤﻴﺢ.اﻟﺨﻤﺮ
( ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ103  " اﻷﻣﻮال " )ص( وأﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ ﻓ1 / 204 / 3) " ﺒﻴﺮةاﻟﺠﺎﻣﻊ اﻟ
ﻋﻤﺮ وﺳﻨﺪه ﺻﺤﻴﺢ أﻳﻀﺎ
Al-Dawlabi reported in al-Kuni (1/189) on the authority Ibrahim b. ‘Abd al-Rahman b. ‘Awf that he said:
“I saw ‘Umar burning the house of Ruwayshid al-Thaqaﬁ until it became like ﬁrebrand or a hot spring.
He was our neighbour who sold alcohol.” Its chain is sahih.
‘Abd al-Razzaq also narrated on the authority of Saﬁyyah bint Abi ‘Ubayd, as stated in al-Jami’ alKabirah (3/204/1) as well as Abu ‘Ubayd in al-Amwal (p. 103) on the authority of Ibn ‘Umar, and its
chain is sahih too.10
Interestingly, this Ruwayshid was one of the Sahabah! Al-Haﬁz states:

 ﻟﻪ إدراك وﻟﻪ ﻗﺼﺔ ﻣﻊ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ ﺛﻢ اﻟﻤﺪﻧ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻼج اﻟﻄﺎﺋﻔروﻳﺸﺪ اﻟﺜﻘﻔ
 ذﺋﺐ اﻧﺎ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮف ﻋﻦﺑﻴﻌﻪ اﻟﺸﺮاب ﻗﺎل ﺑﻦ أﺑ
أﺑﻴﻪ ان ﻋﻤﺮ أﻣﺮ ﺑﺎﺣﺮاق ﺑﻴﺖ روﻳﺸﺪ وﻛﺎن ﻳﺒﻴﻊ ﻓﻴﻪ اﻟﺸﺮاب ﻓﻨﻬﺎه ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﻨﺘﻪ
Ruwayshid al-Thaqaﬁ, Abu ‘Alaj al-Taiﬁ al-Madani: He met the Prophet. He also had a story with
‘Umar due to his selling of alcoholic drinks. Ibn Abi Dhaib said: Sa’d b. Ibrahim b. ‘Abd al-Rahman b.
‘Awf narrated to us from his father that ‘Umar ordered that the house of Ruwayshid be burnt down. He
used to sell alcoholic drinks in it. ‘Umar had warned him to desist, but he never desisted.11
Elsewhere, he reiterates:

 وإﻧﻤﺎ ذﻛﺮﺗﻪ ﻓ....  ﺷﺮﺑﻪ اﻟﺨﻤﺮ وﻟﻪ ﻗﺼﺔ ﻣﻊ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓ....  اﻟﺜﻘﻔ.... روﻳﺸﺪ
ﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠ زﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺒﻮن ﻓ ﻋﻬﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻳاﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻷن ﻣﻦ ﻛﺎن ﺑﺘﻠﻚ اﻟﺴﻦ ﻓ
ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻤﻴﺰا ﻻ ﻣﺤﺎﻟﺔ وﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﻖ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺮﻳﺶ وﺛﻘﻴﻒ أﺣﺪ إﻻ أﺳﻠﻢ وﺷﻬﺪ ﺣﺠﺔ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠاﻟﻮداع ﻣﻊ اﻟﻨﺒ
Ruwayshid ... al-Thaqaﬁ.... He had a story with ‘Umar concerning his consumption of alcohol.... I have

mentioned him among the Sahabah only because whosoever was of that age (as Ruwayshid) during
the time of ‘Umar must certainly have been matured during the time of the Prophet, peace be upon him.
Also, there was no one from the tribes of Quraysh and Thaqif except that he had accepted Islam and
had witnessed the Farewell Hajj with the Prophet, peace be upon him.12
To summarize:
Ruwayshid was one of the Sahabah of the Prophet, from the tribe of Thaqif.
He accepted Islam during the Prophet’s lifetime, met the latter, and did the Farewell Hajj with him.
During the rule of ‘Umar, Ruwayshid was convicted for alcohol consumption and punished.
However, after his conviction and punishment, Ruwayshid went ahead to sell alcohol in his house.
‘Umar warned him to desist from selling alcohol, but he refused to stop.
So, ‘Umar burnt his house where he was selling the alcohol.
The story of Ruwayshid ﬂies in the face of repeated Sunni claims about the piety and righteousness of
all the Sahabah!
It is a bit unclear on what ground ‘Umar burned Ruwayshid’s home. Was it to punish him for selling
alcohol? Or, was it only an effort to disable him from further trading in alcohol?
One scenario is that the house-burning was inﬂicted as a judicial punishment. In other words,
Ruwayshid was summarily tried, convicted and penalized for trading in alcohol. ‘Umar’ judicial sentence
was that his house should be burnt to ashes. However, where did ‘Umar get that idea from? Was it from
the Qur’an? Was it from the Sunnah? Imam Muslim records the standard procedure in a case like this:

ﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻷﺷﺞ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﻦ ﺑ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ وﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺴ
ﺑﻴﻨﺎ ﻧﺤﻦ ﻋﻨﺪ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر إذ ﺟﺎءه ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻪ ﻓﺄﻗﺒﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﻨﺎ
 أﻧﻪ: ﺑﺮدة اﻷﻧﺼﺎري ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﺑﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ أﺑﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻓﻘﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻻ ﻳﺠﻠﺪ أﺣﺪ ﻓﻮق ﻋﺸﺮة أﺳﻮاط إﻻ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺳﻤﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﺣﺪ ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪود اﻟﻓ
Ahmad b. ‘Isa – Ibn Wahb – ‘Amr – Bukayr b. al-Ashja’ Sulayman b. Yasar – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Jabir –
his father – Abu Bardah al-Ansari:
I heard the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, saying: “None is to be given more than ten strokes

of the cane (in punishment) except in the case of punishments immutably ﬁxed by Allah.”13
So, the question is whether Allah has immutably ﬁxed the punishment for alcohol sales business or not.
Without an iota of doubt, there is no such ﬁxed penalty for it. Therefore, the maximum sentence that can
be inﬂicted upon an alcohol seller is ten lashes. Apparently, ‘Umar did not follow the instructions of Allah
in this regard. This brought him face-to-face against this verse:

ﺎﻓﺮونﻪ ﻓﺄوﻟﺌﻚ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻢ ﺑﻤﺎ أﻧﺰل اﻟوﻣﻦ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺤ
Whosoever does NOT give rulings, verdicts, judgments, or commands based upon what Allah has
revealed, such people are the inﬁdels.14
Another scenario is that ‘Umar actually burnt the house down only to forcefully put Ruwayshid out of
business, without any intention to touch the latter himself personally for breaking the law. This theory is
further strengthened by the fact that ‘Umar had earlier warned Ruwayshid to desist (thereby conﬁrming
his full knowledge of the alcohol trade). However, he made no effort whatsoever to arrest or prosecute
him. When the latter would not listen to him, he burnt down his house – which also served as his
brewery and alcohol store – solely to shut down his business. Normally, a caring government closes or
destroys illegal ventures within its control. This is usually to protect the public. In addition to that, the
same government proceeds to prosecute the owner of the illegal business for his crime. In the case of
Ruwayshid, ‘Umar merely burnt his alcohol store, but allowed him to go scotfree!
A bafﬂing twist to this whole saga is that when another Sahabi was discovered, also engaging in alcohol
business, ‘Umar simply let him be! He did not arrest him. He did not prosecute him. He did not burn his
house! Imam Muslim records:

 ﺷﻴﺒﺔ وزﻫﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺮب وإﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ )واﻟﻠﻔﻆ ﻷﺑﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺑﻠﻎ:ﺮ( ﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﻦ ﻃﺎوس ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎلﺑ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ ﺳﻤﺮة أﻟﻢ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟﻋﻤﺮ أن ﺳﻤﺮة ﺑﺎع ﺧﻤﺮا ﻓﻘﺎل ﻗﺎﺗﻞ اﻟ
ﻪ اﻟﻴﻬﻮد ﺣﺮﻣﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ اﻟﺸﺤﻮم ﻓﺠﻤﻠﻮﻫﺎ ﻓﺒﺎﻋﻮﻫﺎﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻌﻦ اﻟ
Abu Bakr b. Abi Shaybah, Zuhayr b. Harb and Ishaq b. Ibrahim – Sufyan b. ‘Uyaynah – ‘Amr – Tawus –
Ibn ‘Abbas:
‘Umar was informed that Samrah sold alcohol. So, he said, “May Allah curse Samrah! Does he not
know that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: ‘May Allah curse the Jews. The fat of

animals was made haram for them. But they melt it and sold it.’”15
Imam Abu Ya’la (d. 307 H) also documents:

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﻦ: ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺧﻴﺜﻤﺔ و أﺑﻮ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻗﺎﻻ
ﻪ ﺳﻤﺮة أﻟﻢ ﻗﺎﺗﻞ اﻟ:  ﺑﺎع ﺳﻤﺮة ﺧﻤﺮا ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ: ﻃﺎووس ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل
ﻪ اﻟﻴﻬﻮد ﺣﺮﻣﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻟﻌﻦ اﻟ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻳﻌﻠﻢ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ
اﻟﺸﺤﻮم ﻓﺒﺎﻋﻮﻫﺎ وأﻛﻠﻮا أﺛﻤﺎﻧﻬﺎ ؟
Abu Khaythamah and Abu Sa’id – Sufyan b. ‘Uyaynah – ‘Amr – Tawus – Ibn ‘Abbas:
Samrah sold alcohol. So, ‘Umar said, “May Allah curse Samrah! Does he not know that the Messenger
of Allah, peace be upon him, said, ‘May Allah curse the Jews. The fat of animals was made haram for
them. So, they sold it and ate its price.’”16
Shaykh Dr. Asad comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih17
Samrah was a prominent Sahabi. He too traded in alcohol. But, what was ‘Umar’s response? He merely
cursed him by name, and that was it! There was no arrest, and no prosecution! Samrah’s house was
equally left intact.
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9. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice VI
Injustice begins the moment a judge begins to show bias towards or against any of the parties before
him in any judicial proceedings. He must be completely impartial throughout, and this must be evident in
his ruling. The Qur’an commands:

ﻢ أو اﻟﻮاﻟﺪﻳﻦ أﻧﻔﺴﻪ وﻟﻮ ﻋﻠﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا ﻛﻮﻧﻮا ﻗﻮاﻣﻴﻦ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺴﻂ ﺷﻬﺪاء ﻟ
 ﺑﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻼ ﺗﺘﺒﻌﻮا اﻟﻬﻮى أن ﺗﻌﺪﻟﻮا وإنﻪ أوﻟﻦ ﻏﻨﻴﺎ أو ﻓﻘﻴﺮا ﻓﺎﻟواﻷﻗﺮﺑﻴﻦ إن ﻳ
ﻪ ﻛﺎن ﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻌﻤﻠﻮن ﺧﺒﻴﺮاﺗﻠﻮوا أو ﺗﻌﺮﺿﻮا ﻓﺈن اﻟ
O you who believe! Stand up ﬁrmly for justice, as witnesses to Allah, even though it be against
yourselves, or your parents, or your kin, be he rich or poor, Allah is more entitled to both (than you).
So follow not whims, lest you may avoid justice. And if you distort your witness or refuse to give it,
verily Allah is Ever Well-Acquainted with what you do.1
During the rule of ‘Umar, a terribly messy case was brought before him involving one of his close friends.
Let us see how he handled it. Imam al-Tahawi (d. 321 H) records:

 ﻣﺮﻳﻢ ﻗﺎﻻ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﻗﺎل ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻔﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻠﻢ وﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ
: ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﻟﻨﻬﺪي ﻗﺎلﺮﻳﻢ ﺑﻦ رﺷﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻗﺎل ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﺴﺮي ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴ

 اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺑﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﺸﻬﺪ ﻋﻠ اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب رﺿﺟﺎء رﺟﻞ إﻟ
ﻓﺘﻐﻴﺮ ﻟﻮن ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﺟﺎء آﺧﺮ ﻓﺸﻬﺪ ﻓﺘﻐﻴﺮ ﻟﻮن ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﺟﺎء آﺧﺮ ﻓﺸﻬﺪ ﻓﺘﻐﻴﺮ ﻟﻮن
ﺮ ﻟﺬﻟﻚ وﺟﺎء آﺧﺮ ﻳﺤﺮك ﺑﻴﺪﻳﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻋﻨﺪك ﻳﺎ ﻋﺮﻓﻨﺎ ذﻟﻚ ﻓﻴﻪ وأﻧﻋﻤﺮ ﺣﺘ
 ﻛﺮﺑﺖ أنﺳﻠﺦ اﻟﻌﻘﺎب وﺻﺎح أﺑﻮ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺻﻴﺤﺔ ﺗﺸﺒﻪ ﺑﻬﺎ ﺻﻴﺤﺔ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺣﺘ
ﻪ اﻟﺬي ﻟﻢ ﻳﺸﻤﺖ اﻟﺸﻴﻄﺎن ﺑﺄﻣﺔ ﻗﺎل رأﻳﺖ أﻣﺮا ﻗﺒﻴﺤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺤﻤﺪ ﻟ ﻋﻠﻳﻐﺸ
ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻓﺄﻣﺮ ﺑﺄوﻟﺌﻚ اﻟﻨﻔﺮ ﻓﺠﻠﺪوا
‘Ali b. ‘Abd al-Rahman – ‘Affan b. Muslim and Sa’id b. Abi Maryam – al-Sari b. Yahya – ‘Abd al-Karim
b. Rashid – Abu ‘Uthman al-Hindi:
A man went to ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab, may Allah be pleased with him, and testiﬁed against al-Mughirah
b. Shu’bah. So the colour of ‘Umar changed. Then, another man came and testiﬁed. Therefore, the
colour of ‘Umar changed (further). Then, another man came and testiﬁed. As a result the colour of
‘Umar changed (even further) such that we recognized that in him, and he denied (the charge
without investigation) due to that. Lastly, another man came, demonstrating with his hands. So, he
(‘Umar) said, “What do you have (to say), O remover of the punishment!” Abu ‘Uthman (the subnarrator) then shouted to imitate the shout of ‘Umar, such that I (‘Abd al-Karim) was agonized to the
point of fainting. He (the fourth man) said, “I saw a disgusting affair.” He (‘Umar) said, “All praise be to
Allah Who did not allow Shayṭan to rejoice at the misfortune of the Ummah of Muhammad.” So, he
(‘Umar) ordered that those men be whipped (for allegedly lying against al-Mughirah).2
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) has copied it into his al-Irwa, and states about it:

 وإﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ:ﻗﻠﺖ
I say: Its chain is sahih.3
Imam al-Haythami (d. 807 H) records further:

 اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮةﺮة وﻧﺎﻓﻊ وﺷﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﺒﺪ ﻋﻠ ﺷﻬﺪ أﺑﻮ ﺑ:  ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﻟﻨﻬﺪي ﻗﺎلوﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﺤﻠﺔ ﻓﺠﺎء زﻳﺎد ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻤ اﻟﻤﺮود ﻓﺑﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ أﻧﻬﻢ ﻧﻈﺮوا إﻟﻴﻪ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻧﻈﺮوا إﻟ
:  رأﻳﺖ ﻣﻨﻈﺮا ﻗﺒﻴﺤﺎ واﺑﺘﻬﺎرا ﻗﺎل:  ﺟﺎء رﺟﻞ ﻻ ﻳﺸﻬﺪ إﻻ ﺑﺤﻖ ﻓﻘﺎل: ﻋﻤﺮ
ﻓﺠﻠﺪﻫﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﺤﺪ

Narrated Abu ‘Uthman al-Hindi:
Abu Bakrah, Naﬁ’ and Shibl b. Ma’bad testiﬁed against al-Mughirah b. Shu’bah, that they saw it (i.e. the
adultery), as they saw the kohl stick (i.e. the male private organ of al-Mughirah) inside the kohl
container (i.e. the female private organ of the woman). But Ziyad came, and ‘Umar said, “Here
comes a man who will not testify except with the truth.” So, he (Ziyad) said, “I saw a disgusting scene,
and a spectacle.” So, ‘Umar punished them with lashing.4
Al-Haythami declares:

 ورﺟﺎﻟﻪ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢرواه اﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
Al-Tabarani records it, and its narrators are narrators of the Sahih.5
Imam Ibn Abi Shaybah (d. 235 H) also records:

 ﻟﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن:ﺮ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ أﺳﺎﻣﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻮف ﻋﻦ ﻗﺴﺎﻣﺔ ﺑﻦ زﻫﻴﺮ ﻗﺎلﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 اﺟﺘﻨﺐ أو ﺗﻨﺢ:ﺮة ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ،ﺮة واﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺑﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ اﻟﺬي ﻛﺎن ﺑﻣﻦ ﺷﺄن أﺑ
ﺘﺐ ﻓ: ﻗﺎل، ﺷﺄﻧﻪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﺘﺐ إﻟ ﻓ: ﻗﺎل، ﺧﻠﻔﻚ ﻓﺈﻧﺎ ﻻ ﻧﺼﻠ،ﻋﻦ ﺻﻼﺗﻨﺎ
ﻦ ﻣﺼﺪوﻗﺎ ﻓﺈن ﻳ، ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻚ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﺎ إﻟ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻗﺪ رﻗ، أﻣﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ:ﻋﻤﺮ إﻟﯩﺎﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة
 اﻟﺸﻬﻮد أن ﻳﻘﺒﻠﻮاﺘﺐ إﻟﻴﻪ وإﻟ ﻓ: ﻗﺎل،ﻮن ﻣﺖ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﻴﻮم ﺧﻴﺮ ﻟﻚﻋﻠﻴﻚ ﻓﻼن ﻳ
ﺮة وﺷﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﺒﺪ وأﺑﻮ ﻓﺸﻬﺪ أﺑﻮ ﺑ، ﻓﺸﻬﺪوا، ﻓﻠﻤﺎ اﻧﺘﻬﻮا إﻟﻴﻪ دﻋﺎ اﻟﺸﻬﻮد،إﻟﻴﻪ
 وﺷﻖ ﻋﻠ، أود اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة أرﺑﻌﺔ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﺣﻴﻦ ﺷﻬﺪ ﻫﺆﻻء اﻟﺜﻼﺛﺔ،ﻪ ﻧﺎﻓﻊﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
: ﺛﻢ ﺷﻬﺪ ﻗﺎل،ﻪ إﻻ ﺑﺤﻖ إن ﺗﺸﻬﺪ إن ﺷﺎء اﻟ: ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﻗﺎم زﻳﺎد ﻗﺎل،ﻋﻤﺮ ﺷﺄﻧﻪ ﺟﺪا
، ﺣﺪوﻫﻢ،ﻪ أﻛﺒﺮ اﻟ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ، رأﻳﺖ أﻣﺮا ﻗﺒﻴﺤﺎﻨ وﻟ،أﻣﺎ اﻟﺰﻧﺎ ﻓﻼ أﺷﻬﺪ ﺑﻪ
 ﻓﻬﻢ، أﺷﻬﺪ أﻧﻪ زان:ﺮة ﻓﻘﺎلﺮة ﻗﺎم أﺑﻮ ﺑ ﺑ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﻓﺮغ ﻣﻦ ﺟﻠﺪ أﺑ،ﻓﺠﻠﺪوﻫﻢ
، ﻓﺘﺮﻛﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺠﻠﺪ، إن ﺟﻠﺪﺗﻪ ﻓﺎرﺟﻢ ﺻﺎﺣﺒﻚ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻠ،ﻋﻤﺮ أن ﻳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺤﺪ
.ﻓﻤﺎ ﻗﺬف ﻣﺮﺗﻴﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ
Abu Bakr – Abu Usamah – ‘Awf – Qasamah b. Zuhayr:
When the issue between Abu Bakrah and al-Mughirah b. Shu’bah occurred, Abu Bakrah said, “Desist
from or give up concerning our Salat, because we will not pray behind you.” So, he (al-Mughirah) wrote
to ‘Umar about his affair. Therefore, ‘Umar (too) wrote back to al-Mughirah thus: “To begin, an act of

yours has been reported to me. If such-and-such (i.e. Abu Bakrah) is corroborated against you, it would
have been better for you to have died before this day.” So, he (‘Umar) wrote to him and the witnesses to
come to him. When they got to him, they testiﬁed, and Abu Bakrah, Shibl b. Ma’bad, and Abu ‘Abd Allah
Naﬁ’ testiﬁed. As such, ‘Umar said when these three people testiﬁed, “Four (people) oppressed alMughirah.” His matter was very unbearable for ‘Umar. So, when Ziyad stood to testify, he (‘Umar)
said, “You will testify with the truth, Allah willing.” Then he (Ziyad) testiﬁed, saying, “As for adultery, I do
not testify in favour of it. However, I saw a disgusting affair.” As a result, ‘’Umar said, “Allah Akbar!
Punish them!” So, they (the ﬁrst three witnesses) were lashed. After Abu Bakrah had been beaten, he
stood up and said, “I testify that he (al-Mughirah) committed adultery”. So, ‘Umar was about to repeat
the punishment upon him. But, ‘Ali said, “If you lash him (again), then you must stone your companion
(i.e. al-Mughirah).” Due to this, he (‘Umar) left him, and did not beat him. Thus, he (Abu Bakrah) did not
falsely accuse anyone of adultery again after that.6
‘Allamah al-Albani has this comment about this exact report:

. وإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ: ﻗﻠﺖ. (335  ـ8/334)  ﺷﻴﺒﺔ وﻋﻨﻪ اﻟﺒﻴﻬﻘأﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﺑﻦ أﺑ
It is documented by Ibn Abi Shaybah, and from him bu al-Bayhaqi (8/334-335). I say: Its chain is
sahih.7
Imam Ibn Abi Shaybah again documents:

 ﻟﻤﺎ ﻗﺪم أﺑﻮ: ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ أﺑﺮ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﻴﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺘﻴﻤﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻪ رﺟﻞ ﻟﻦ ﻳﺸﻬﺪ إن ﺷﺎء اﻟ: اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺟﺎء زﻳﺎد ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ ﻋﻤﺮﺮة وﺻﺎﺣﺒﺎه ﻋﻠﺑ
 ﻫﻞ رأﻳﺖ اﻟﻤﺮود دﺧﻞ: رأﻳﺖ اﻧﺒﻬﺎرا وﻣﺠﻠﺴﺎ ﺳﻴﺌﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ: ﻗﺎل،إﻻ ﺑﺤﻖ
. ﻓﺄﻣﺮ ﺑﻬﻢ ﻓﺠﻠﺪوا: ﻗﺎل، ﻻ: ﻗﺎل،ﺤﻠﺔاﻟﻤ
Abu Bakr – Ibn ‘Ilyah – al-Tamimi – Abu ‘Uthman:
After Abu Bakrah and his two companions had testiﬁed against al-Mughirah, Ziyad came. So, ‘Umar
said, “He is a man who will never testify, Allah willing, except with the truth.” He (Ziyad) said, “I saw a
spectacle and an evil assembly”. So, ‘Umar said, “Did you see the kohl stick (i.e. the male private
organ of al-Mughirah) enter the kohl container (i.e. the female private organ of the woman)?” He
(Ziyad) replied, “No.” Therefore, he (‘Umar) ordered that they (Abu Bakr and his two companions) be
whipped.8

‘Allamah al-Albani again copies the above and says:

. ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ:ﻗﻠﺖ
I say: This chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.9
So, this is the full picture, as gleaned from the reports:
• Abu Bakrah and some other people ﬁled a criminal complaint of adultery against al-Mughirah b.
Shu’bah with ‘Umar.
• Al-Mughirah was a close friend of ‘Umar.
• ‘Umar summoned the accused – who was his friend – and the Abu Bakrah team to his court for the
trial.
• As Abu Bakrah and two other people testiﬁed, ‘Umar – the judge – increasingly blushed. Convicting
and sentencing al-Mughirah was very unbearable for him. So, he dismissively denied the reports of Abu
Bakrah and his team.
• It was a case of adultery, and four witnesses were required. Ziyad was the fourth to testify. Like others,
he came all the way from Basra (where al-Mughirah was governor for ‘Umar prior to the trial) to Madinah
to testify against al-Mughirah in a case of adultery. But, before he began his testimony, ‘Umar made
some direct moves to entice him and to intimidate him.
• First, ‘Umar called him “the remover of the punishment”. This was an obvious suggestion to Ziyad that
he must contradict his colleagues. He simply had no other choice but to remove the sentence of death
still hanging over the neck of al-Mughirah.
• ‘Umar also described him as the one who would testify with the “truth”. This was another clear signal
to him to contradict his colleagues. It showed that the khalifah had blacklisted Ziyad’s colleagues for
testifying against al-Mughirah. If Ziyad wanted to get into the good books of the powerful khalifah, he
must tell only what ‘Umar would accept as the “truth”.
• Finally, ‘Umar shouted at him, with such distressing force that it could cause some people to pass out!
The intention, obviously, was to unsettle and intimidate him. Going against the khalifah could have highly
devastating consequences. The message was unmistakable.
• So, Ziyad got the signal, and went against his colleagues. He denied having seen a sexual
penetration. One wonders why then he had taken all the pain to come to Madinah from Iraq! Was it not
to testify against al-Mughirah for adultery? Something clearly was not right here. Ziyad was altering his

testimony in the light of the new circumstances. In any case, he admitted to seeing “a disgusting affair”
and “a disgusting scene”, apparently involving al-Mughirah and the accused woman, which involved “an
evil assembly” of both accused persons.
• ‘Umar – the judge – became joyous, thanking Allah, and ordered Abu Bakrah and his colleagues to be
ﬂogged for allegedly lying against al-Mughirah!
• After the lashing, Abu Bakrah stood up, and re-testiﬁed to al-Mughirah’s adultery – despite the clear
dangers.
• ‘Umar intended to re-lash him but ‘Ali, as usual, saved Abu Bakrah with his knowledge.
To ‘Umar, this was fair, impartial hearing!
An interesting side to this discussion is that ‘Umar actually did not ordinarily seem to place much value
on the Qur’anic requirement for four witnesses in the case of adultery. For instance, he convicted a
woman simply for having only a six-month pregnancy! He never asked for any four witnesses. Rather,
he did not even request for any testimony from anyone! However, when his close friend was involved, he
became extraordinarily strict with the requirement, and displayed brutal bias in favour of the accused
throughout the proceedings.
The testimony of Ziyad itself embarrassingly reveals the direct inﬂuence of ‘Umar’s intimidation and
enticement over the former. Al-Haﬁz Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani explains the circumstances of al-Mughirah’s
alleged adultery:

وﺳﺎق ﻗﺼﺔ اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﻫﺬه ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮق ﻛﺜﻴﺮة ﻣﺤﺼﻠﻬﺎ أن اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺑﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻛﺎن
 اﻟﻤﺸﻬﻮر وﻛﺎن اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺮة وﻫﻮ ﻧﻔﻴﻊ اﻟﺜﻘﻔأﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﺒﺼﺮة ﻟﻌﻤﺮ ﻓﺄﺗﻬﻤﻪ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﺴﺮ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ وﺷﺒﻞ ﺑ وﻫﻮ ﻣﻌﺪود ﻓﺮة وﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺮث ﺑﻦ ﻛﻠﺪة اﻟﺜﻘﻔأﺑﻮ ﺑ
 وﻫﻮ ﻣﻌﺪود ﻓﻮن اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة اﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﺒﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺘﻴﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺮث اﻟﺒﺠﻠاﻟﻤﻌﺠﻤﺔ وﺳ
 ﺳﻔﻴﺎناﻟﻤﺨﻀﺮﻣﻴﻦ وزﻳﺎد ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﺬي ﻛﺎن ﺑﻌﺪ ذﻟﻚ ﻳﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ زﻳﺎد ﺑﻦ أﺑ
أﺧﻮه ﻣﻦ أم أﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻤﻴﺔ ﻣﻮﻻة اﻟﺤﺮث ﺑﻦ ﻛﻠﺪة ﻓﺎﺟﺘﻤﻌﻮا ﺟﻤﻴﻌﺎ ﻓﺮأوا اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة
ﻣﺘﺒﻄﻦ اﻟﻤﺮأة وﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ اﻟﺮﻗﻄﺎء أم ﺟﻤﻴﻞ ﺑﻨﺖ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ اﻷﻓﻘﻢ اﻟﻬﻼﻟﻴﺔ
وزوﺟﻬﺎ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج ﺑﻦ ﻋﺘﻴﻚ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺮث ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮف اﻟﺠﺸﻤ
The story of al-Mughirah has been transmitted THROUGH SEVERAL CHAINS. Its summary is that alMughirah b. Shu’bah was the governor of Basra for ‘Umar. Abu Bakrah, whose real name was Naﬁ’ alThaqaﬁ, accused him (of adultery). He (Abu Bakrah) is a well-known Sahabi. There was Abu Bakrah.

There was (also) Naﬁ’ b. al-Harith b. Kildah al-Thaqaﬁ, who is counted among the Sahabah.
There was Shibl b. Ma’bad b. ‘Utaybah b. al-Harith al-Bajali (as well), and he was considered to be
among those (Sahabah) who witnessed both the Jahiliyyah and the Prophetic era. (Finally), there was
Ziyad b. ‘Ubayd – who was later called Ziyad b. Abi Sufyan – (and he was) his (Abu Bakrah’s) brother
from their grandmother, Sumayyah freed maid of al-Harith b. Kildah.
THEY ALL HAD GATHERED TOGETHER and had seen al-Mughirah in a secret affair with the woman
called al-Riqṭah Umm Jamil bint ‘Amr al-Afqam al-Hilaliyyah, and her husband was al-Hajjaj b.
‘Utaybah b. al-Harith b. ‘Awf al-Jashmi.10
There were four of them together, including Ziyad. They all together saw al-Mughirah having a secret
affair with Umm Jamil, whose husband was al-Hajjaj. The other three witnesses saw al-Mughirah’s male
organ entering Umm Jamil’s female organ, and all of these three were totally trustworthy Sahabah of the
Messenger, by Sunni standards. How then on earth did Ziyad miss that?! It seems fair to conclude that
he was deliberately concealing the most crucial part of his testimony. It was simply impossible for him
not to have seen what the others saw, especially as he was not described as suffering from any eye
problems.
Moreover, what really did Ziyad mean by having seen “a disgusting affair” between the couple? Was he
not actually implying the adultery of al-Mughirah and Umm Jamil? From the look of things, Ziyad saw
what the three Sahabah saw, but decided to be ambiguous and to double-speak after ‘Umar enticed and
intimidated him. If the khalifah had not intervened, he most probably would have only corroborated his
co-witnesses.
Anyway, there are some damning consequences in this particular case for Sunni Islam. Abu Bakrah,
Shibl and Naﬁ’ b. al-Harith were Sahabah. Abu Bakrah in particular was a prominent Sahabi, whose
ahadith are documented in the two Sahihs, and in all other authoritative Sunni books, in abundance. Of
special interest is the fact that Abu Bakrah was the main complainant against al-Mughirah, and he never
repented from it. After being lashed by ‘Umar, he still reiterated his claim that al-Mughirah was an
adulterer. ‘Allamah al-Albani copies a further report in this regard:

 ﻓﺬﻛﺮ ﻗﺼﺔ, ﺮة ﺑﺛﻢ أﺧﺮج ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ ﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 وﺷﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ, ﺮ وﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻓﺸﻬﺪ أﺑﻮ ﺑ, ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ " ﻓﻘﺪﻣﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ:اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ودﻋﺎ ﺑﺄﺑ اﻟﺒﺮ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ ﻓ, ﺮا رأﻳﺖ ﻣﻨ: ﻓﻠﻤﺎ دﻋﺎ زﻳﺎدا ﻗﺎل, ﻣﻌﺒﺪ
ﻪ إﻧ واﻟ: ﺑﻌﺪﻣﺎ ﺣﺪهﺮة ﻳﻌﻨ ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ: ﻗﺎل,  ﻓﻀﺮﺑﻬﻢ,  وﺻﺎﺣﺒﻴﻪ, ﺮةﺑ
 ﻟﺌﻦ ﺿﺮﺑﺖ ﻫﺬا ﻓﺎرﺟﻢ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻠ,  ﻓﻬﻢ ﺑﻀﺮﺑﻪ,  وﻫﻮ ﻓﻌﻞ ﻣﺎ ﺷﻬﺪ ﺑﻪ, ﻟﺼﺎدق
." ﻫﺬا

 وﻫﻮ وﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺟﻮﺷﻦ اﻟﻐﻄﻔﺎﻧ.وإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ أﻳﻀﺎ
.ﺛﻘﺔ ﻛﺄﺑﻴﻪ
Then he (al-Bayhaqi)11 recorded through the route of ‘Uyaynah b. ‘Abd al-Rahman from his father from
Abu Bakrah, and he mentioned the story of al-Mughirah, and (then) said:
We got to ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, and Abu Bakrah testiﬁed, as well as Naﬁ’ and Shibl b.
Ma’bad. When Ziyad was called, he said, “I saw a disgusting act.” Therefore, ‘Umar, may Allah be
pleased with him, said Allah Akbar, and thereby summoned Abu Bakrah and his two companions and
beat them. So, Abu Bakrah said, that is, after he had been punished, “I SWEAR BY ALLAH, I am
saying the truth. He (al-Mughirah) did what we have testiﬁed against him about.” Therefore, he
(‘Umar) intended to beat him (again). But, ‘Ali said, “If you beat this one, then you must stone that one.”
Its chain is sahih too. ‘Uyaynah b. ‘Abd al-Rahman is Ibn Jawshan al-Ghaṭfani and he is thiqah
(trustworthy), like his father.12
By all accounts therefore, all ahadith by Abu Bakrah must be thrown away by the Ahl al-Sunnah wa alJama’ah as fairytales of a “liar”. It is the Order of Allah, as long as he is believed to have failed to prove
his charge against al-Mughirah. This is where the great dilemma hides for our Sunni brothers. Allah has
stated:

واﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺮﻣﻮن اﻟﻤﺤﺼﻨﺎت ﺛﻢ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺄﺗﻮا ﺑﺄرﺑﻌﺔ ﺷﻬﺪاء ﻓﺎﺟﻠﺪوﻫﻢ ﺛﻤﺎﻧﻴﻦ ﺟﻠﺪة وﻻ
ﺗﻘﺒﻠﻮا ﻟﻬﻢ ﺷﻬﺎدة أﺑﺪا وأوﻟﺌﻚ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻔﺎﺳﻘﻮن إﻻ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﺗﺎﺑﻮا ﻣﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ ذﻟﻚ وأﺻﻠﺤﻮا
ﻪ ﻏﻔﻮر رﺣﻴﻢﻓﺈن اﻟ
Those who accuse chaste women, and do not produce four witnesses, ﬂog them with eighty stripes,
and reject their testimony FOREVER. THEY INDEED ARE THE LIARS, EXCEPT THOSE WHO
REPENT thereafter and make corrections. Verily, Allah is Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful.13
He also proclaims:

ﺎذﺑﻮنﻪ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻟﻮﻻ ﺟﺎءوا ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺑﺄرﺑﻌﺔ ﺷﻬﺪاء ﻓﺈذ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺄﺗﻮا ﺑﺎﻟﺸﻬﺪاء ﻓﺄوﻟﺌﻚ ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟ
Why did they not produce four witnesses? Since they have not produced the witnesses, THEN IN THE
SIGHT OF ALLAH, THEY ARE THE LIARS.14

Imam ‘Abd al-Razzaq (d. 211 H) reiterates the fact which connects Abu Bakrah to the above verses:

 اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺑﻦ ﺷﻬﺪ ﻋﻠ:ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻗﺎل
،ﻢ ﺗﻮﺑﻮا ﺗﻘﺒﻞ ﺷﻬﺎدﺗ: وﻗﺎل ﻟﻬﻢ، ﻓﺤﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﺜﻼﺛﺔ،ﻞ زﻳﺎد وﻧ،ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﺰﻧﺎ
،ﺮة أﺧﻮ زﻳﺎد ﻻﻣﻪ وأﺑﻮ ﺑ،ﺎن ﻻ ﻳﻘﺒﻞ ﺷﻬﺎدﺗﻪ ﻓ،ﺮةﻓﺘﺎب رﺟﻼن وﻟﻢ ﻳﺘﺐ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻠﻤﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳ،ﻠﻢ زﻳﺎدا أﺑﺪاﺮة أن ﻻ ﻳ ﺣﻠﻒ أﺑﻮ ﺑ،ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ أﻣﺮ زﻳﺎد ﻣﺎ ﻛﺎن
 ﻣﺎتﺣﺘ
‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Ibn al-Musayyab:
Three people testiﬁed against al-Mughirah b. Shu’bah for adultery. But Ziyad recoiled. So, ‘Umar
punished the three (with lashing), and said to them, “Repent, and your (future) testimonies will be
accepted.” So, two of the men repented but Abu Bakrah did not repent. Therefore, his testimonies
were no longer accepted. Abu Bakrah was a maternal brother of Ziyad. When what happened in the
case of Ziyad occurred, Abu Bakrah swore that he would never again speak to Ziyad. As such, he never
again spoke to him till his death.15
The chain is sahih, and has been so declared by the top muhadithun of the Ahl al-Sunnah. Imam
Muslim (d. 261 H), for instance, has relied upon this chain in his Sahih:

ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻤﻴﺪ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮزاق أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ
 ﻫﺮﻳﺮةاﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
‘Abd b. Hamid – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Ibn al-Musayyab – Abu Hurayrah16
Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H) also records:

ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﻮد ﺑﻦ ﻏﻴﻼن ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ
 ﻫﺮﻳﺮةاﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
Mahmud b. Ghilan – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Ibn al-Musayyab – Abu Hurayrah17
Al-Tirmidhi comments:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
This hadith is hasan sahih18
‘Allamah al-Albani also says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih19
Imam Ibn Khuzaymah (d. 311 H) has included the chain in his Sahih as well:

 ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻨﺼﻮر اﻟﺮﻣﺎدي ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 ﻫﺮﻳﺮةاﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
Ahmad b. Mansur al-Ramadi – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Ibn al-Musayyab – Abu
Hurayrah20
Dr. Al-A’zami has this simple verdict:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih21
Everything therefore boils down to this insoluble Sunni maze:
Anyone who accuses another of adultery must present four witnesses.
If he is unable to do so, then he must be whipped by the authorities.
He must be asked to repent. If he does, his future testimonies are accepted.
If he refuses to repent, then he becomes a liar in the Sight of Allah, and his testimonies must be rejected
till the Hour.
Abu Bakrah accused al-Mughirah, ‘Umar’s close friend and governor over Basra, of adultery, and

presented four eye-witnesses (including himself).
All four witnesses came all the way from Iraq to modern-day Saudi Arabia to testify against al-Mughirah
in a case of adultery.
However, ‘Umar enticed and intimidated the fourth of them, just as he was about to give his testimony.
He (the fourth witness) thereby “recoiled” and made ambiguous, ambivalent statements instead.
So, the case against al-Mughirah failed due to the fourth witness’s action.
Abu Bakrah and the other two witnesses therefore were whipped by ‘Umar. They were thereafter asked
by him to repent so that their future testimonies became acceptable. The other two repented (most
probably from pressure), while Abu Bakrah swore by Allah that he was truthful in his testimony against
al-Mughirah. He preferred to be branded “a liar” by the state, and that his future testimonies be rejected,
rather than to falsify what he knew to be the truth.
Abu Bakrah also believed that Ziyad (his maternal brother), who “recoiled”, had wronged him terribly.
So, he stopped speaking to Ziyad from that moment till his death!
Whoever believes that Abu Bakrah was wrong in his testimony must also accept that he was “a liar” in
the Sight of Allah, due to his refusal to repent. The Qur’an is very explicit in this regard, and gives no
exception. As a result, such a person must reject all of Abu Bakrah’s ahadith.
However, the Ahl al-Sunnah consider Abu Bakrah to be perfectly trustworthy in everything he said,
before and after the incident! Yet, they maintain that ‘Umar was correct to have whipped him!
But, it was either ‘Umar treated Abu Bakrah unjustly, or Abu Bakrah was truly a liar in the Sight of Allah.
There is no third option to it.
Our Sunni brothers want to eat their cake and still have it. However, they can only do one of both. Their
position on Abu Bakrah is a strategic do-or-die affair, which they can never let go. This, in reality,
merely deepens their dilemma. If they accepted that Abu Bakrah, a prominent Sahabi, was a liar in the
Sight of Allah, then they would have opened a door that could only lead to the complete collapse of their
entire religion in no time! Yet, their pro-Abu Bakrah stance only fuels the theory that al-Mughirah was
truly guilty of adultery, but that ‘Umar deliberately manipulated the judicial system to shield his dear
friend from justice. Moreover, in the course of doing that, the khalifah inﬂicted immense injustice upon
Abu Bakrah for telling the truth.
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10. Hadith Al-Qadha, An Age Of Jungle Justice
VII
No one ever knew that looking handsome could become a criminal offence until the rule of ‘Umar b. alKhaṭṭab. The grand Sunni muffasir, Imam al-Alusi (d. 1270 H), proclaims:

 ﻋﻨﻪ ﻏﺮب ﻧﺼﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺠﺎج إﻟﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ اﻟﺻﺢ أن ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب رﺿ

اﻟﺒﺼﺮة ﺑﺴﺒﺐ أﻧﻪ ﻟﺠﻤﺎﻟﻪ اﻓﺘﺘﻦ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ﺑﻪ
It is authentically transmitted that ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab, may Allah the Most High pleased be pleased
him, banished Nasr b. Hajjaj to Basra because - due to his good looks, some women were obsessed
with him.1
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) also submits:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﻗﺎل ﺑﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﺑﺴﻨﺪ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟوﻗﺪ أﺧﺮج ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﺪ واﻟﺨﺮاﺋﻄ
 ﺧﻼﻓﺘﻪ ﻓﺈذا اﻣﺮأة ﺗﻘﻮل ﻫﻞ ﻣﻦ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ إﻟﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﻳﻌﺲ ذات ﻟﻴﻠﺔ ﻓ
 ﻧﺼﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺠﺎج ﻓﻠﻤﺎ أﺻﺒﺢ ﺳﺄل ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﺄرﺳﻞ إﻟﻴﻪﺧﻤﺮ ﻓﺄﺷﺮﺑﻬﺎ أو ﻣﻦ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ إﻟ
ﻓﺈذا ﻫﻮ ﻣﻦ أﺣﺴﻦ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺷﻌﺮا وأﺻﺒﺤﻬﻢ وﺟﻬﺎ ﻓﺄﻣﺮه ﻋﻤﺮ أن ﻳﻄﻢ ﺷﻌﺮه ﻓﻔﻌﻞ
ﻓﺨﺮﺟﺖ ﺟﺒﻬﺘﻪ ﻓﺎزداد ﺣﺴﻨﺎ ﻓﺄﻣﺮه أن ﻳﻌﺘﻢ ﻓﺎزداد ﺣﺴﻨﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﻻ واﻟﺬي
 اﻟﺒﺼﺮة ﺑﺒﻠﺪ ﻓﺄﻣﺮ ﻟﻪ ﺑﻤﺎ ﻳﺼﻠﺤﻪ وﺻﻴﺮه إﻟ ﺑﻴﺪه ﻻ ﺗﺠﺎﻣﻌﻨﻧﻔﺴ
Ibn Sa’d and al-Kharaiṭi have recorded with a sahih chain from ‘Abd Allah b. Buraydah who narrated:
While ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab was on patrol one night during his khilafah, there was a woman (he
overheard) saying, “Is there a way to get to alcohol to drink, or a way to get to Nasr b. Hajjaj?” In the
morning, he (‘Umar) asked about him (Nasr), and summoned him. He was one of the most beautiful of
mankind in terms of the hair, and one of their most good-looking. So, he (‘Umar) ordered him to
collect his hair. He did so, and his forehead appeared. As a result, he became even more handsome. He
(‘Umar) ordered him (again) to wear a turban. But, his beauty increased (nonetheless). So, ‘Umar said,
“No! I swear by the One in Whose Hand my life is, you cannot stay WITH ME in the same town”.
Therefore, he ordered what beﬁtted him and relocated to Basra.2
Nasr b. al-Hajjaj, one of the Sahabah, committed no other “crime” than that he looked very handsome.
For that, he was summarily tried and penalized, forcibly “relocated” to Basra. ‘Umar was the ﬁrst human
being to do this throughout history. However, in April 2013, the Saudi authorities followed his precedent
in a very famous, severely embarrassing case3 that caused widespread worldwide mockery of Islam
over the internet. Three Emirati men were deported by Riyadh to the United Arab Emirates literally for
being “too handsome”!
‘Umar’s reason for banishing Nasr seems even weirder than the “punishment” itself. If we assumed that
the khalifah expelled him because “women were obsessed with him”, were there no women in Basra?
Apparently, no matter the claims, the true motive behind ‘Umar’s action had nothing to do with women.

In fact, the khalifah himself outlined his justiﬁcation in very clear words: he could not tolerate living in the
same city with Nasr. So if ‘Umar had later moved to Basra he would still have re-banished Nasr to
another faraway town. From all indications, it seems that the khalifah was only very bitter about the
latter’s good looks.
In any case, it is pretty obvious that ‘Umar would never have tolerated the presence of Prophet Yusuf,
‘alaihi al-salam, in Madinah had the latter lived during the former’s rule. These are Allah’s Words
concerning His prophet:

 اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ اﻣﺮأت اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ ﺗﺮاود ﻓﺘﺎﻫﺎ ﻋﻦ ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﻗﺪ ﺷﻐﻔﻬﺎ ﺣﺒﺎ إﻧﺎوﻗﺎل ﻧﺴﻮة ﻓ
ﺄﺮﻫﻦ أرﺳﻠﺖ إﻟﻴﻬﻦ وأﻋﺘﺪت ﻟﻬﻦ ﻣﺘ ﺿﻼل ﻣﺒﻴﻦ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ ﺑﻤﻟﻨﺮاﻫﺎ ﻓ
ﻴﻨﺎ وﻗﺎﻟﺖ اﺧﺮج ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻦ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ رأﻳﻨﻪ أﻛﺒﺮﻧﻪ وﻗﻄﻌﻦوآﺗﺖ ﻛﻞ واﺣﺪة ﻣﻨﻬﻦ ﺳ
ﻪ ﻣﺎ ﻫﺬا ﺑﺸﺮا إن ﻫﺬا إﻻ ﻣﻠﻚ ﻛﺮﻳﻢأﻳﺪﻳﻬﻦ وﻗﻠﻦ ﺣﺎش ﻟ
And the women in the city said, “The Queen is seeking to seduce her young man (i.e. Yusuf, her slave
then). Indeed, she loves him violently. Verily, we see her in plain error.” So when she (the queen) heard
of their (the women’s) accusation, she sent for them and prepared a banquet for them; she gave each
one of them a knife (to cut the foodstuff with), and she said (to Yusuf), “Come out before them.” Then,
when they saw him, they exalted him AND CUT THEIR HANDS. They said, “Allah forbid! THIS IS
NOT A MAN! This is none other than a noble angel!”4
These were the women of ancient Egypt. Prophet Yusuf was so handsome that they could not believe
that he was even a man! So, one can safely conclude that the noble prophet had superhuman beauty.
What strengthens this submission is that these women, in their trance over the sight of him, were
absentmindedly cutting their hands with knives, without ﬂinching! With these facts, Nasr b. al-Hajjaj was
apparently a very ugly duckling compared to Yusuf b. Ya’qub, the prophet of Allah. Interestingly, the
pagan king of Egypt tolerated and honoured Prophet Yusuf in his city, even in his palace! By contrast, if
it had been during ‘Umar’s khilafah, he would have banished the prophet to a very distant land! The
khalifah simply could not accommodate in his city any man like Nasr or Yusuf.
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11. Hadith Al-Qadha, ‘Ali Versus ‘Umar
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) launches a spirited campaign to bring down ‘Ali’s status as the best
judge in the Ummah in order to place ‘Umar above him. He simply cannot stomach the possibility of Amir
al-Muminin ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, surpassing the second Sunni khalifah in anything, especially in such
highly sensitive, knowledge-based areas as justice dispensation. The reason for these panicky moves
can be discerned from these words of our dear Shaykh:

ﻢ ﻟﺒﻌﺚ اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي و ﻏﻴﺮه ﻋﻨﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺼﻼة و اﻟﺴﻼم اﻧﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻮ ﻟﻢ اﺑﻌﺚ ﻓﻴو ﻓ
ﺎن ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﻟﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ و ﻟﻔﻆ اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي ﻟﻮ ﻛﺎن ﺑﻌﺪي ﻧﺒﻓﻴ
ﺣﺴﻦ
In (Sunan) al-Tirmidhi and others, it is narrated from him, peace and blessings be upon him, that he
said, “If I had not been sent as a messenger among you, ‘Umar would have been sent as a
messenger among you instead.” The text of al-Tirmidhi reads, “If there were to be a prophet after
me, it would have been ‘Umar”. Al-Tirmidhi says: A hasan hadith.1
Elsewhere, he reiterates this:

ﺎن ﻋﻤﺮ ﻟﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ وﻟﻮ ﻛﺎن ﺑﻌﺪي ﻧﺒﻢ ﻟﺒﻌﺚ ﻓﻴ اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي ﻟﻮ ﻟﻢ أﺑﻌﺚ ﻓﻴوﻓ
It is recorded in (Sunan) al-Tirmidhi: “If I had not been sent as a messenger among you, ‘Umar would
have been sent as a messenger instead and if there were to be a prophet after me, it would have been
‘Umar”.2
Those two one-sided, sectarian reports establish two realities:
1. ‘Umar and the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, had equal credentials and abilities to be
the master of the prophets, sent to the entirety of mankind till the Hour. Therefore, ‘Umar was a perfect
replacement for the Prophet.
2. Due to ‘Umar’s status as the sole match – in qualiﬁcation – to the Messenger, he was the only one
qualiﬁed to be the ﬁrst prophet after Muhammad, had prophethood not ceased.
The bottom-line is that ‘Umar was far better than Abu Bakr in all ways and in all things! So, if ‘Ali were

superior to ‘Umar, then he was the master of both the ﬁrst and the second khalifahs. In any case, those
two hadiths are one-sided (and therefore of no probative value in our research), and contradict the
Verse of Istafa, the Verse of Taṭhir and several sahih and mutawatir ahadith (such as Hadith al-Ghadir,
Hadith al-Manzilah, Hadith al-Tayr, Hadith al-Thaqalayn, etc). The most important part is that both
reports about ‘Umar go against well-established historical facts about him, his knowledge and his
abilities. From all angles, both hadiths were motivated by polemical motives, and manufactured to “raise
the stakes” for the second khalifah.
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah makes an interesting strike:

 ﺟﻤﻊ و ﻏﻴﺮﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﺘﺎوى ﻛﺜﻴﺮ ة ﺗﺨﺎﻟﻒ اﻟﻨﺼﻮص ﺣﺘو ﻗﺪ وﺟﺪ ﻟﻌﻤﺮ و ﻋﻠ
 و اﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد و ﺟﻤﻊ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻧﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﺮوزي ﺧﻼف ﻋﻠ ﻣﺠﻠﺪا ﻓاﻟﺸﺎﻓﻌ
 ذﻟﻚﻛﺘﺎﺑﺎ ﻛﺒﻴﺮا ﻓ
There were LOTS of fatwas from ‘Umar, ‘Ali and others that contradicted the revealed texts (i.e the
Qur’an and Sunnah), such that al-Shaﬁ’i compiled a whole volume on the contradictions of ‘Ali and
Ibn Mas’ud (to the Qur’an and Sunnah), and Muhammad b. Nasr al-Maruzi compiled a huge book
on that.3
He concedes that both ‘Umar and Ibn Mas’ud contradicted the Qur’an and Sunnah massively in their
verdicts. We agree with him, as there exists solid evidence from both Sunni and Shi’i sources conﬁrming
that. It is a wonder then how our dear Shaykh manages to believe that ‘Umar was perfectly ﬁt for
prophethood despite this embarrassing fact! What else would he have been other than a prophet who
would have opposed the Qur’an and the Sunnah on “lots” of occasions?! This reality reveals that the
purely one-sided, sectarian hadiths could not have genuinely originated from the Messenger of Allah. He
never uttered anything that falls out of line with simple logic.
But then, did Imam al-Shaﬁ’i and al-Maruzi really compiled books detailing Amir al-Muminin Ali’s
“contradictions” to the Qur’an and Sunnah? Well, there is no evidence of any such books in our times!
Besides, our dear Shaykh seems confused on the exact authorship of those “books”. First, he claims
that both al-Shaﬁ’i and al-Maruzi wrote separate books. However, this is a contrary submission he also
makes:

 وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻧﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﺮوزي ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺎ ﻛﺒﻴﺮا ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺄﺧﺬ ﺑﻪوﻗﺪ ﺟﻤﻊ اﻟﺸﺎﻓﻌ
ﺘﺎب واﻟﺴﻨﺔﻮن ﻗﻮل ﻏﻴﺮه ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ أﺗﺒﻊ ﻟﻠ ﻟاﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻮن ﻣﻦ ﻗﻮل ﻋﻠ

Al-Shaﬁ’i AND Muhammad b. Nasr al-Maruzi compiled a huge book about what the Muslims rejected
from the statement of ‘Ali, because the statement of others from the Sahabah were more in compliance
with the Qur’an and Sunnah.4
So, it was after all a joint authorship! What exactly do we believe now? Moreover, where exactly is this
book? Has anyone in history ever quoted it? Has anyone in history ever referenced it? The reality is that
no such book ever existed! Imam al-Subki (d. 773 H) reveals the truth about the book of al-Maruzi:

 ﻛﺎن اﻟﺼﺪر اﻷول ﻣﻦ ﻣﺸﺎﻳﺨﻨﺎوﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ذر ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﺳﻒ اﻟﻘﺎﺿ
 وإﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ راﻫﻮﻳﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﻳﻘﻮﻟﻮن رﺟﺎل ﺧﺮاﺳﺎن أرﺑﻌﺔ اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺒﺎرك وﻳﺤﻴ
 ﻟﻮ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺼﻨﻒ اﻟﻤﺮوزى إﻻﺮ اﻟﺼﻴﺮﻓوﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻧﺼﺮ اﻟﻤﺮوزى وﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻴﻒ وﻗﺪ ﺻﻨﻒ ﻛﺘﺒﺎ ﺳﻮاﻫﺎ وﻗﺎل اﻟﺸﻴﺦﺎن ﻣﻦ أﻓﻘﻪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﻛﺘﺎب اﻟﻘﺴﺎﻣﺔ ﻟ
أﺑﻮ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﺸﻴﺮازى ﺻﻨﻒ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻫﺬا ﻛﺘﺒﺎ ﺿﻤﻨﻬﺎ اﻵﺛﺎر واﻟﻔﻘﻪ وﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ أﻋﻠﻢ
ﺎم وﺻﻨﻒ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺎ ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﻒ ﻓﻴﻪ اﻷﺣاﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺎﺧﺘﻼف اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ وﻣﻦ ﺑﻌﺪﻫﻢ ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ اﻟﻪ رﺿأﺑﻮ ﺣﻨﻴﻔﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
Abu Dharr Muhammad b. Muhammad b. Yusuf al-Qadhi said, “The pioneers among our Shaykhs used
to say that the scholars of Khurasan (in Iran) were four: Ibn al-Mubarak, Yahya b. Yahya, Ishaq b.
Rahwayh and Muhammad b. Nasr al-Maruzi.” Abu Bakr al-Sayarﬁ said, “If al-Maruzi had never
authored any book except Kitab al-Qasamah alone, he would nonetheless have been among the most
knowledgeable of mankind. Meanwhile, he wrote many books other than it.” Shaykh Abu Ishaq alShirazi said, “Muhammad (b. Nasr al-Maruzi) wrote books which contained reports and Islamic
jurisprudence, and was one of the most knowledgeable of mankind concerning the differences of the
Sahabah and those after them on al-ahkam (jurisprudence). He wrote a book concerning the
contradictions of Abu Hanifah to ‘Ali and ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud), may Allah be pleased with them
both.5
So, the book – in reality - was only about Abu Hanifah’s contradictions to ‘Ali and Ibn Mas’ud! We leave
the judgment to the esteemed reader.
There are authentic Sunni reports which further expose the fallacy of the allegations of Shaykh Ibn
Taymiyyah against Amir al-Muminin. For instance, Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records:

 ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻳﺤﻴ ﺣﺪﺛﻨ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺑﻌﺜﻨ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل اﻟ رﺿاﻟﺒﺨﺘﺮي ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ

ﻮن ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ أﺣﺪاث وﻻ ﻋﻠﻢ ﻗﻮم ﻳ إﻟ اﻟﻴﻤﻦ وأﻧﺎ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺴﻦ ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﺗﺒﻌﺜﻨإﻟ
 ﻗﻀﺎءﺖ ﻓﻪ ﺳﻴﻬﺪى ﻟﺴﺎﻧﻚ وﻳﺜﺒﺖ ﻗﻠﺒﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﺎ ﺷ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﻀﺎء ﻗﺎل ان اﻟﻟ
ﺑﻴﻦ أﺛﻨﻴﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya – al-A’mash – ‘Amr b. Marrah – Abu alBakhtari – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him:
I was sent by the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, to Yemen, and I was young of age. I said,
“You are sending me to a people among whom exist disputes, and I have no knowledge in justice
dispensation.” He replied, “Verily, Allah will guide your tongue and make your heart ﬁrm.” I never
have doubt while dispensing justice between any two people ever after.6
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت رﺟﺎل اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ
Sahih, its narrators are trustworthy, narrators of the two Shaykhs7
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) also records:

 ﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻤﺸﺎد ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺑﻦ اﻟﻔﻀﻞ اﻷﺳﻔﺎﻃ ﻋﻠﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 اﻟﺒﺨﺘﺮي ﻗﺎل ﻋﻠﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺎش ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ أﺑأﺑﻮ ﺑ
:  ﻓﻘﻠﺖ:  اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﻗﺎلﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ إﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺑﻌﺜﻨ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟرﺿ
:  ﺑﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻦ اﻟﻘﻀﺎء ﻣﺎ ﻻ ﻋﻠﻢ ﻟ رﺟﻞ ﺷﺎب وأﻧﻪ ﻳﺮد ﻋﻠﻪ إﻧﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 اﻟﻘﻀﺎءﺖ ﻓ ﺻﺪري وﻗﺎل اﻟﻠﻬﻢ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻟﺴﺎﻧﻪ واﻫﺪ ﻗﻠﺒﻪ ﻓﻤﺎ ﺷﻓﻮﺿﻊ ﻳﺪه ﻋﻠ
 ﻗﻀﺎء ﺑﻌﺪأو ﻓ
‘Ali b. Hamshad – al-‘Abbas b. al-Fadhl al-Asfaṭi – Ahmad b. Yunus – Abu Bakr b. ‘Ayyash – alA’mash – ‘Amr b. Marrah – Abu al-Bakhtari – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him:
The Messenger of Allah, may Allah be pleased with him, sent me to Yemen. So, I said, “O Messenger of
Allah, I am a young man, and disputes will be brought to me for judgment, of which I have no
knowledge.” Therefore, he placed his hand on my chest, and said, “O Allah, make ﬁrm his tongue and
guide his heart.” I never have doubt while dispensing justice ever after.8

Al-Hakim comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs9
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) agrees:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim10
Imam Abu Dawud (d. 275 H) documents a mutaba’ah for the report of Abu al-Bakhtari:

 ﻋﻠﻴﻪﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮن ﻗﺎل أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﺷﺮﻳﻚ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻤﺎك ﻋﻦ ﺣﻨﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﻗﺎﺿﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﻠﺖﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺑﻌﺜﻨ: اﻟﺴﻼم ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﻀﺎء ؟ ﻓﻘﺎل " إن اﻟ وأﻧﺎ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺴﻦ وﻻ ﻋﻠﻢ ﻟﻪ ﺗﺮﺳﻠﻨﻳﺎرﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﺳﻴﻬﺪي ﻗﻠﺒﻚ وﻳﺜﺒﺖ ﻟﺴﺎﻧﻚ ﻓﺈذا ﺟﻠﺲ ﺑﻴﻦ ﻳﺪﻳﻚ اﻟﺨﺼﻤﺎن ﻓﻼ ﺗﻘﻀﻴﻦ ﺣﺘ
ﺗﺴﻤﻊ ﻣﻦ اﻵﺧﺮ ﻛﻤﺎ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ ﻣﻦ اﻷول ﻓﺈﻧﻪ أﺣﺮى أن ﻳﺘﺒﻴﻦ ﻟﻚ اﻟﻘﻀﺎء " ﻗﺎل
.  ﻗﻀﺎء ﺑﻌﺪﺖ ﻓﻓﻤﺎ زﻟﺖ ﻗﺎﺿﻴﺎ أو ﻣﺎ ﺷ
‘Amr b. ‘Awn – Sharik – Simak – Hanash – ‘Ali, peace be upon him (‘alaihi salam):
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, sent me to Yemen as a judge. So, I said, “O Messenger of
Allah, you are sending me while I am young of age and have no knowledge of justice dispensation.”
Therefore, he said, “Verily, Allah will guide your heart and will make ﬁrm your tongue. Whenever
two disputants sit in front of you, do not give judgment until you have heard both parties. This will make
clear to you the (correct) judgment.” I never cease to be a judge, or never have doubt while
dispensing justice, ever since.11
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) says:

ﺣﺴﻦ

Hasan12
Imam Ahmad also records this shahid:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ آدم ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺑﻌﺜﻨ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل اﻟ رﺿﺣﺎرﺛﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻀﺮب ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻷﻗﻀ ﻗﻮم وﻫﻢ أﺳﻦ ﻣﻨ إﻟ اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ إﻧﻚ ﺗﺒﻌﺜﻨو ﺳﻠﻢ إﻟ
ﻪ ﺳﻴﻬﺪي ﻗﻠﺒﻚ وﻳﺜﺒﺖ ﻟﺴﺎﻧﻚاذﻫﺐ ﻓﺈن اﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya b. Adam – Israil – Abu Ishaq – Harithah
b. Mudhrab – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, sent me to Yemen. So, I said, “You are sending me to a
people who are older than me that I should judge between them.” He replied, “Go, for Allah will guide
your heart and make ﬁrm your tongue.”13
Shaykh al-Arna’uṭ states:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih14
Whenever Amir al-Muminin set out to judge on any matter, Allah would always guide both his heart and
his tongue, and would also make them ﬁrm. This removes the possibility of error or misguidance in
whatsoever judgments he ever gave:

ﻪ ﻓﻤﺎ ﻟﻪ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻀﻞوﻣﻦ ﻳﻬﺪ اﻟ
And whomsoever Allah guides, for him there can be NO misleader.15
With this in mind, it is apparent that whosoever attributes errors to the judgments and verdicts of ‘Ali is
actually attributing them to Allah as well! So, we ask Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah and his followers: was it
Allah Who was “guiding” his heart and his tongue to those “contradictions” to the Qur’an and Sunnah?
We seek His refuge from such blasphemy. No truth – whether in narrations or mere submissions – can
be in anything that denigrates the Almighty Lord.
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12. Hadith Al-Tafdhil, Investigating Its
Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

ﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮﻻ ﻧﺴﻠﻢ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ أﻓﻀﻞ أﻫﻞ زﻣﺎﻧﻪ ﺑﻞ ﺧﻴﺮ ﻫﺬه اﻷﻣﺔ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻧﺒﻴﻬﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 وﻏﻴﺮهﻛﻤﺎ ﺛﺒﺖ ذﻟﻚ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
We do not agree that ‘Ali was the overall best of his time. Rather, the best of this Ummah after its
Prophet are Abu Bakr, then ‘Umar, as is authentically narrated from ‘Ali and others.1
It is true that our Sunni brothers consider Abu Bakr to be the best of our Ummah, followed only by
‘Umar. However, during the lifetime of the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, it was a different
story entirely. There is irrefutable evidence in the Sunni books establishing that the Sahabah used to

consider Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, to be their best during the lifetime of the Messenger. Imam
Ahmad (d. 241 H) presents one of such proofs:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻗﺜﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ ﻧﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺘﺤﺪث ان أﻓﻀﻞ أﻫﻞ: ﻪ ﻗﺎلﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑاﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻋﻠ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Muhammad b. Ja’far – Shu’bah – Abu
Ishaq – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid – ‘Alqamah – ‘Abd Allah (b. Mas’ud):
“We used to say that the overall best of the people of Madinah was ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”2
“We” (in the hadith)3 apparently refers to the Sahabah generally, and more speciﬁcally to the most
senior of them living in Madinah. Ibn Mas’ud was obviously making a reference to a past which was then
different from the present. This was why he said “we USED TO”. In other words, at that point in time
when he was making his statement, things had become different. People were now giving ‘Ali’s place to
another person. Ibn Mas’ud was, no doubt, speaking about the time of the Prophet. All the most senior
Sahabah and their neighbours were living in Madinah with the Messenger of Allah. The phrase “people
of Madinah” originally referred to them (excluding only the Prophet, of course).4 These, needless to say,
included Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman.
So, is the above report authentic? Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says about the ﬁrst narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﻟﺪ اﻹﻣﺎم ﺛﻘﺔﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Abd Allah b. Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal al-Shaybani, Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman: son of the Imam,
thiqah (trustworthy).5
What about his father? Al-Haﬁz answers:

 اﻟﻤﺮوزي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﺑﻐﺪاد أﺑﻮأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻫﻼل ﺑﻦ أﺳﺪ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧ
ﻪ أﺣﺪ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﺣﺠﺔﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal b. Hilal b. Asad al-Shaybani al-Maruzi, a Baghdad resident, Abu ‘Abd
Allah: One of the Imams, thiqah (trustworthy), haﬁz, jurist, hujjah (an authority).6

Al-Haﬁz also has these comments about the third narrator:

ﺘﺎب إﻻ أن ﻓﻴﻪ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي اﻟﻤﻌﺮوف ﺑﻐﻨﺪر ﺛﻘﺔ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻟﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ اﻟﻬﺬﻟ
ﻏﻔﻠﺔ
Muhammad b. Ja’far al-Hazali al-Basri, better known as Ghandar: Thiqah (trustworthy), sahih al-kitab
(i.e. ahadith from his books are sahih) except that there was some negligence in him.7
Whatever negligence he had does not affect his ahadith from Shu’bah at all. He used to accurately
record the latter’s reports. So, he narrated them from his books with perfect precision. Al-Haﬁz provides
further information in this respect:

 ﺷﻌﺒﺔ وﻛﺎن وﻛﻴﻊ ﻳﺴﻤﻴﻪوﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺴﺘﻔﻴﺪ ﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺐ ﻏﻨﺪر ﻓ
 ﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي ﻏﻨﺪروﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﺑﺎن اﻟﺒﻠﺨ. ﺘﺎباﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ اﻟ
ﺘﺎب ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻓ وﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺒﺎرك إذا اﺧﺘﻠﻒ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻣﻨأﺛﺒﺖ ﻓ
 ﻋﻦ ﻏﻨﺪر ﻓﻘﺎل ﻛﺎن ﺻﺪوﻗﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺳﺄﻟﺖ أﺑﻢ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ وﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ أﺑﻏﻨﺪر ﺣ
 ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺛﻘﺔوﻛﺎن ﻣﺆدﺑﺎ وﻓ
Ibn Mahdi said: “We used to beneﬁt from the books of Ghandar on Shu’bah. Waki’ named him sahih alkitab.” Abu Hatim narrated from Muhammad b. Aban al-Balakhi that Ibn Mahdi said: “Ghandar is more
accurate than me as far as Shu’bah is concerned.” Ibn al-Mubarak said, “When the people disagree
about the hadith of Shu’bah, the book of Ghandar used to judge between them.” Ibn Abi Hatim
said: “I asked my father about Ghandar and he replied, ‘He was saduq (very truthful), and was a teacher
and in the hadith of Shu’bah, he is thiqah (trustworthy).’”8
The fourth narrator, Shu’bah, is a pillar of Sunni ahadith. Al-Haﬁz gives the catch-phrases about him:

 ﺛﻢ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑﺴﻄﺎم اﻟﻮاﺳﻄﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج ﺑﻦ اﻟﻮرد اﻟﻌﺘ
 اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻣﺘﻘﻦ ﻛﺎن اﻟﺜﻮري ﻳﻘﻮل ﻫﻮ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓ
Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj b. al-Ward al-‘Atki, their freed slave, Abu Busṭam al-Wasiṭi, al-Basri: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz, extremely precise. Al-Thawri used to say: “He was the amir al-muminin (the
supreme leader) in al-Hadith.”9

Abu Ishaq al-Sabi’i is the ﬁfth narrator, and al-Haﬁz has this to say about him:

 ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻤﻬﻤﻠﺔ وﻛﺴﺮ أﺑﻮ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌ.… ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﺜﺮ ﻋﺎﺑﺪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺜﺔ اﺧﺘﻠﻂ ﺑﺄﺧﺮةاﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣ
‘Amr b. ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Ubayd .... Abu Ishaq al-Sabi’i: Thiqah (trustworthy); narrated a lot (of ahadith), a
great worshipper (of Allah), from the third (ṭabaqat). He became confused (in his narrations) during the
end part of his lifetime.10
Of course, Shu’bah heard from him before the memory loss. ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) explains:

،ﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺬﻛﺮا اﻟﻨﺰول وﻟ، إﺳﺤﺎقوﺗﺎﺑﻌﻬﻢ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن اﻟﺜﻮري وﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ

 ﻷﻧﻬﻤﺎ ﺳﻤﻌﺎ ﻣﻨﻪ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻻﺧﺘﻼط،ورواﻳﺘﻬﻤﺎ أﺻﺢ
Sufyan al-Thawri and Shu’bah also narrated from Abu Ishaq, although both did not mention the
Descent. The reports of both of them (from Abu Ishaq) are more authentic, because they both heard
from him BEFORE he became confused.11
Another relevant point is that Abu Ishaq is a mudalis and has, on the surface, narrated the report of Ibn
Mas’ud above is an ‘an-‘an form from ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid. However, the tadlis does NOT, in
reality, affect the ‘an-‘an reports of Abu Ishaq – among others - as long as it is Shu’bah narrating from
him. Allamah al-Albani states further:

."  إﺳﺤﺎق رواه اﻟﺜﻮري وﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ، " ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ:ﻗﺎل اﻟﺘﺮﻣﺬي

 وﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻻ ﻳﺮوي ﻋﻨﻪ إﻻ ﻣﺎ، وﻫﻤﺎ ﻗﺪ روﻳﺎ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺒﻞ اﺧﺘﻼﻃﻪ، وﻫﻮ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل:ﻗﻠﺖ
. ﻓﺒﺮواﻳﺘﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أﻣﻨﺎ ﺷﺒﻬﺔ ﺗﺪﻟﻴﺴﻪ، ﺗﺮﺟﻤﺘﻪﺻﺮح ﻓﻴﻪ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻫﻮ ﻣﺬﻛﻮر ﻓ
Al-Tirmidhi said: “A hasan sahih hadith, al-Thawri and Shu’bah narrated it from (‘an) Abu Ishaq.”

I say: It is (truly hasan sahih) as he (al-Tirmidhi) has stated, and both of them (i.e. al-Thawri and
Shu’bah) narrated from him (i.e. Abu Ishaq) before his confusion. As for Shu’bah, he never narrated
anything from him (i.e. Abu Ishaq) except what he (Abu Ishaq) explicitly stated to have directly
heard from the person he is narrating from (i.e. tahdith), as stated in his tarjamah (biography). Due
to his (Shu’bah’s) narration from him (i.e. Abu Ishaq), the problem of his tadlis is removed.12
In a clearer word, whenever Shu’bah narrates from Abu Ishaq (as in this case of Ibn Mas’ud’s hadith), all
the problems associated with the latter’s reports are removed. The former narrated from him before his
confusion in his ahadith, and never transmitted any tadlis-infested reports from him. So, whenever
Shu’bah narrates an ‘an-‘an report from Abu Ishaq, there actually is tahdith by the latter from his
Shaykh. The ‘an-‘an form is only Shu’bah’s convenience style. No wonder, Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H)
includes this sanad in his Sahih:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺣﺮب ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
Sulayman b. Harb – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid.13
This is an ‘an-‘an report by Abu Ishaq from ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid (the same Shaykh as in the athar
of Ibn Mas’ud). Nevertheless, Imam al-Bukhari considers the chain to be sahih.
Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal has also documented a similar ‘an-‘an chain:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻗﺎل أﻧﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻣﻴﺴﺮة
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yazid – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – Abu
Maysarah.14
Al-Arnauṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.15
‘Allamah al-Albani too authenticates yet another ‘an-‘an chain of Abu Ishaq:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ اﻷﺳﻮد ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ: ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﻔﺺ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ:إﺳﻨﺎده
.ﻪاﻟ

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ:ﻗﻠﺖ
Its chain: Hafs b. ‘Umar – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – al-Aswad – ‘Abd Allah.
I say: This chain is sahih upon the standard of al-Bukhari.16
Imam Abu Ya’la (d. 307 H) also documents an ‘an-‘an chain by Abu Ishaq, from ‘Abd al-Rahman b.
Yazid, like al-Bukhari:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺼﻤﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ اﻷﺳﻮد
Ishaq – ‘Abd al-Samad – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid – al-Aswad17
Shaykh Dr. Asad gives this verdict:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih18
Let us now move to the sixth narrator in the sanad of Ibn Mas’ud’s athar: ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid. The
status of ‘Abd al-Rahman as a thiqah (trustworthy) narrator of Sahih al-Bukhari is already well-known.
Nonetheless, we are pleased to present this further conﬁrmation by al-Haﬁz:

 ﺛﻘﺔﻮﻓﺮ اﻟ أﺑﻮ ﺑﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ اﻟﻨﺨﻌ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. Yazid b. Qays al-Nakha’i, Abu Bakr al-Kuﬁ: Thiqah (trustworthy).19
Finally, concerning the seventh and last narrator (‘Alqamah), al-Haﬁz al-‘Asqalani proclaims with full

strength:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﻋﺎﺑﺪﻮﻓ اﻟﻪ اﻟﻨﺨﻌﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Alqamah b. Qays b. ‘Abd Allah al-Nakha’i al-Kuﬁ: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate), faqih (a
jurist), ‘abidun (a great worshipper of Allah).20
With this, it is absolutely clear and undeniable that Ibn Mas’ud’s report that the Sahabah used to
consider ‘Ali as the overall best among them has an impeccably sahih chain. All the narrators are thiqah,
and the chain is fully and perfectly connected.
Even then, the same athar has been recorded with a second sahih chain in that same Fadhail alSahabah:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﺟﺪي ﻗﺜﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻗﻄﻦ ﻗﺜﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻪ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺘﺤﺪث ان: ﻪ وﻫﻮ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد ﻗﺎلﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑأﻓﻀﻞ أﻫﻞ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻋﻠ
‘Abd Allah (b. Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Baghwi) – my grandfather (Ahmad b. Muni’ al-Baghwi) –
Abu Qaṭan – Shu’bah – Abu Ishaq – ‘Abd Allah b. Yazid – ‘Alqamah – ‘Abd Allah b. Mas’ud:
“We used to say that the overall best of the people of Madinah was ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”21
We already know the status of Shu’bah, Abu Ishaq and Alqamah. So, let’s ﬁnd out about these new
names.
This is al-Haﬁz’s verdict on the ﬁrst narrator of this new sanad:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ اﻟﺒﻐﻮي اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ اﻟﺼﺪوق ﻣﺴﻨﺪﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 واﻟﺨﻄﻴﺐ وﻏﻴﺮﻫﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺨﻄﻴﺐ ﻛﺎن ﺛﻘﺔﻗﻠﺖ وﻗﺪ وﺛﻘﻪ اﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨ.… ﻋﺼﺮه
 ﻗﻠﺖ اﻟﺮﺟﻞ ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﻄﻠﻘﺎ.… ﺜﺮا ﻓﻬﻤﺎ ﻋﺎرﻓﺎﺛﺒﺘﺎ ﻣ
‘Abd Allah b. Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz, Abu al-Qasim al-Baghwi: Al-haﬁz, al-saduq (the extremely
truthful), the top scholar of his time.... I (al-‘Asqalani) say: He has been declared thiqah
(trustworthy) by al-Daraqutni, al-Khatib and others. Al-Khatib said, “He was thiqah (trustworthy),

accurate, and narrated a lot (of ahadith)”.... I (al-‘Asqalani) say: The man is absolutely thiqah
(trustworthy).22
Concerning his grandfather, al-Haﬁz further submits:

ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ.… أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻨﻴﻊ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ أﺑﻮ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ اﻟﺒﻐﻮي
Ahmad b. Muni’ b. ‘Abd al-Rahman, Abu Ja’far al-Baghwi....: Thiqah (trustworthy), haﬁz.23
Abu Qaṭan too is thiqah (trustworthy), as conﬁrmed by al-Haﬁz:

ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ اﻟﻬﻴﺜﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻄﻦ … أﺑﻮ ﻗﻄﻦ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ
‘Amr b. al-Haytham b. Qaṭan ... Abu Qaṭan al-Basri: Thiqah (trustworthy).24
Of course, ‘Abd Allah b. Yazid was a junior Sahabi, and therefore needed no investigation. He is
automatically thiqah (trustworthy). Al-Haﬁz states:

ﻮن ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻤﻌﺠﻤﺔ وﺳﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺼﻴﻦ اﻷﻧﺼﺎري اﻟﺨﻄﻤﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
.ﻮﻓﺔ ﻻﺑﻦ اﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ اﻟ ﺻﻐﻴﺮ وﻟاﻟﻤﻬﻤﻠﺔ ﺻﺤﺎﺑ
‘Abd Allah b. Yazid b. Zayd b. Husayn al-Ansari al-Khaṭmi: a junior Sahabi. He was the wali (ruler) of
Kufah for Ibn al-Zubayr.25
So, we have a second impeccable sanad for the hadith.
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13. Hadith Al-Tafdhil, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah
Raises Objections
Our Shaykh (d. 728 H) is obviously not comfortable with the fact that the Sahabah used to consider Amir
al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, to be superior to Abu Bakr during the lifetime of the Prophet, sallallahu
‘alaihi wa alihi. So, he ﬁghts back:

ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺑ ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ أﺑﻮﻧﻮا ﻳﺮﺗﺎﺑﻮن ﻓ ﻟﻢ ﻳ أﺻﺤﺎب ﻋﻠاﻟﺸﻴﻌﺔ اﻷوﻟ
 ﻣﻦ وﺟﻮه ﻣﺘﻮاﺗﺮة أﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﻮل ﺧﻴﺮ ﻫﺬه اﻷﻣﺔ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻧﺒﻴﻬﺎﻛﻴﻒ وﻗﺪ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﺴﺄﻟﺔ ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻪ ﻋﻠﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻃﺎﺋﻔﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺷﻴﻌﺔ ﻋﻠﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ وﻟأﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﺑ ﺗﻘﺪﻳﻢ أﺑ ﻣﻦ ﺗﻠﻚ وﻟﻬﺬا ﻛﺎن أﺋﻤﺔ أﻫﻞ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ ﻛﻠﻬﻢ ﻣﺘﻔﻘﻴﻦ ﻋﻠأﺧﻔ
 وﻣﺎﻟﻚ وأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ ﺣﻨﻴﻔﺔ واﻟﺸﺎﻓﻌﻣﻦ وﺟﻮه ﻣﺘﻮاﺗﺮة ﻛﻤﺎ ﻫﻮ ﻣﺬﻫﺐ أﺑ
 واﻟﻠﻴﺚ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﺪ وﺳﺎﺋﺮ أﺋﻤﺔ اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻞ اﻟﻔﻘﻪواﻟﺜﻮري واﻷوزاﻋ
واﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ واﻟﺰﻫﺪ واﻟﺘﻔﺴﻴﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺘﻘﺪﻣﻴﻦ واﻟﻤﺘﺄﺧﺮﻳﻦ
The early Shi’is, the companions of ‘Ali, did not doubt the superiority of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar over
him. How can they when it has been narrated in mutawatir reports from ‘Ali that he used to say: “The
best of this Ummah after its Prophet are Abu Bakr and ‘Umar”? However, some of the Shi’is of ‘Ali used
to consider him superior to ‘Uthman, and this issue is more unclear than that. This is why all the Imams
of the Ahl al-Sunnah were unanimous on the superiority of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar as reported in mutawatir
reports. This was the view of Abu Hanifah, Shaﬁ’i, Malik, Ahmad b. Hanbal, al-Thawri, al-Awza’i, alLayth b. Sa’d and all the other Imams of the Muslims, from the jurists, the hadith experts, the ascetics
and the exegetes, from the early and later generations.1
Here, he is taking the battle even to the Shi’i home ground! According to him, not a single one of those
that are followed by the Ahl al-Sunnah, including the Sahabah and Tabi’in, ever believed that Amir alMuminin was superior to either Abu Bakr or ‘Umar. There was absolute unanimity among them
concerning the superiority of the duo over ‘Ali. Moreover, even the early Shi’is – whom he identiﬁed as
the companions of Amir al-Muminin – shared the same view! Rather, ‘Ali b. Abi Talib himself used to
teach his followers that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar were the best of the Ummah after its Messenger. Therefore,
all the early Sunnis and Shi’is had a full consensus that both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar were better than ‘Ali in
the Sight of Allah.
So, did Ibn Mas’ud tell a lie? We will soon ﬁnd out which party is telling the truth, and which is not. Our
Shaykh proceeds:

 ﻋﻬﺪ رﺳﻮلﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﻔﺎﺿﻞ ﻋﻠ اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺤﻴﻦ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟوﻗﺪ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓ
 ﻟﻔﻆ ﺛﻢ ﻧﺪع أﺻﺤﺎبﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻓﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻻ ﻧﻔﺎﺿﻞ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ ﻓﻬﺬا إﺧﺒﺎر ﻋﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ اﻟ ﺻﻠاﻟﻨﺒ
ﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻗﺪ ﺑﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺗﻔﻀﻴﻞ أﺑ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﻨﺒﻋﻠ
ﺮهﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻼ ﻳﻨ اﻟ ﺻﻠروى أن ذﻟﻚ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺒﻠﻎ اﻟﻨﺒ

It has been authentically transmitted in the two Sahihs from ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Umar that he said: “We used
to consider Abu Bakr to be the best during the lifetime of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
and then ‘Umar, and then ‘Uthman” and in another version, “Then we would leave all the other Sahabah
of the Prophet, peace be upon him, and we did not consider any of them to be superior to another.”
This is information concerning what the Sahabah believed during the lifetime of the Prophet, peace be
upon him, in that they considered Abu Bakr to be the most superior, then ‘Umar, and then ‘Uthman. It
has been narrated that this reached the Prophet, peace be upon him, and he did not oppose it.2
The plot deepens considerably here. There is a direct contradiction between the reports of Ibn Mas’ud
and Ibn ‘Umar. One of them, deﬁnitely, was incorrectly attributing things to his colleagues. As such, we
must investigate their irreconciliable claims in order to determine which of them reﬂects the true story.
Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) has documented the submission of Ibn ‘Umar:

 ﺳﻠﻤﺔ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺰﻳﻎ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﺎذان ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ اﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 ﻛﻨﺎ ﻓ: ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻪ ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿاﻟﻤﺎﺟﺸﻮن ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
ﺮ أﺣﺪا ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺛﻢ ﺑﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻻ ﻧﻌﺪل ﺑﺄﺑ اﻟ ﺻﻠزﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺒ
. ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻻ ﻧﻔﺎﺿﻞ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻧﺘﺮك أﺻﺤﺎب اﻟﻨﺒ
Muhammad b. Hatim b. Bazig – Shadhan – ‘Abd al-‘Aziz b. Abi Salamah al-Majishun – ‘Ubayd Allah –
Naﬁ’ – Ibn ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with them both:
During the lifetime of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, we never considered anyone as equal
to Abu Bakr, then ‘Umar, and then ‘Umar. Then, we leave the Sahabah of the Prophet, peace be upon
him, and we did not consider any of them to be superior to another.”3
In simpler terms, the Sahabah – as alleged by Ibn ‘Umar – viewed Abu Bakr to be their best, then ‘Umar,
and then ‘Uthman. Apart from the trio, those Sahabah did not consider any other among them to be
superior to another. Without doubt, this hadith targets Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali, as it places him on the same
level with all other Sahabah, apart from the three khalifahs. Al-Bukhari has even attributed a similar
report to him:

 راﺷﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻳﻌﻠﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻛﺜﻴﺮ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺟﺎﻣﻊ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أي اﻟﻨﺎس ﺧﻴﺮ ﺑﻌﺪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻗﻠﺖ ﻷﺑ: ﻋﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﻨﻔﻴﺔ ﻗﺎل
ﺮ ﻗﻠﺖ ﺛﻢ ﻣﻦ ؟ ﻗﺎل ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ وﺧﺸﻴﺖ أن ﻳﻘﻮل ﻋﺜﻤﺎنﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ؟ ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻗﻠﺖ ﺛﻢ أﻧﺖ ؟ ﻗﺎل ﻣﺎ أﻧﺎ إﻻ رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ

Muhammad b. Kathir – Sufyan – Jami’ b. Abi Rashid – Abu Ya’la – Muhammad b. al-Hanaﬁyyah:
I asked my father (‘Ali), “Who is the best of mankind after the Messenger of Allah?” He replied, “Abu
Bakr.” I said, “Then who?” He replied, “’Umar.” I feared that he would (also) mention ‘Uthman. So, I
asked, “Then you?” He replied, “I am only an ordinary Muslim.”4
This report, however, makes no sense in line with ‘Ali’s documented opinions of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar!
Imam Muslim (d. 261 H), for instance, quotes the second khalifah saying to both Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali
and ‘Abbas:

ﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺮ أﻧﺎ وﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﺗﻮﻓ
ﻪ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ إﻧﻪ ﻟﺼﺎدق ﻓﺮأﻳﺘﻤﺎه ﻛﺎذﺑﺎ آﺛﻤﺎ ﻏﺎدرا ﺧﺎﺋﻨﺎ واﻟ.... ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﺻﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺮ وأﻧﺎ وﻟ أﺑﻮ ﺑﺑﺎر راﺷﺪ ﺗﺎﺑﻊ ﻟﻠﺤﻖ ﺛﻢ ﺗﻮﻓ
 ﻛﺎذﺑﺎ آﺛﻤﺎ ﻏﺎدرا ﺧﺎﺋﻨﺎﺮ ﻓﺮأﻳﺘﻤﺎﻧ أﺑﺎ ﺑووﻟ
When the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, died, Abu Bakr said: “I am the wali of the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him.”.... So both of you (‘Ali and ‘Abbas) thought him (i.e.
Abu Bakr) to be a liar, sinful, treacherous and dishonest. And Allah knows that he was really truthful,
pious, rightly-guided and a follower of the truth. Abu Bakr died and I became the wali of the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, and the wali of Abu Bakr. So both of you thought me to be
a liar, sinful, treacherous and dishonest.5
He considered both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar as sinful, treacherous and dishonest liars! How then could he
possibly have graded both people as the best of the Ummah? Does it make sense that Amir al-Muminin
thought that sinful, treacherous and dishonest liars were better than himself and everyone else?!
Besides, on what basis would he have declared himself an ordinary Muslim – equal with all others despite everything that Allah and His Prophet had publicly and privately said about him? We believe that
Imam ‘Ali was an outstandingly intelligent, sincere believer in Allah and His Messenger, who could never
have made such illogical comments. What we ﬁnd, therefore, in the books of the Ahl al-Sunnah
concerning his alleged admission of the superiority of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar over himself are only cheap
polemical stunts pulled by some enthusiastic Sunnis.
However, in the case of Ibn ‘Umar, what has been transmitted from him coincides perfectly with his
character and beliefs. He certainly believed in the superiority of Abu Bakr, then his father ‘Umar, and
then ‘Uthman, above all other Sahabah. Moreover, he never recognized the khilafah of ‘Ali b. Abi Talib,
citing a self-made excuse, as al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) conﬁrms:

 ﻷﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻌﻪ ﻟﻮﻗﻮع اﻻﺧﺘﻼف ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻫﻮوإﻧﻤﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺬﻛﺮ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺧﻼﻓﺔ ﻋﻠ
 ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻻﺧﺒﺎر وﻛﺎن رأى أﻧﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻊ ﻟﻤﻦ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺠﺘﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﻨﺎسﻣﺸﻬﻮر ﻓ
 ﺣﺎل اﺧﺘﻼﻓﻬﻤﺎ وﺑﺎﻳﻊ ﻟﻴﺰﻳﺪوﻟﻬﺬا ﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻊ أﻳﻀﺎ ﻻﺑﻦ اﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ وﻻ ﻟﻌﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﻓ
ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺛﻢ ﻟﻌﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮوان ﺑﻌﺪ ﻗﺘﻞ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ
Ibn ‘Umar did not mention the khilafah of ‘Ali only because he did not give bay’ah (oath of
allegiance) to the latter, due to the difference of opinions concerning him as it is well-known in the
sahih reports. His (Ibn ‘Umar’s) view was that he would not give ba’yah to anyone who was not
universally acknowledged (as khalifah) by all the people. This was why he also did not give bay’ah to Ibn
al-Zubayr and ‘Abd al-Malik during their disagreement. And he gave ba’yah to Yazid b. Mu’awiyah,
and then to ‘Abd al-Malik b. Marwan after the killing of Ibn al-Zubayr.6
His excuse, of course, was defeated by his ba’yah to Yazid b. Mu’awiyah, the killer of Imam al-Husayn.
The khilafah of Yazid was never universally accepted. This was why there were repeated revolts against
him anyway, resulting in infamous episodes in Islamic history – such as his massacres in Makkah and
Madinah, and at Karbala. Interestingly, like his pretext for delegitimizing the khilafah of Amir al-Muminin,
Ibn ‘Umar’s claim that the Sahabah never considered anyone among themselves as superior to another
- apart from Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman - lacks truth! The reality is far different. For instance, Allah
states:

ﻪ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟ اﻟﻀﺮر واﻟﻤﺠﺎﻫﺪون ﻓﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﻮي اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪون ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻏﻴﺮ أوﻟ
 اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪﻳﻦ درﺟﺔﻪ اﻟﻤﺠﺎﻫﺪﻳﻦ ﺑﺄﻣﻮاﻟﻬﻢ وأﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ ﻋﻠﺑﺄﻣﻮاﻟﻬﻢ وأﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ ﻓﻀﻞ اﻟ
 اﻟﻘﺎﻋﺪﻳﻦ أﺟﺮا ﻋﻈﻴﻤﺎﻪ اﻟﻤﺠﺎﻫﺪﻳﻦ ﻋﻠ وﻓﻀﻞ اﻟﻪ اﻟﺤﺴﻨوﻛﻼ وﻋﺪ اﻟ
درﺟﺎت ﻣﻨﻪ
Not equal are those of the believers who sit (i.e. do not participate in jihad) - except those who are
disabled - and those who do jihad in the Cause of Allah with their wealth and their lives. Allah has
made those who do jihad with their wealth and their lives superior in (spiritual) rank above those
who sit. Unto each, Allah has promised good. But Allah has made those who do jihad to be superior to
those who sit with a huge reward, ranks from Him.7
The Sahabah were in two groups: those who participated in jihad with their wealth and lives and those
who held back. Allah declared the former to be superior above the latter in ranks. Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali,
of course, never voluntarily missed the battleﬁeld, and he equally never ﬂed – not even once – no matter
how deadly things became. Moreover, although he was poor, he still spent his little wealth in the Way of

Allah. By contrast, Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman have been authentically documented to have ﬂed the
battleﬁeld at various times! In other words, they were escaping with their lives from jihad. They might
have done jihad with their wealth – which is debatable, anyway. However, they certainly were not doing
it with their lives. So, why on earth would the Sahabah place Abu Bakr above ‘Ali, despite Allah’s clear
verdict? Did they not believe in the Qur’an? Worse still, why would they consider Amir al-Muminin to be
equal in rank with those of the Sahabah who used to ﬂee from the battleﬁeld, and with those who used
to stay away from jihad?
The Qur’an adds:

ﻢﻪ ﻣﻴﺮاث اﻟﺴﻤﺎوات واﻷرض ﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﻮي ﻣﻨﻪ وﻟ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﻢ أﻻ ﺗﻨﻔﻘﻮا ﻓوﻣﺎ ﻟ
ﻣﻦ أﻧﻔﻖ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﻔﺘﺢ وﻗﺎﺗﻞ أوﻟﺌﻚ أﻋﻈﻢ درﺟﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ أﻧﻔﻘﻮا ﻣﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ وﻗﺎﺗﻠﻮا
ﻪ ﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻌﻤﻠﻮن ﺧﺒﻴﺮ واﻟﻪ اﻟﺤﺴﻨوﻛﻼ وﻋﺪ اﻟ
And what is the matter with you that you do not spend in the Way of Allah? And to Allah belongs the
heritage of the heavens and the earth. Not equal among you are those who spent and fought before the
Conquest (of Makkah), these ones are higher in (spiritual) rank than those who spent and fought
afterwards. But to all, Allah has promised the best. And Allah is All-Aware of what you do.8
Yet, the Sahabah – according to Ibn ‘Umar – did not believe this verse! Therefore, they used to consider
‘Ali, who spent and fought before the Conquest of Makkah, as equal with others among them who only
spent and fought after it. It is indeed a lose-lose situation for our Sunni brothers. If they agreed that the
Sahabah believed in and practised the above verses, then they must reject the report of Ibn ‘Umar as
only his mere wishful thinkings and hallucinations. On the other hand, if they chose to believe Ibn ‘Umar,
in such a case, they would be left with no other choice but to proclaim the kufr of the Sahabah!
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14. Hadith Al-Tafdhil, is ‘Aishah Really the best
of the Ummah?
Ofﬁcially, Abu Bakr is the best of this Ummah, after its Prophet, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, according to
the Ahl al-Sunnah. ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) for instance submits:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻫﻮ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أﺣﺐ اﻟﻨﺎس إﻟﻴﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺮ رﺿ ﺑ وﻛﻮن أﺑ:ﻗﻠﺖ
ﻮﻧﻪ أﻓﻀﻞ اﻟﺨﻠﻔﺎء اﻟﺮاﺷﺪﻳﻦ ﻋﻨﺪ أﻫﻞ اﻟﺴﻨﺔاﻟﻤﻮاﻓﻖ ﻟ
I say: the fact that Abu Bakr, may Allah be pleased with him, was the most beloved of mankind to him
(i.e. the Prophet), peace be upon him, is consistent with the fact that he was the best of the rightly
guided khalifahs in the view of the Ahl al-Sunnah.1
However, this belief directly contradicts their “authentic” hadith. Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records:

 ﺑﻦ ﺣﻤﺎد ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﺎر ﻋﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ اﻟﻌﺎص ﻗﺎل ﺑﻌﺜﻨ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﺤﺬاء ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﺟﻴﺶ ذات اﻟﺴﻼﺳﻞ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺘﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮلﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ اﻟﺻﻠ
ﻪ أي اﻟﻨﺎس أﺣﺐ إﻟﻴﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺮﺟﺎل ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮﻫﺎ إذا ﻗﺎلاﻟ
ﻗﻠﺖ ﺛﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya b. Hamad – ‘Abd al-‘Aziz b. al-Mukhtar
– Khalid al-Khadha’ – Abu ‘Uthman – ‘Amr b. al-‘As:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, appointed me as commander of the army of Dhat Salasil.
So, I got to him, and said, “O Messenger of Allah, which of mankind is the most beloved to you?” He
replied, “‘Aishah.” I said, “Who among the men?” He replied, “Her father.” I asked, “Then who?” He
replied, “’Umar”.2
Al-Arnauṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ

Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.3
In other words, Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah is the overall best of this Ummah, above Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and
‘Uthman, according to the Sunni-only report. It is, however, at this point that things get really messy!
Allah has stated concerning two of the wives of His Prophet:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻋﺮف ﺑﻌﺾ أزواﺟﻪ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﺎ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﻧﺒﺄت ﺑﻪ وأﻇﻬﺮه اﻟ إﻟوإذ أﺳﺮ اﻟﻨﺒ
 اﻟﻌﻠﻴﻢﺑﻌﻀﻪ وأﻋﺮض ﻋﻦ ﺑﻌﺾ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﻧﺒﺄﻫﺎ ﺑﻪ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻣﻦ أﻧﺒﺄك ﻫﺬا ﻗﺎل ﻧﺒﺄﻧ
ﻪ ﻫﻮ ﻣﻮﻻهﻤﺎ وإن ﺗﻈﺎﻫﺮا ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﺈن اﻟﻪ ﻓﻘﺪ ﺻﻐﺖ ﻗﻠﻮﺑ اﻟاﻟﺨﺒﻴﺮ إن ﺗﺘﻮﺑﺎ إﻟ
ﻦ أن رﺑﻪ إن ﻃﻠﻘﺔ ﺑﻌﺪ ذﻟﻚ ﻇﻬﻴﺮ ﻋﺴوﺟﺒﺮﻳﻞ وﺻﺎﻟﺢ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ واﻟﻤﻼﺋ
ﻦ ﻣﺴﻠﻤﺎت ﻣﺆﻣﻨﺎت ﻗﺎﻧﺘﺎت ﺗﺎﺋﺒﺎت ﻋﺎﺑﺪات ﺳﺎﺋﺤﺎتﻳﺒﺪﻟﻪ أزواﺟﺎ ﺧﻴﺮا ﻣﻨ
ﺎراﺛﻴﺒﺎت وأﺑ
And when the Prophet disclosed a matter in conﬁdence to one of his wives, so when she told it, and
Allah made it known to him, he informed part thereof and left a part. Then when he told her thereof, she
said, “Who told you this?” He said, “The All-Knower, the All-Aware has told me.” If you two repent to
Allah, for your hearts have deviated. But if you both help each other against him, then Allah is His
Helper (against you both), and Jibril, and the righteous believers, and furthermore, the angels are his
helpers. It may be if he divorced you that his Lord will give him instead of you, wives better than you:
Muslims, believers, obedient, repentant, devoted, fasting – whether previously married or virgins.4
Imam Ibn al-Jawzi (d. 597 H) has this exegesis:

 ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻌﺎون ﻋﻠ:ﻪ }أي اﻟ إن ﺗﺘﻮﺑﺎ إﻟ: { ﻓﻘﺎل،ﺛﻢ ﺧﺎﻃﺐ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ وﺣﻔﺼﺔ
:ﻤﺎ }ﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎسﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﺑﺎﻹﻳﺬاء{ ﻓﻘﺪ ﺻﻐﺖ ﻗﻠﻮﺑ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺮى: ﻗﺎل ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ. وزاﻏﺖ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺤﻖ، ﻋﺪﻟﺖ: ﻗﺎل اﻟﺰﺟﺎج. وأﺛﻤﺖ،زاﻏﺖ
 ﻗﺮاءة اﺑﻦ وﺟﺪﻧﺎه ﻓﻤﺎ }ﺷﻴﺌﺎ ﻫﻴﻨﺎ ﺣﺘ ﻓﻘﺪ ﺻﻐﺖ ﻗﻠﻮﺑ:{ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ
.ﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ زاﻏﺖ ﻗﻠﻮﺑ:ﻣﺴﻌﻮد
Then He (Allah) addresses ‘Aishah and Hafsah, saying: {If you both repent to Allah}, meaning from
helping each other against the Messenger of Allah to hurt him. {For your hearts have deviated}Ibn
‘Abbas said: “They (the hearts) deviated (zaghat) and committed a sin.” Al-Zajaj said, “They (the
hearts) deviated, and deviated from the Truth.” Mujahid said, “We used consider His Words, the
Almighty {for your hearts have deviated} has something easy until we found it in the recitation of Ibn

Mas’ud as: {for your hearts have deviated (zaghat)}”.5
Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) also records:

 اﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن )ﻳﻌﻨﻪ ﺑﻦ وﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﺎرون ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻷﻳﻠ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻳﺤﺪث ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﻴﻦ أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟ أﺧﺒﺮﻧ ﻳﺤﻴﺑﻼل( أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
ﺜﺖ ﺳﻨﺔ وأﻧﺎ أرﻳﺪ أن أﺳﺄل ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓﻤﺎ أﺳﺘﻄﻴﻊ أنﻗﺎل ﻣ
ﻨﺎ ﺑﺒﻌﺾ اﻟﻄﺮﻳﻖ ﺧﺮج ﺣﺎﺟﺎ ﻓﺨﺮﺟﺖ ﻣﻌﻪ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ رﺟﻊ ﻓأﺳﺄﻟﻪ ﻫﻴﺒﺔ ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘ
 ﻓﺮغ ﺛﻢ ﺳﺮت ﻣﻌﻪ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ ﻳﺎ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻷراك ﻟﺤﺎﺟﺔ ﻟﻪ ﻓﻮﻗﻔﺖ ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘﻋﺪل إﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ أزواﺟﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟاﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻠﺘﺎن ﺗﻈﺎﻫﺮﺗﺎ ﻋﻠ
؟ ﻓﻘﺎل ﺗﻠﻚ ﺣﻔﺼﺔ وﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ
Harun b. Sa’id al-Ayli – ‘Abd Allah b. Wahb – Sulayman b. Bilal – Yahya – ‘Ubayd b. Hunayn – ‘Abd
Allah b. ‘Abbas:
I hesitated for a (whole) year, and I had intended to ask ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab concerning a verse. But I
could not ask him out of fear of him, until he went out for Hajj and I accompanied him. During his return,
while we were still on the way, he stepped aside towards an Arak tree to ease himself. So, I waited for
him until he ﬁnished. I then walked along with him, and said, “O Amir al-Muminin! Who were the two
women who helped each other against the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, among his wives?”
He replied, “They were Hafsah and ‘Aishah.”6
There are three things here:
1. Both ‘Aishah, and especially Hafsah, betrayed the conﬁdence of the Messenger of Allah.
3. Both of them literally helped each other against him in order to hurt him.
5. The hearts of both of them had deviated from the Truth. This is very obvious, anyway. No one with a
clean heart would ever help another against the Messenger in any circumstance.
Interestingly, the above verses were the last updates by Allah on the hearts of both women. Nothing else
was revealed thereafter by Him to discharge them, or to indicate their repentance. It is a matter of great
interest then that the deviation of their hearts means they both have little or no hope of salvation in the
Hereafter:

ﻪ ﺑﻘﻠﺐ ﺳﻠﻴﻢ اﻟﻳﻮم ﻻ ﻳﻨﻔﻊ ﻣﺎل وﻻ ﺑﻨﻮن إﻻ ﻣﻦ أﺗ

The Day whereon neither wealth nor sons will avail, except him who brings to Allah a clean heart.7
The perturbing question here is: how is ‘Aishah the best of this Ummah, after its Prophet, despite that
she was a deviant in the Sight of Allah? Are our Sunni brothers telling us that Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and
‘Uthman were worse than deviants? Besides, Allah mentions the existence of women who would be
better wives to His Prophet; if case he divorced ‘Aishah and Hafsah. Does this fact alone not debunk the
Sunni ahadith on the superiority of Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah as mere sectarian polemical artwork?
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15. Hadith Saluni, Investigating Its Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

ﻮﻓﺔ ﻟﻴﻌﻠﻤﻬﻢ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ واﻟﺪﻳﻦ ﻓﺈﻧﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺨﺎﻃﺐ ﺑﻬﺬا أﻫﻞ اﻟ ﺳﻠﻮﻧأﻣﺎ ﻗﻮل ﻋﻠ
ﺮﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وأﻣﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻓﺈن ﻏﺎﻟﺒﻬﻢ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا ﺟﻬﺎﻻ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺪرﻛﻮا اﻟﻨﺒ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ اﻟ ﺻﻠﺎن اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﺣﻮل ﻣﻨﺒﺮه ﻫﻢ أﻛﺎﺑﺮ أﺻﺤﺎب اﻟﻨﺒﻓ
ﺮ ﺑﺎﻧﺖ رﻋﻴﺔ أﺑﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ واﻟﺪﻳﻦ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺗﻌﻠﻤﻮا ﻣﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻳﺨﺎﻃﺒﻬﻢ ﻓﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺟﻤﻠﺔ ﻋﻮام اﻟﻨﺎسأﻋﻠﻢ اﻷﻣﺔ وأدﻳﻨﻬﺎ وأﻣﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ رﺿاﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ وﻛﺎن ﻛﺜﻴﺮ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺷﺮار اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ وﻟﻬﺬا ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ
ﺔ واﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ واﻟﺸﺎم واﻟﺒﺼﺮة ﺧﻴﺮا ﻣﻨﻬﻢﻳﺬﻣﻬﻢ وﻳﺪﻋﻮ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ وﻛﺎن اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻮن ﺑﻤ
As for the statement of ‘Ali “Ask me”, he only addressed this to the people of Kufah to teach them
knowledge and the religion, because most of them were ignorant people who never met the Prophet,

peace be upon him. As for Abu Bakr, those who were around his pulpit were the most senior of the
Sahabah of the Prophet, peace be upon him, who learnt knowledge and the religion from the Messenger
of Allah, peace be upon him. So, the subjects of Abu Bakr were the most knowledgeable of the Ummah
and the best in religious practice. However, those whom ‘Ali was addressing, they were commoners
among the Tabi’in, and a lot of them were the evil ones among the Tabi’in. This was why ‘Ali, may
Allah be pleased with him, criticized and cursed them, and the Tabi’in in Makkah, Madinah, Syria and
Basra were better than them.1
He equally adds:

 ﻫﻮ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺒﺎب ﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﻞ ﻫﺬا ﻻﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮدﻮﻓﺔ ﺳﻠﻮﻧ ﻟﻤﻦ ﻋﻨﺪه ﺑﺎﻟﻓﻘﻮل ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﺪرداء وﺳﻠﻤﺎن وأﻣﺜﺎﻟﻬﻢ ﻓﻀﻼ ﻋﻦ أن ﻳﻘﻮل ذﻟﻚ ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ وأﺑوﻣﻌﺎذ وأﺑ
 وﻻﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻣﻤﻦ ﻳﺴﺄﻟﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺴﺄﻟﻪ ﻗﻂ ﻻ ﻣﻌﺎذ وﻻ أﺑﻟﻌﻤﺮ وﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻟﻬﺬا ﻟﻢ ﻳ
اﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد وﻻ ﻣﻦ ﻫﻮ دوﻧﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ
The statement of ‘Ali “Ask me” to those with him in Kufah was in this regard. He never said this to Ibn
Mas’ud, Mu’adh, Ubayy b. Ka’b, Abu Darda, Salman or others like them, much less saying that to
‘Umar and ‘Uthman. This is why these people were not among those who asked him. They never asked
him (anything) – not Mu’adh, not Ubayy, not Ibn Mas’ud and not others from the Sahabah.2
It is obvious from the words of our dear Shaykh that he accepts the authenticity of Hadith Saluni. He is
not calling it “a lie” or “a fabrication”, or dha’if or similar terms. Rather, he conceded that the event did
happen. However, he attempts to downplay the unmatched signiﬁcance of the hadith. To him, there is
nothing special in it. After all, Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, was – according to our Shaykh –
only offering that challenge to ignorant, evil people. He never dared present it to any of the Sahabah! By
contrast, Abu Bakr displayed his knowledge in the blessed presence of the most knowledgeable and the
best of this entire Ummah.
In order to weigh the positives and negatives of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s submissions, we must ﬁrst
understand the context of Hadith Saluni. Al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir (d. 774 H) helps on this:

ة أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﺷﻌﺒﺔﺮﻋﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋ، ﺎكﻤ ﻋﻦ ﺳ، ﻗﺎل ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج
ﺎ ﻣﻦ وﺛﺒﺖ أﻳﻀ.ﺎ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴ، ﻞ اﻟﻄﱡﻔَﻴ ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ة ﺑﺰ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺎأﻳﻀ
: ﻮﻓﺔ ﻓﻘﺎل أﻧﻪ ﺻﻌﺪ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ اﻟ:  ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻦ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ، ﻏﻴﺮ وﺟﻪ
.ﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ إﻻ أﻧﺒﺄﺗ، ﻪ وﻻ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ

Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj, from Simak, from Khalid b. ‘Ar’arah that he heard ‘Ali; and Shu’bah again narrated
from al-Qasim b. Abi Barrah from Abu al-Tufayl that he heard ‘Ali; and IT IS ALSO AUTHENTICALLY
TRANSMITTED through many chains that Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib climbed the pulpit of Kufah
and said, “You will not ask me about ANY verse in the Book of Allah, or about ANY Sunnah from
the Messenger of Allah, except that I will inform you of that.”3
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) also records:

 ﺑﻦ ﻋﻔﺎن ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻘﺒﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل رأﻳﺖ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﺴﺎم ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻟﺼﻴﺮﻓﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﻄﻨﺎﻓﺴ
 ﺳﻠﻮﻧ:  اﻟﻤﻨﺒﺮ ﻓﻘﺎلﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻠ اﻟ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿ ﺑﻦ أﺑأﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 وﻟﻦ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮا ﺑﻌﺪي ﻣﺜﻠﻗﺒﻞ أن ﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ
Abu al-Hasan ‘Ali b. Muhammad b. ‘Uqbah – al-Hasan b. ‘Ali b. ‘Affan – Muhammad b. ‘Ubayd alTanafasi – Bassam b. ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Sayarﬁ – Abu al-Tufayl:
I saw Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib, may Allah be pleased with him, saying on the pulpit, “Ask me
before you are no longer able to ask me, and you will NEVER be able to ask ANYONE like me after
me.4
Al-Hakim says:
ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
A hadith with a sahih chain
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) agrees:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih5
Imam Ibn Jarir al-Tabari (d. 310 H) further documents:

 ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ: ﻗﺎل، ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ: ﻗﺎل،ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
 ﻻ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻳﻘﻮل اﻟ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ رﺿ: ﻗﺎل، ﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﺎ اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ: ﻗﺎل،ﺑﺰة

ﻮاء ﻋﻦ ﻓﺴﺄﻟﻪ اﺑﻦ اﻟ،ﻢ إﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﺘ، وﻻ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻣﺎﺿﻴﺔ، ﻋﻦ ﻛﺘﺎب ﻧﺎﻃﻖﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ
. اﻟﺮﻳﺎح ﻫ: ﻓﻘﺎل،اﻟﺬارﻳﺎت
Ibn al-Muthanna – Muhammad b. Ja’far – Shu’bah – al-Qasim b. Abi Bazzah – Abu al-Tufayl:
I heard ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, saying, “You will not ask me about ANY articulate Book
or ANY bygone Sunnah, except that I will tell you.” So, Ibn al-Kawa asked him about al-Zariyat, and
he replied, “It is the winds”.6
This same sanad is relied upon by Imam Muslim in his Sahih:

( ﻗﺎﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر )واﻟﻠﻔﻆ ﻻﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
 اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﺑﺰة ﻳﺤﺪث ﻋﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻗﺎل ﺳﻤﻌﺖ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
Muhammad b. al-Muthanna and Muhammad b. Bashar – Muhammad b. Ja’far – Shu’bah – alQasim b. Abi Bazzah – Abu al-Tufayl7
This should be sufﬁcient to establish the status of the above report as sahih. However, the athar proves
a very heavy fact – that ‘Ali knew everything in all revealed scriptures as well as everything in the
Sunnah of every single prophet and messenger till the Seal of them. This naturally includes the Suhuf,
the Tawrah, the Zabur, the Injil, and the Qur’an. Amir al-Muminin had perfect knowledge of them all. He
also had complete knowledge of the Sunnah of every single one of the 124,000 prophets sent by Allah.
Due to the signiﬁcance of this athar, we will further conﬁrm its authenticity to remove any possible doubts
about it.
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says about its ﬁrst narrator:

ﺛﻘﺔ.…  اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﻌﻨﺰي ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻨﻮن واﻟﺰاي أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
ﺛﺒﺖ
Muhammad b. al-Muthanna b. ‘Ubayd al-‘Unaza, Abu Musa al-Basri.... Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt
(accurate).8
Al-Haﬁz also has these comments about the second narrator:

ﺘﺎب إﻻ أن ﻓﻴﻪ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي اﻟﻤﻌﺮوف ﺑﻐﻨﺪر ﺛﻘﺔ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻟﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ اﻟﻬﺬﻟ
ﻏﻔﻠﺔ
Muhammad b. Ja’far al-Hazali al-Basri, better known as Ghandar: Thiqah (trustworthy), sahih al-kitab
(i.e. ahadith from his books are sahih) except that there was some negligence in him.9
Whatever negligence he had does not affect his ahadith from Shu’bah, the third narrator, at all. He used
to accurately record the latter’s reports. So, he narrated them from his books with perfect precision. AlHaﬁz provides further information in this respect:

 ﺷﻌﺒﺔ وﻛﺎن وﻛﻴﻊ ﻳﺴﻤﻴﻪوﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺴﺘﻔﻴﺪ ﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺐ ﻏﻨﺪر ﻓ
 ﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي ﻏﻨﺪروﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﺑﺎن اﻟﺒﻠﺨ. ﺘﺎباﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ اﻟ
ﺘﺎب ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻓ وﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺒﺎرك إذا اﺧﺘﻠﻒ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻣﻨأﺛﺒﺖ ﻓ
 ﻋﻦ ﻏﻨﺪر ﻓﻘﺎل ﻛﺎن ﺻﺪوﻗﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺳﺄﻟﺖ أﺑﻢ ﺑﻴﻨﻬﻢ وﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ أﺑﻏﻨﺪر ﺣ
 ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺛﻘﺔوﻛﺎن ﻣﺆدﺑﺎ وﻓ
Ibn Mahdi said: “We used to beneﬁt from the books of Ghandar on Shu’bah. Waki’ named him sahih
al-kitab.” Abu Hatim narrated from Muhammad b. Aban al-Balakhi that Ibn Mahdi said: “Ghandar is
more accurate than me as far as Shu’bah is concerned.” Ibn al-Mubarak said, “When the people
disagree about the hadith of Shu’bah, the book of Ghandar used to judge between them.” Ibn Abi
Hatim said: “I asked my father about Ghandar and he replied, ‘He was saduq (very truthful), and was a
teacher and in the hadith of Shu’bah, he is thiqah (trustworthy).’”10
The third narrator, Shu’bah, is a pillar of Sunni ahadith. Al-Haﬁz gives the catch-phrases about him:

 ﺛﻢ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑﺴﻄﺎم اﻟﻮاﺳﻄﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج ﺑﻦ اﻟﻮرد اﻟﻌﺘ
 اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻣﺘﻘﻦ ﻛﺎن اﻟﺜﻮري ﻳﻘﻮل ﻫﻮ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓ
Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj b. al-Ward al-‘Atki, their freed slave, Abu Busṭam al-Wasiṭi, al-Basri: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist), extremely precise. Al-Thawri used to say: “He was the amir
al-muminin (the supreme leader) in al-Hadith.”11
This is what al-Haﬁz establishes about the fourth narrator as well:

 ﻣﺨﺰوم اﻟﻘﺎرئ ﺑﻨ ﻣﻮﻟ ﺑﺰة ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة وﺗﺸﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﺰاي اﻟﻤاﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﺛﻘﺔ
Al-Qasim b. Abi Bazzah al-Makki, free slave of Banu Makhzum, the Qari (the Qur’an reciter): Thiqah
(trustworthy).12
The last narrator, Abu al-Tufayl, was a Sahabi. So, normally, he was absolutely thiqah (trustworthy) by
Sunni standards. Al-Haﬁz afﬁrms his status:

 أﺑﻮ اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ورﺑﻤﺎ ﺳﻤﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﺟﺤﺶ اﻟﻠﻴﺜﻋﺎﻣﺮ ﺑﻦ واﺛﻠﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﺮ ﻓﻤﻦ ﺑﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ وروى ﻋﻦ أﺑ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻋﻤﺮا وﻟﺪ ﻋﺎم أﺣﺪ ورأى اﻟﻨﺒ
 اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ وﻫﻮ آﺧﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺎت ﻣﻦ أن ﻣﺎت ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﺸﺮ وﻣﺎﺋﺔ ﻋﻠﺑﻌﺪه وﻋﻤﺮ إﻟ
.اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﻪ ﻣﺴﻠﻢ وﻏﻴﺮه
‘Amir b. Wathilah b. ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Amr b. Jahsh al-Laythi, Abu al-Tufayl. Perhaps, he was named Amr.
He was born during the year of Uhud, and he saw the Prophet, peace be upon him. He narrated
from Abu Bakr and all those after him. He lived till 110 H, based upon the correct opinion, and was the
last of the Sahabah to die, according to (Imam) Muslim and others.13
This last fact reveals the fallacy of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s claim that Amir al-Muminin never presented
the challenge to any of the Sahabah! Abu al-Tufayl was in the mosque when Imam ‘Ali made his
declaration, and none was excluded from it. We will further investigate this particular unfounded
submission of our dear Shaykh, in greater detail, later.
Let us now examine the fourth sahih report of Hadith Saluni from the Sunni books. Imam ‘Abd alRazzaq records:

 اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل ﺷﻬﺪت ﻋﻠﻴﺎﻪ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ وﻫﺐ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻳﻮم اﻟﻘﻴﺎﻣﺔﻮن إﻟ ﻳ ﻋﻦ ﺷﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ ﻓﻮاﻟوﻫﻮ ﻳﺨﻄﺐ وﻫﻮ ﻳﻘﻮل ﺳﻠﻮﻧ
ﻪ ﻣﺎ ﻣﻦ آﻳﺔ إﻻ وأﻧﺎ أﻋﻠﻢ ﺑﻠﻴﻞ ﻧﺰﻟﺖ أمﻪ ﻓﻮاﻟ ﻋﻦ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟﻢ ﺑﻪ وﺳﻠﻮﻧإﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﺘ
 ﺟﺒﻞ ﺳﻬﻞ أم ﻓﺑﻨﻬﺎر أم ﻓ
‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – Wahb b. ‘Abd Allah – Abu al-Tufayl:

I witnessed ‘Ali while he was delivering a sermon and saying, “Ask me! I swear by Allah, you will not
ask me about ANYTHING that will occur up till the Day of Resurrection except that I will inform
you of it. Ask me about the Book of Allah. I swear by Allah, there is NOT a single verse except that I
know whether it was revealed during the night or during the day, or on a level land or on a mountain.14
Al-Haﬁz states about the ﬁrst narrator:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆﺮ اﻟﺼﻨﻌﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﺑﻦ ﻫﻤﺎم ﺑﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ اﻟﺤﻤﻴﺮي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
‘Abd al-Razzaq b. Hammam b. Naﬁ’ al-Humayri, their freed slave, Abu Bakr al-San’ani: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist).15
He also says about the second narrator:

ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ راﺷﺪ اﻷزدي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺮوة اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﺎﺿﻞ
Ma’mar b. Rashid al-Azdi, their freed slave, Abu ‘Urwah al-Basri, he lived in Yemen: Thiqah
(trustworthy), thabt (accurate), fadhil (meritorious).16
What about the third narrator? This is his verdict:

 ﺑﻀﻢ اﻟﻬﺎء وﻧﻮن وﻣﺪ ﺑﻤﻮﺣﺪة ﻣﺼﻐﺮا اﻟﻬﻨﺎﺋ دﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑوﻫﺐ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 وﻗﺪ ﻳﻨﺴﺐ ﻟﺠﺪه ﺛﻘﺔﻮﻓاﻟ
Wahb b. ‘Abd Allah b. Abi Dubayy al-Hunai al-Kuﬁ, he has been attributed to his grandfather: Thiqah
(trustworthy).17
We already know about Abu al-Tufayl. So, this fourth riwayah too is sahih.
A simple summary of the athar is this:
1. ‘Ali challenged the people to ask him about anything. He never limited the challenge. Rather, he left it
open: “Ask me!”
3. He claimed perfect knowledge of the Qur’an and Sunnah, as well as of all the revealed scriptures of
the past prophets and their respective Sunnahs.

5. He also encouraged them to ask him about anything that would occur till the Hour. He had complete
knowledge of that too.
7. He speciﬁcally warned the people after once he died, there would never be anyone like him again till
the Day of Resurrection.
Apparently, this goes beyond merely scaring some ignorant, evil fellows with some limited knowledge.
Rather, the question is: was/is anyone else ever capable of making similar claims?
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16. Hadith Saluni, Implications Of The Reports
The ﬁrst and only creature to have ever made claims and offered challenges similar to those in Hadith
Saluni was the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa wa alihi. Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) records:

 أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ اﺑﻦﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺮﻣﻠﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮان اﻟﺘﺠﻴﺒ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟ ﺣﺮﻣﻠﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴوﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻪ ﺻﻠ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﺷﻬﺎب أﺧﺒﺮﻧوﻫﺐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 ﻟﻬﻢ ﺻﻼة اﻟﻈﻬﺮ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﺳﻠﻢﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﺧﺮج ﺣﻴﻦ زاﻏﺖ اﻟﺸﻤﺲ ﻓﺼﻠاﻟ
 اﻟﻤﻨﺒﺮ ﻓﺬﻛﺮ اﻟﺴﺎﻋﺔ وذﻛﺮ أن ﻗﺒﻠﻬﺎ أﻣﻮرا ﻋﻈﺎﻣﺎ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ أنﻗﺎم ﻋﻠ
ﻢ ﺑﻪ ﻣﺎء إﻻ أﺧﺒﺮﺗ ﻋﻦ ﺷﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻮاﻟء ﻓﻠﻴﺴﺄﻟﻨ ﻋﻦ ﺷﻳﺴﺄﻟﻨ
 ﻫﺬا ﻣﻘﺎﻣدﻣﺖ ﻓ

ﻪ ﺻﻠﺎء ﺣﻴﻦ ﺳﻤﻌﻮا ذﻟﻚ ﻣﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻗﺎل أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻓﺄﻛﺜﺮ اﻟﻨﺎس اﻟﺒ
 ﻓﻘﺎمﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أن ﻳﻘﻮل ﺳﻠﻮﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وأﻛﺜﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟاﻟ
ﻪ ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮك ﺣﺬاﻓﺔ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ أﻛﺜﺮ رﺳﻮل ؟ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺬاﻓﺔ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﻦ أﺑﻋﺒﺪاﻟ
ﻪ رﺑﺎ ﺑﺮك ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻘﺎل رﺿﻴﻨﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ أن ﻳﻘﻮل ﺳﻠﻮﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟوﺑﺎﻹﺳﻼم دﻳﻨﺎ وﺑﻤﺤﻤﺪ رﺳﻮﻻ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺴ
 واﻟﺬي ﻧﻔﺲﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أوﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺣﻴﻦ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ذﻟﻚ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻋﺮض ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺎﺋﻂ ﻓﻠﻢ أر اﻟﺠﻨﺔ واﻟﻨﺎر آﻧﻔﺎ ﻓﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻴﺪه ﻟﻘﺪ ﻋﺮﺿﺖ ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﺨﻴﺮ واﻟﺸﺮﻛﺎﻟﻴﻮم ﻓ
Harmala b. Yahya b. ‘Abd Allah b. Harmala b. ‘Imran al-Tajibi – Ibn Wahb – Yunus – Ibn Shihab – Anas
b. Malik:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, came out when the sun had passed the meridian, and led
them in Salat al-Ẓuhr. When he said the salam, he stood upon the pulpit, and mentioned the Hour, and
mentioned great affairs that would occur before it. Then he said, “Whosoever wishes to ask me about
ANYTHING, let him ask me. I swear by Allah, you will not ask me about ANYTHING except that I
will inform you of it as long as I remain in this position of mine.” So, the people wept a lot when
they heard that from the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. Then the Messenger of Allah, peace
be upon him, repeatedly said “Ask me!” several times. So, ‘Abd Allah b. Hudhafah stood up and said,
“Who is my father, O Messenger of Allah?” He (the Prophet) replied, “Your father is Hudhafah.” When
the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, continuously repeated “Ask me!” several times, ‘Umar knelt
down and said, “We are well-pleased with Allah as Lord, and with Islam as religion, and with
Muhammad as Messenger.” So, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, kept quiet so long as
‘Umar was saying that. Then the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “It is near. I swear by the
One in Whose Hand the life of Muhammad is, there was presented to me the Paradise and the Hellﬁre in
the nook of this enclosure, and I did not see as much good and evil as I have seen today.”1

Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) also records:

 ﻋﺪي ﻋﻦ ﺣﻤﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل ﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻢ ﻳﻮم اﻟﻘﻴﺎﻣﺔ اﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﺘء إﻟ ﻋﻦ ﺷ ﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧY ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
 ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮك ﺣﺬاﻓﺔﻪ ﻣﻦ أﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺬاﻓﺔ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻗﺎل ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Ibn Abi ‘Adi – Hamid – Anas:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “You will not ask me about ANYTHING (that will
occur) up till the Day of Resurrection except that I will tell you.” So, ‘Abd Allah b. Hudhafah said, “O
Messenger of Allah, who is my father?” He replied, “Your father is Hudhafah”.2
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.3
These were momentous words. He offered them a challenge that was clearly beyond human capability.
The Sahabah were awed. They never fathomed the existence of a man who could answer any question
about anything – any verse in any revealed scripture, any Sunnah of any prophet, any private secrets of
anyone, science, medicine, technology, astronomy, and so on. Anything! Nothing whatsoever was
excluded. They were challenged to ask anything about anything! ‘Abd Allah b. Hudhafah exploited the
opportunity to verify his paternity – which, of course, was part of “anything”. The other Sahabah were too
overwhelmed with awe to ask any question. The Prophet kept challenging them. But, all that they could
do was weep. If anyone makes a similar challenge today, he would be humiliated immediately with very
simple questions. The only creature that was capable of making the same challenge as the Messenger
of Allah had done was none other than Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam.
This relevant athar is documented in Fadhail al-Sahabah of Imam Ahmad:

 ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻗﺎل أراه ﻋﻦ ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﻧﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﻪ ﻧﺎ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ﺳﻠﻮﻧ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻦ أﺣﺪ ﻣﻦ أﺻﺤﺎب اﻟﻨﺒ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻢ ﻳ: ﺳﻌﻴﺪ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑاﻻ ﻋﻠ

‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad b. Hanbal) – ‘Uthman b. Abi Shaybah – Sufyan – Yahya b. Sa’id – Sa’id: “There
was never anyone among the Sahabah of the Prophet, peace be upon him, who used to say “Ask me!”
except ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.4
Dr. ‘Abbas comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih5
As for Abu Bakr and ‘Umar, both of them did not even have sufﬁcient knowledge of either the Qur’an or
Sunnah – much less anything else! For instance, ‘Umar did not know the basic Islamic ruling on
tayammum. Imam Muslim records:

 اﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﻘﻄﺎن( ﻋﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ )ﻳﻌﻨﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﺷﻢ اﻟﻌﺒﺪي ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻢ ﻋﻦ ذر ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺰي ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ أن رﺟﻼ اﻟﺤﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 أﺟﻨﺒﺖ ﻓﻠﻢ أﺟﺪ ﻣﺎء ﻓﻘﺎل ﻻ ﺗﺼﻞإﻧ:  ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻘﺎلأﺗ
‘Abd Allah b. Hisham al-‘Abdi – Yahya b. Sa’id al-Qaṭṭan – Shu’bah – al-Hakam – Dharr – Sa’id b.
‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abza – his father:
A man came to 'Umar and said: “I have seminal discharges and I cannot ﬁnd water (to do the ghusl)”.
He (‘Umar) said, “Do not perform Salat.”6
Meanwhile, this is the answer to that question in the Qur’an:

ﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻐﺎﺋﻂ أو ﻻﻣﺴﺘﻢ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ﺳﻔﺮ أو ﺟﺎء أﺣﺪ ﻣﻨ أو ﻋﻠوإن ﻛﻨﺘﻢ ﻣﺮﺿ
ﻢﻢ وأﻳﺪﻳﻓﻠﻢ ﺗﺠﺪوا ﻣﺎء ﻓﺘﻴﻤﻤﻮا ﺻﻌﻴﺪا ﻃﻴﺒﺎ ﻓﺎﻣﺴﺤﻮا ﺑﻮﺟﻮﻫ
And if you are ill, or on a journey, or one of you comes after answering the call of nature, or you have
had sexual intercourse with women and you cannot ﬁnd water, perform tayammum with clean
soil and rub therewith your faces and hands.7
‘Umar apparently did not know the verses, or even the explicit Prophetic traditions which also explain the
matter. As such, it was naturally impossible for him to have issued any challenge to any people to ask

him anything! He completely lacked the capability, and would have been instantly humiliated with such
beginner’s topics as tayammum. Moreover, as Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) records below, ‘Umar also
lacked knowledge of some other topics in Islamic jurisprudence:

 ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺸﻌﺒ ﺣﻴﺎن اﻟﺘﻴﻤ ﻋﻦ أﺑ رﺟﺎء ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺧﻄﺐ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻋﻠ: ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
 ﻣﻦ ﺧﻤﺴﺔ أﺷﻴﺎء اﻟﻌﻨﺐ واﻟﺘﻤﺮﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل إﻧﻪ ﻗﺪ ﻧﺰل ﺗﺤﺮﻳﻢ اﻟﺨﻤﺮ وﻫ
ﻪ وﺛﻼث وددت أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ. واﻟﺤﻨﻄﺔ واﻟﺸﻌﻴﺮ واﻟﻌﺴﻞ واﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﻣﺎ ﺧﺎﻣﺮ اﻟﻌﻘﻞ
ﻼﻟﺔ وأﺑﻮاب ﻣﻦ ﻳﻌﻬﺪ إﻟﻴﻨﺎ ﻋﻬﺪا اﻟﺠﺪ واﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺎرﻗﻨﺎ ﺣﺘ اﻟﺻﻠ
أﺑﻮاب اﻟﺮﺑﺎ
Ahmad b. Abi Rajah – Yahya – Abu Hayyan al-Tamimi – Shu’bi – Ibn ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with
them both:
‘Umar delivered a sermon on the pulpit of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, saying, “Verily,
there was revealed an order making alcohol haram, and it is made from ﬁve things: grape, date, wheat,
barley and honey. Alcohol is whatsoever clouds the mind. I wish the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him, had not left us before he could explain three matters to us: the inheritance of the
grandfather, kalalah and various types of riba (usury).”8
But, it was not only ‘Umar. Abu Bakr too, as the khalifah – and therefore the chief religious authority of
the Muslims, was asked a beginner’s question by one of his subjects. It however turned out that the
khalifah actually had no clue! Allah states:

 ﻃﻌﺎﻣﻪ أﻧﺎ ﺻﺒﺒﻨﺎ اﻟﻤﺎء ﺻﺒﺎ ﺛﻢ ﺷﻘﻘﻨﺎ اﻷرض ﺷﻘﺎ ﻓﺄﻧﺒﺘﻨﺎﻓﻠﻴﻨﻈﺮ اﻹﻧﺴﺎن إﻟ
ﻢﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﺣﺒﺎ وﻋﻨﺒﺎ وﻗﻀﺒﺎ وزﻳﺘﻮﻧﺎ وﻧﺨﻼ وﺣﺪاﺋﻖ ﻏﻠﺒﺎ وﻓﺎﻛﻬﺔ وأﺑﺎ ﻣﺘﺎﻋﺎ ﻟ
ﻢوﻷﻧﻌﺎﻣ
That We pour forth water in abundance, and We split the earth in clefts, and We cause therein the grain
to grow, and grapes and clover plants, and olives and date-palms, and gardens, dense with many trees,
and fruits and herbage, a beneﬁt for you and your cattle.9
The above verse is in plain Arabic. Allah reveals about His Book:

 ﻣﺒﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﻟﺴﺎن ﻋﺮﺑ
This (Qur’an) is a clear Arabic tongue.10

ﻢ ﺗﻌﻘﻠﻮنإﻧﺎ أﻧﺰﻟﻨﺎه ﻗﺮآﻧﺎ ﻋﺮﺑﻴﺎ ﻟﻌﻠ
We have sent it down as an Arabic Qur’an in order that you may understand.11

ﻢ ﺗﻌﻘﻠﻮنإﻧﺎ ﺟﻌﻠﻨﺎه ﻗﺮآﻧﺎ ﻋﺮﺑﻴﺎ ﻟﻌﻠ
Verily, We have made it a Qur’an in Arabic that you may be able to understand.12
Therefore, anyone with a proﬁcient knowledge of the Arabic language will always understand the verses
of the Qur’an – at least in their literal senses – perfectly. During the khilafah of Abu Bakr, a man came to
him about the word “herbage” in the above passage. He did not understand what it meant. Perhaps, the
man was a Persian, Roman or African. It is also possible that he was an Arab, but one without a sound
knowledge of his native language. So, how did the khalifah explain to him?
Al-Haﬁz Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani (d. 852 H) records:

ﺮ اﻟﺼﺪﻳﻖ وﻓﺎﻛﻬﺔ وأﺑﺎ ﻓﻘﻴﻞ ﻣﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺮأ أﺑﻮ ﺑوﻣﻦ وﺟﻪ آﺧﺮ ﻋﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ اﻟﻨﺨﻌ
 أو أي ﺳﻤﺎءﻠﻒ أي أرض ﺗﻘﻠﻨﺮ ان ﻫﺬا ﻟﻪ اﻟﺘاﻷب ﻓﻘﻴﻞ ﻛﺬا وﻛﺬا ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 واﻟﺼﺪﻳﻖﻪ ﺑﻤﺎ ﻻ أﻋﻠﻢ وﻫﺬا ﻣﻨﻘﻄﻊ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻨﺨﻌ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ إذا ﻗﻠﺖ ﻓﺗﻈﻠﻨ
ﺮ ﺳﺌﻞ ﻋﻦ اﻷب ﻣﺎ ﻫﻮ ﻓﻘﺎل أي ان أﺑﺎ ﺑوأﺧﺮج أﻳﻀﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ اﻟﺘﻴﻤ
ﻦ أﺣﺪﻫﻤﺎ ﻳﻘﻮي اﻵﺧﺮ ﻓﺬﻛﺮ ﻣﺜﻠﻪ وﻫﻮ ﻣﻨﻘﻄﻊ أﻳﻀﺎ ﻟﺳﻤﺎء ﺗﻈﻠﻨ
And it is narrated from another chain on the authority of Ibrahim al-Nakha’i:
Abu Bakr al-Siddiq recited “and fruits and herbage”. So, someone asked, “What is herbage?” Another
person answered, “It is so-and-so”. Therefore, Abu Bakr said, “This one (i.e. this question) is
overburdensome. Which earth will carry me and which sky will shield me if I say concerning the
Book of Allah THAT WHICH I HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE OF.”

This is munqati’ (disconnected) between al-Nakha’i and al-Siddiq. It is also recorded through the route
of Ibrahim al-Tamimi that Abu Bakr was asked about herbage, what it was, and he replied, “Which
sky would shield me....” and he mentioned the like of it (i.e. what Ibrahim al-Nakha’i narrated). This one
too is munqati’. However, each one of the two (reports) STRENGTHENS the other.13
So, Abu Bakr, despite being from Quraysh – who spoke the purest Arabic dialect – did not know what
“herbage” meant in the Qur’an! Apparently, though an Arab, the ﬁrst Sunni khalifah had deﬁcient
knowledge of his own native language. Considering that the Book of Allah was revealed in “clear”
Arabic, that fact alone naturally made him an incompetent interpreter of the divine Scripture.
‘Umar too had a similar condition. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) records:

 أﻧﺒﺄ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎرون أﻧﺒﺄﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻌﻘﻮب ﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺘﻤﻴﻤﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق أﻧﺒﺄ ﻳﻌﻘﻮب ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﻤﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ وﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ ﻋﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﺷﻬﺎب أن أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ رﺿﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑ
* ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻳﻘﻮل ـ } ﻓﺄﻧﺒﺘﻨﺎ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﺣﺒﺎ اﻟأﺧﺒﺮه أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب رﺿ
ﻞ ﻫﺬا ﻗﺪ ﻓ: وﻋﻨﺒﺎ وﻗﻀﺒﺎ * وزﻳﺘﻮﻧﺎ وﻧﺨﻼ * وﺣﺪاﺋﻖ ﻏﻠﺒﺎ * وﻓﺎﻛﻬﺔ وأﺑﺎ { ﻗﺎل
ﻠﻒﻪ اﻟﺘ ﻫﺬا ﻟﻌﻤﺮ اﻟ:  ﻳﺪه ؟ ﻓﻘﺎلﻋﺮﻓﻨﺎه ﻓﻤﺎ اﻷب ﺛﻢ ﻧﻘﺾ ﻋﺼﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻓ
ﺘﺎبﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟاﺗﺒﻌﻮا ﻣﺎ ﺗﺒﻴﻦ ﻟ
Abu ‘Abd Allah b. Ya’qub – Ibrahim al-Tamimi – Yazid b. Harun – Hamid – Anas:
And Abu ‘Abd Allah – my father – Ishaq – Ya’qub b. Ibrahim b. Sa’d – my father – Salih – Ibn Shihab –
Anas b. Malik, may Allah be pleased with him:
I heard ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, reciting {And We cause therein the grain to grow, and
grapes and clover plants, and olives and date-palms, and gardens, dense with many trees, and fruits
and herbage}. He said, “We have known all of this. But, what is “herbage”? Then, he broke a stick
which was in his hand. So, he said, “This, I swear by the Life of Allah, IS OVERBURDENSOME.
Follow (only) what is clear to you from this Book.”14
Al-Hakim says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.15

Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) concurs:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim16
For Allah’s sake, was it possible for Abu Bakr or ‘Umar to issue a challenge like this:

ﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ إﻻ أﻧﺒﺄﺗ، ﻪ وﻻ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ
You will not ask me about ANY verse in the Book of Allah, or about ANY Sunnah from the Messenger of
Allah, except that I will inform you of that.
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17. Hadith Saluni, Did The Sahabah Ask ‘Ali?
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) claims:

 ﻳﺨﺎﻃﺒﻬﻢ ﻓﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺟﻤﻠﺔ ﻋﻮام وأﻣﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ...  ﺳﻠﻮﻧأﻣﺎ ﻗﻮل ﻋﻠ
اﻟﻨﺎس اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ وﻛﺎن ﻛﺜﻴﺮ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺷﺮار اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ
As for the statement of ‘Ali “Ask me” ... those whom ‘Ali was addressing, they were commoners
among the Tabi’in, and a lot of them were the evil ones among the Tabi’in.1
He clariﬁes further:

 ﻫﻮ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺒﺎب ﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﻞ ﻫﺬا ﻻﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮدﻮﻓﺔ ﺳﻠﻮﻧ ﻟﻤﻦ ﻋﻨﺪه ﺑﺎﻟﻓﻘﻮل ﻋﻠ
 ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺴﺄﻟﻪ ﻗﻂ ﻻ ﻣﻌﺎذ....  اﻟﺪرداء وﺳﻠﻤﺎن وأﻣﺜﺎﻟﻬﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ وأﺑوﻣﻌﺎذ وأﺑ
 وﻻ اﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد وﻻ ﻣﻦ ﻫﻮ دوﻧﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔوﻻ أﺑ
The statement of ‘Ali “Ask me” TO THOSE WITH HIM IN KUFAH was in this regard. He never said
this to Ibn Mas’ud, Mu’adh, Ubayy b. Ka’b, Abu Darda, Salman or others like them.... They never asked
him (anything) – not Mu’adh, not Ubayy, not Ibn Mas’ud and NOT others from the Sahabah.2
The patent purpose of the above submissions is to downplay the importance of Amir al-Muminin’s,
‘alaihi al-salam, challenge. However, what really mattered was the quality of the challenge, and not its
audience. As we have demonstrated, neither Abu Bakr nor ‘Umar was ever capable of issuing the same
challenge as Amir al-Muminin did, not even to school kids. Meanwhile, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah is
actually wrong in his claims concerning the people of Kufah, and the Sahabah, with regards to the
challenge of ‘Ali.
To get a clearer picture, let us present this narration of Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) :

 ﻗﺎﻻ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻓﻄﺮ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ وأﺑﻮ ﻧﻌﻴﻢ اﻟﻤﻌﻨ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 اﻟﺮﺣﺒﺔ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ اﻟ رﺿ ﺟﻤﻊ ﻋﻠ: اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﻗﺎلﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻳﻮم اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ ﻛﻞ اﻣﺮئ ﻣﺴﻠﻢ ﺳﻤﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻟﻬﻢ أﻧﺸﺪ اﻟ
ﻏﺪﻳﺮ ﺧﻢ ﻣﺎ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻟﻤﺎ ﻗﺎم ﻓﻘﺎم ﺛﻼﺛﻮن ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺎس وﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻧﻌﻴﻢ ﻓﻘﺎم ﻧﺎس ﻛﺜﻴﺮ

 ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ أﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ أوﻟﻓﺸﻬﺪوا ﺣﻴﻦ أﺧﺬه ﺑﻴﺪه ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻠﻨﺎس أﺗﻌﻠﻤﻮن اﻧ
ﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻦ ﻛﻨﺖ ﻣﻮﻻه ﻓﻬﺬا ﻣﻮﻻه اﻟﻠﻬﻢ وال ﻣﻦ واﻻه وﻋﺎدﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﻧﻌﻢ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﺷﻴﺌﺎ ﻓﻠﻘﻴﺖ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ أرﻗﻢ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ ﻟﻪ اﻧ ﻧﻔﺴﻣﻦ ﻋﺎداه ﻗﺎل ﻓﺨﺮﺟﺖ وﻛﺄن ﻓ
ﺮ ﻗﺪ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل ﻋﻨﻪ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻛﺬا وﻛﺬا ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﺎ ﺗﻨﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ اﻟﺳﻤﻌﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ رﺿ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ذﻟﻚ ﻟﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Husayn b. Muhammad and Abu Na’im alMa’ani – Faṭr – Abu al-Tufayl:
‘Ali, may Allah the Most High be pleased with him, gathered people at Rahbah (an area in Kufah), and
said to them, “I implore with Allah to testify every single Muslim who heard what the Messenger of Allah,
peace be upon him, said while standing on the Day of Ghadir Khumm. So, thirty people stood up Abu Na’im said: lots of people stood up – and testiﬁed that while holding his (i.e. ‘Ali’s) hand, he (the
Prophet) said to the people, “Do you know that I am more entitled to the believers than themselves?”
They replied, “Yes, O Messenger of Allah.” He (the Prophet) said, “Whosoever I am his mawla, this too
is his mawla. O Allah, be the friend of whosoever is his friend, and be the enemy of whosoever is his
enemy.”3
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ states:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih4
All those thirty – or actually, lots of - people who stood up to testify were Sahabah, and they were
among the people of Kufah! The challenge of Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali was directed towards them too, along
with the other residents of the city. This reality cuts off the ﬁrst leg of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s apparently
fallacious submission.
At this point, it becomes imperative to ask. Did the Sahabah ever consult Amir al-Muminin to gain
knowledge in their religion? Our dear Shaykh claims that they never did. But, is that the case? ‘Allamah
al-Albani (d. 1420 H) replies:

:( ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ11/44/2) "  " اﻟﻤﺼﻨﻒ ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﻓأﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﺑﻦ أﺑ
 أو, " أن رﺟﻼ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻞ اﻟﺸﺎم ﻳﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ )اﺑﻦ ﺣﺒﺮى( وﺟﺪ ﻣﻊ اﻣﺮأﺗﻪ رﺟﻼ ﻓﻘﺘﻠﻬﺎ

 ﻣﻮﺳ أﺑﺘﺐ إﻟ ﻓ,  ذﻟﻚﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﻘﻀﺎء ﻓ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﻓﺄﺷ ﻓﺮﻓﻊ إﻟ, ﻗﺘﻠﻬﻤﺎ
 ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺴﺄل أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ, أن ﺳﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻋﻦ ذﻟﻚ
Ibn Abi Shaybah recorded it in al-Musnaf (2/44/11) from the route of Sa’id b. Jubayr:
A Syrian man called Ibn Habri caught a man with his wife, and therefore killed him or killed both of them.
So, his case was brought to Mu’awiyah. However, he had problem on how to do justice in that. As such,
he wrote to Abu Musa to ask ‘Ali concerning that. Therefore, Abu Musa asked ‘Ali.5
The ‘Allamah comments:

. ﺳﻤﺎﻋﻪ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻠﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﻓ ﻟ,  ورﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت:ﻗﻠﺖ
I say: Its narrators are trustworthy. However, there is disagreement over whether Sa’id b. Musayyab
heard from ‘Ali or not.6
Of course, the correct opinion is that he heard from ‘Ali, as declared by al-Haﬁz:

 وﻫﺐ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﺋﺬ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮان اﺑﻦﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺰن ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﺮ ﻣﺮﺳﻼ وﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ وﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻋﻠ ﺑ روى ﻋﻦ أﺑ. اﻟﻤﺨﺰوﻣﻣﺨﺰوم اﻟﻘﺮﺷ
.… وﻗﺎصوﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
Sa’id b. al-Musayyab b. Huzn b. Abi Wahb b. ‘Amr b. ‘Aiz b. ‘Imran b. Makhzum al-Qurshi alMakhzumi. He narrated from Abu Bakr in a mursal form, and from ‘Umar, ‘Uthman, ‘Ali, Sa’d b. Abi
Waqqas....7
It was only from Abu Bakr that he did not hear directly. As for ‘Umar, ‘Uthman, ‘Ali and all the other
people from whom Sa’id b. al-Musayyab heard, they are grouped together in the same unbroken, long
list of names. Moreover, Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H) records this chain:

 ﺑﻦ زﻳﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻨﻴﻊ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺐ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ

Ahmad b. Muni’ – Isma’il b. Ibrahim – ‘Ali b. Yazid – Sa’id b. al-Musayyab – ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.8
Al-Tirmidhi notably comments:

 ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﻋﻠ
The hadith of ‘Ali is hasan sahih.9
‘Allamah al-Albani backs him:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih10
Simply put, the athar from al-Musnaf of Ibn Abi Shaybah has a sahih chain. It is a very interesting
narration, indeed. Mu’awiyah – a Sahabi - was the rebel leader who was waging war against Amir alMuminin ‘Ali, the khalifah. Yet, despite his bloody insurgency, he turned to ‘Ali for solution to his judicial
problem. That was an extreme step, which revealed Mu’awiyah’s unconditional acknowledgement that
‘Ali’s knowledge was unmatched and unique. Moreover, Abu Musa, whom Mu’awiyah sent, was another
Sahabi who could have offered a solution if he had any! This incident effectively buries the remains of
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s claims.
But, there is more! The second rebel leader who also waged a bloody campaign against ‘Ali was Umm
al-Muminin ‘Aishah. Imam Ahmad records another interesting narration:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ اﻟ أﺗﻴﺖ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ رﺿ: ﻗﺎلﻢ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺨﻴﻤﺮة ﻋﻦ ﺷﺮﻳﺢ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﻧاﻟﺤ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺎﺳﺄﻟﻪ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺴﺎﻓﺮ ﻣﻊﻋﻨﻬﺎ أﺳﺄﻟﻬﺎ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺨﻔﻴﻦ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﻚ ﺑﺎﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺘﻪ ﻓﺴﺄﻟﺘﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Sufyan – ‘Amr b. Qays – alHakam – al-Qasim b. Makhirah – Shurayh b. Hani:
I went to ‘Aishah, may Allah be pleased with her, and asked her about the two khuffs. So, she said,
“You MUST go to Ibn Abi Talib and ask him, because he used to go on journeys with the Messenger

of Allah, peace be upon him.” So, I went to him and asked him.11
Al-Arnauṭ says:

 ﺷﺮط ﻣﺴﻠﻢإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of (Imam) Muslim.12
Imam Abu Ya’la (d. 307 H) further documents:

ﻢ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺧﻴﺜﻤﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺤ
:  اﻟﺨﻔﻴﻦ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﺖ ﺳﺄﻟﺖ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﺢ ﻋﻠ: ﻗﺎلﻣﺨﻴﻤﺮة ﻋﻦ ﺷﺮﻳﺢ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﻧ
 ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺴﺄﻟﺘﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﺢاﺋﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺴﻠﻪ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن أﻋﻠﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ ﻣﻨ
Abu Khaythamah – Abu Mu’awiyah – Al-A’mash – al-Hakam – al-Qasim b. Makhirah – Shurayh b.
Hani:
I asked ‘Aishah concerning wiping over the two khuffs. So, she said, “Go to ‘Ali and ask him, because
he is more knowledgeable of that than me.” So, I went to ‘Ali and asked him about the wiping.13
Shaykh Dr. Asad comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih14
One crucial point here is that Shurayh b. Hani was a Sahabi too. Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states:

 ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺎرث ﺑﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻧﻬﻴﻚ وﻳﻘﺎل ﺷﺮﻳﺢ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﻧﺷﺮﻳﺢ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎﻧ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻤﻘﺪام أدرك اﻟﻨﺒﻛﻌﺐ اﻟﺤﺎرﺛ
Shurayh b. Hani b. Yazid b. Nuhayk, and he is called Shurayh b. Hani b. Yazid b. al-Harith b. Ka’b alHarithi, Abu al-Miqdam: He met the Prophet, peace be upon him.15

Do we really have to make any further comments at this point? Perhaps, we should just close things with
these words of Imam Ibn al-Athir (d. 630 H):

 اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﺑﻌﺾ أﺻﺤﺎب اﻟﻨﺒوروى ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎرون ﻋﻦ ﻗﻄﺮ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﻮاﺑﻖ ﻣﺎ ﻟﻮ أن ﺳﺎﺑﻘﺔ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﺨﻼﺋﻖ ﻟﻮﺳﻌﺘﻬﻢ ﺧﻴﺮا وﻟﻪﻟﻘﺪ ﻛﺎن ﻟﻌﻠ
 ﻫﺬا ﻣﻨﻬﺎ وﻟﻮ ذﻛﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﺎ ﺳﺄﻟﻪ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻣﺜﻞ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻫﺬا أﺧﺒﺎر ﻛﺜﻴﺮة ﻧﻘﺘﺼﺮ ﻋﻠﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻢ ﻷﻃﻠﻨﺎ اﻟوﻏﻴﺮه رﺿ
Yazid b. Harun narrated from Faṭr from Abu al-Tufayl who said, “Some of the Sahabah of the Prophet
said: ‘There are certain unmatched qualities and ranks of ‘Ali that if any of them had been distributed
among all creation, it would bring good to all of them’. There are LOTS of reports in this regard in his
favour. We are only mentioning a few. If we had mentioned what the Sahabah, such as ‘Umar and
others, may Allah be pleased with them, had asked him, we would have cited a lot!16
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18. Hadith Al-‘Ilm, Establishing Its Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) claims:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ اﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن اﻋﻠﻢ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﻌﺪ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻗﺎل اﻟﺮاﻓﻀ

و اﻟﺠﻮاب أن اﻫﻞ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ ﻳﻤﻨﻌﻮن ذﻟﻚ و ﻳﻘﻮﻟﻮن ﻣﺎ اﺗﻔﻖ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻋﻠﻤﺎؤﻫﻢ أن اﻋﻠﻢ
ﺮ ﺛﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ و ﻗﺪ ذﻛﺮ ﻏﻴﺮ واﺣﺪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﻌﺪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﺮ اﻋﻠﻢ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻛﻠﻬﻢ أن أﺑﺎ ﺑاﻹﺟﻤﺎع ﻋﻠ
The Raﬁdhi said: “The third (point) is that he (‘Ali) is the most knowledgeable of mankind after the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him.”
The answer is that the Ahl al-Sunnah reject that and say what their scholars unanimously agree upon
that the most knowledgeable of mankind after the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, was
Abu Bakr, then ‘Umar. Several people have mentioned the consensus upon the fact that Abu Bakr was
the most knowledgeable of all the Sahabah altogether.1
It is one thing to make a claim. It is another for it to be valid. In exactly what way was Abu Bakr, for
instance, more knowledgeable than Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam? ‘Ali is the best judge of this entire
Ummah – a far better judge than either Abu Bakr or ‘Umar. Justice dispensation, of course, requires very
advanced knowledge of the Qur’an and Sunnah. Since Amir al-Muminin was a better judge than both
Abu Bakr and ‘Umar, he deﬁnitely had better knowledge of the Book of Allah and the traditions of His
Messenger, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, than the duo.
Moreover, while ‘Ali had perfect knowledge of the Qur’an and Sunnah, as well as that of all previous
Scriptures and Sunnahs, and issued public challenges to this effect, neither Abu Bakr nor ‘Umar even
knew the meaning of “herbage” in the Book of Allah! ‘Umar, in particular, lacked knowledge of such
topics in Islamic jurisprudence as tayammum, kalalah, riba, inheritance of the grandfather, and whether
pregnancy could be only for six months or not! Yet, he was supposedly more knowledgeable than ‘Ali
according to the weird logic of some folks.
Our dear Shaykh has cited a general Sunni clerical consensus about Abu Bakr’s scientiﬁc superiority
over the Ummah. The key question, however, is whether the Messenger of Allah was part of this
consensus. If he was not, then such an agreement lacks any merit. Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records the

Prophet’s opinion on the matter:

 ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﺑﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﻳﻌﻨ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ذات ﻳﻮم اﻟ ﺻﻠ وﺿﺄت اﻟﻨﺒ: ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻘﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر ﻗﺎلأﺑ
 ﻓﻘﺎلﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﺗﻌﻮدﻫﺎ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ ﻧﻌﻢ ﻓﻘﺎم ﻣﺘﻮﻛﺌﺎ ﻋﻠ اﻟ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ رﺿﻓﻘﺎل ﻫﻞ ﻟﻚ ﻓ
ء ﺣﺘ ﺷﻦ ﻋﻠﺄﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻮن أﺟﺮﻫﺎ ﻟﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻓأﻣﺎ اﻧﻪ ﺳﻴﺤﻤﻞ ﺛﻘﻠﻬﺎ ﻏﻴﺮك وﻳ
ﻪ ﻟﻘﺪ اﺷﺘﺪ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ اﻟﺴﻼم ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ ﻛﻴﻒ ﺗﺠﺪﻳﻨﻚ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ واﻟدﺧﻠﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ
 ﻛﺘﺎب أﺑ ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﺟﺪت ﻓ وﻃﺎل ﺳﻘﻤ واﺷﺘﺪت ﻓﺎﻗﺘﺣﺰﻧ
 ﺳﻠﻤﺎ زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪم أﻣﺘ ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻗﺎل أو ﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أﻧﺑﺨﻂ ﻳﺪه ﻓ
وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) - Abu Ahmad – Khalid b. Tahman – Naﬁ’ b. Abi
Naﬁ’ – Ma’qil b. Yasar:
I was with the Prophet, peace be upon him, one day. Then he said, “Would you like to visit Faṭimah,
may Allah be pleased with her?” I said, “Yes.” So, he stood up, leaning on me, and said, “But, someone
else apart from you will soon bear its weight and its reward will be for you.” It was as though I was
carrying nothing until we entered upon Faṭimah, peace be upon her. He (the Prophet) said to her, “How
do you feel?” She answered, “By Allah, my grief has intensiﬁed, my want has worsened and my
sickness has lasted long.” He said, “Are you not satisﬁed that I have married you to the one who was
the ﬁrst of my Ummah to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of
them?”2
Imam al-Haythami (d. 807 H) states about this report:

 ﺑﺮﺟﺎل وﺛﻘﻮارواه أﺣﻤﺪ واﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
Ahmad and al-Tabarani recorded it with narrators who have (all) been graded thiqah (trustworthy).3
At another place, al-Haythami again comments on the same hadith with the same chain:

 وﻓﻴﻪ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن وﺛﻘﻪ أﺑﻮ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ وﻏﻴﺮه وﺑﻘﻴﺔ رﺟﺎﻟﻪرواه أﺣﻤﺪ واﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
ﺛﻘﺎت

Ahmad and al-Tabarani narrated it. In the chain is Khalid b. Tahman. Abu Hatim and others
declared him thiqah (trustworthy). The remaining narrators are (all) thiqah (trustworthy).4
But Shaykh al-Arnauṭ disagrees:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺿﻌﻴﻒ
Its chain is dha’if.5
Strangely, al-Arnauṭ gives no reason for his verdict, especially in the case of such a sensitive hadith!
Meanwhile ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) seems to have noticed this omission. In his al-DHa’ifah, after
quoting the exact report above, the ‘Allamah states:

. (1 /89 /12)  وﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻘﻪ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺴﺎﻛﺮ، (26 /5) أﺧﺮﺟﻪ أﺣﻤﺪ

 وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺿﻌﻴﻒ؛ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت؛ ﻏﻴﺮ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن؛ ﻓﻀﻌﻔﻪ:ﻗﻠﺖ
 وﻛﺎن ﻗﺒﻞ ذﻟﻚ، "ﺿﻌﻴﻒ ﺧﻠﻂ ﻗﺒﻞ ﻣﻮﺗﻪ ﺑﻌﺸﺮ ﺳﻨﻴﻦ: وﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦ.اﻷﻛﺜﺮون
."ﺛﻘﺔ
Ahmad (5/26) recorded it, and from his route Ibn Asakir (12/89/1).
I say: This chain is dha’if. Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), except Khalid b. Tahman for the
majority declared him dha’if. Ib Ma’in said, “He is dha’if. He became confused ten years before his
death. But, before that he was thiqah (trustworthy).”6
So, both Imam al-Haythami and ‘Allamah al-Albani agree that all the narrators except Khalid were
thiqah (trustworthy). However, while al-Haythami maintains that even Khalid was graded unconditionally
thiqah (trustworthy), al-Albani argues that the majority actually considered him dha’if. In a rather weird
move, ‘Allamah al-Albani makes no attempt to, at least, list out the names of some of these“majority”.
The best that he has offered is only one name: Yahya b. Ma’in! Interestingly, the same ‘Allamah even
goes ahead to refute himself elsewhere:

.ﻨﻪ ﻛﺎن اﺧﺘﻠﻂ ﻟ،وأﻣﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻌﻼء اﻟﺨﻔﺎف واﺳﻤﻪ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن ﻓﻬﻮ ﺻﺪوق

As for Abu al-‘Ala al-Khafaf, his name is Khalid b. Tahman, and he is saduq (very truthful), although
he became confused.7
This is the correct view, according to al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) as well:

 ﺧﺎﻟﺪ وﻫﻮ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻌﻼء اﻟﺨﻔﺎف ﻣﺸﻬﻮر وﻫﻮ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻮﻓﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن اﻟ
 ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊ ﺛﻢ اﺧﺘﻠﻂﻨﻴﺘﻪ ﺻﺪوق رﻣﺑ
Khalid b. Tahman al-Kuﬁ, and he is Khalid b. Abi Khalid, and he is Abu al-‘Ala al-Khafaf, well-known
with his kunya (nickname): Saduq (very truthful), accused of Shi’ism. He later became confused.8
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) has the same opinion:

 وﻋﻨﻪ، وﻋﺪة، اﻟﺨﻔﺎف ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ،ﻮﻓﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن أﺑﻮ اﻟﻌﻼء اﻟ
. ﺿﻌﻔﻪ اﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦ، ﺻﺪوق ﺷﻴﻌ،وأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ،اﻟﻔﺮﻳﺎﺑ
Khalid b. Tahman Abu al-‘Ala al-Kuﬁ, al-Khafaf, he narrated from Anas and a number (of others) while
al-Faryabi and Ahmad b. Yunus (also) narrated from him: Saduq (very truthful), a Shi’i. Ibn Ma’in
declared him dha’if.9
Apparently, Khalid was thiqah (trustworthy) or at least saduq (very truthful). However, ten years before
his death, his memory faded. In line with the Sunni hadith principles, when a reliable narrator with a
failed memory transmits a report, we ﬁrst ask if the speciﬁc report under study was narrated by him
before or during his illness. If there is clear evidence that he transmitted the hadith during his days with a
sound memory, then it is accepted from him unconditionally. However, in all other cases, a further
question is asked. Was his memory failure a serious one or not? The answer to that, as we will prove
shortly, determines the ﬁnal step. Meanwhile, ‘Allamah al-Albani here gives explanations on the case of
a narrator with a serious memory failure:

: وﻣﺜﻠﻪ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻄﻴﻦ ﻟﻪ ﺛﻼث ﺣﺎﻻت، وﻫﻮ ﺛﻘﺔ ﻟﻮﻻ اﺧﺘﻼﻃﻪ:ﻗﻠﺖ

. ‐ أن ﻳﻌﺮف أﻧﻪ ﺣﺪث ﺑﺎﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻻﺧﺘﻼط1

. ‐ أن ﻳﻌﺮف أﻧﻪ ﺣﺪث ﺑﻪ ﺑﻌﺪ اﻻﺧﺘﻼط2

. ‐ أن ﻻ ﻳﻌﺮف ﻋﻨﻪ ﻻ ﻫﺬا وﻻ ﻫﺬا3

. ﻓﻘﻂ ﻳﺤﺘﺞ ﺑﻪ؛ دون اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺘﻴﻦ اﻷﺧﺮﻳﻴﻦ اﻟﺤﺎﻟﺔ اﻷوﻟﻓﻔ
I say: He is thiqah (trustworthy) despite his confusion. A confused narrator like him has three statuses:
1. To know that he narrated the hadith before the confusion.
3. To know that he narrated the hadith during the confusion.
5. Not knowing whether he narrated it before or after.
It is only in the ﬁrst status that his ahadith are accepted as hujjah (authority), and not in the other
two statuses.10
The ﬁrst question then is: did Khalid narrate Hadith al-‘Ilm to Abu Ahmad before his confusion or
otherwise?
There is a difference of opinion on this. For instance, Imam al-Ghazali (d. 505 H) states:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﻣﻌﻘﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر وﺿﺄت اﻟﻨﺒوﻷﺣﻤﺪ واﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
 ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺗﻌﻮدﻫﺎ اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ وﻓﻴﻪ أﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أنوﺳﻠﻢ ذات ﻳﻮم ﻓﻘﺎل ﻫﻞ ﻟﻚ ﻓ
 ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ وإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢزوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪم أﻣﺘ
Ahmad and al-Tabarani narrated from the hadith of Ma’qil b. Yasar: “I helped the Prophet, peace be
upon him, to perform ablution one day. Then he said, ‘Would you like to visit Faṭimah?’” Part of the
hadith is this: “‘Are you not satisﬁed that I have married you to the one who was the ﬁrst of my Ummah
to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of them?’” Its chain is
sahih.11
He apparently believes that Abu Ahmad heard the hadith from Khalid before the latter’s confusion.
Meanwhile, ‘Allamah al-Albani and Shaykh al-Arnauṭ disagree. To them, he transmitted the report

during the last ten years of his life. For the purpose of our research, we stick with the duo. Therefore, we
will proceed in our investigation on the basis of an unproved assumption that Khalid narrated Hadith al‘Ilm with a failed memory.
The next question then is: did Khalid have a serious memory problem? Imam Ibn Hibban says “no”:

 وﻳﻬﻢ ﻳﺨﻄ.... ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن
Khalid b. Tahman.... He made mistakes and hallucinated.12
That expression is used only in mild cases. Where the memory failure is serious, the muhadithun of the
Ahl al-Sunnah employ terms like “he made mistakes a lot”13 and “he hallucinated a lot”14. Khalid did
NOT make mistakes a lot, and never hallucinated a lot. Truly, his memory failure caused him to make
mistakes, and to hallucinate. But, things were never serious. His mistakes and hallucinations were only
occasional. Therefore, he still transmitted completely authentic ahadith during those last ten years of his
lifetime. So, ‘Allamah al-Albani tells us about another narrator who was exactly like Khalid:

 "اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺤﻴﻦ "؛ وإن ﻛﺎنواﻟﺠﺮﻳﺮي‐ واﺳﻤﻪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ إﻳﺎس‐ ﻣﺤﺘﺞ ﺑﻪ ﻓ
 وﻛﺄﻧﻪ ﻟﻬﺬا اﺣﺘﺞ ﺑﻪ اﺑﻦ،ﻦ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺤﺶ اﺧﺘﻼﻃﻪ وﻟ،اﺧﺘﻠﻂ ﻗﺒﻞ ﻣﻮﺗﻪ ﺑﺜﻼث ﺳﻨﻴﻦ
 أن ﻳﺤﺘﺞ ﻓﻤﺜﻠﻪ ﻳﻨﺒﻐ، وأﻛﺜﺮ ﻫﻮ ﻋﻨﻪ،"  "ﺻﺤﻴﺤﻪ " ﺗﺒﻌﺎً ﻟـ "اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺤﻴﻦﺣﺒﺎن ﻓ
 ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻪ ﻓﺈذا ﺗﻮﺑﻊ أو ﻛﺎن ﻟﻪ ﺷﻮاﻫﺪ‐ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺸﺄن ﻓ،ﺑﻪ ﻣﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻈﻬﺮ ﺧﻄﺆه
.ﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟﻫﺬا‐؛ ﻓﻼ ﻳﻀﺮ ﻏﺮاﺑﺘﻪ ﻓﻴﻪ إن ﺷﺎء اﻟ
Al-Jurayri – and his name is Sa’id b. Iyas – IS RELIED UPON AS A HUJJAH IN THE TWO SAHIHS,
despite he became confused three years before his death. HOWEVER, HIS CONFUSION WAS
NOT SERIOUS. Perhaps, it was for this reason that Ibn Hibban has (also) relied upon him as a hujjah in
his Sahih, copying the two Sahihs, and has narrated a lot from him. In the case of a narrator like him,
it is appropriate to take him as a hujjah where his mistake is not evident. So, where he is supported
by another narrator in narrating the same report from the same person, or there are corroborating
reports – as in the case of this hadith – then his oddness does no harm to it insha Allah Ta’la.15
Armed with this information, one can conﬁdently say that Hadith al-‘Ilm, as narrated by Khalid – even
without support or corroboration – is at least hasan in itself. Imam al-Tirmidhi16 and Shaykh Dr. Asad17
also grade the chain of Khalid b. Tahman as hasan, while Imam al-Hakim maintains that his sanad is
actually solidly sahih18. As such, the verdicts of both ‘Allamah al-Albani and Shaykh al-Arnauṭ
concerning Hadith al-‘Ilm are hasty and contrary to evidence. What is more? There also are a lot of

corroborating reports testifying for the hadith!
‘Allamah al-Hindi (d. 975 H) records one of such corroborating ahadith:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ إﻟ ﺧﻄﺐ أﺑﻮ ﺑ:  ﻗﺎلﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
 أﻧﺖ ﻟﻬﺎ ﻳﺎ ﻋﻠ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺄﺑ
 ذات ﻳﻮم ﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓﺘﻌﺮض ﻋﻠ وﺳﻴﻔ وﺟﻤﻠء إﻻ درﻋ ﻣﻦ ﺷ ﻣﺎﻟ: ﻗﺎل
 ودرﻋ ﺟﻤﻠ: ء ؟ ﻗﺎل ﻫﻞ ﻟﻚ ﻣﻦ ﺷ ﻳﺎ ﻋﻠ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﺑﻠﻎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ذﻟﻚ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟأرﻫﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﺰوﺟﻨ
ﻴﻦ ﻳﺎ ﻣﺎ ﻟﻚ ﺗﺒ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺖ ﻓﺪﺧﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺑ
:  ﻟﻔﻆﺤﺘﻚ أﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻓﻀﻠﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ وأﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وﻓﻪ أﻧﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ واﻟ
أوﻟﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ
Narrated ‘Ali:
Abu Bakr and ‘Umar sought the hand of Faṭimah in marriage from the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him. But, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, refused their proposals. So, ‘Umar said,
“You are for her, O ‘Ali.” He (‘Ali) said, “What do I have apart from my armour, my camel and my
sword?” So, ‘Ali approached the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, one day and he (the Prophet)
said, “O ‘Ali! Do you have anything?” He replied, “My camel and my armour.” I mortgaged both of them.
So, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, married Faṭimah to me. When the news got to
Faṭimah, she wept. As a result, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, went to her and said, “Why
are you weeping, O Faṭimah? I swear by Allah, I have married you to the most knowledgeable of
them, and the most clement of them, and the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam.”19
Al-Hindi comments:

 اﻟﺬرﻳﺔ اﻟﻄﺎﻫﺮة ﻓاﺑﻦ ﺟﺮﻳﺮ وﺻﺤﺤﻪ واﻟﺪوﻻﺑ
Ibn Jarir (al-Tabari) recorded it AND DECLARED IT SAHIH. Al-Dawlabi also recorded it in al-Dhurriyah
al-Tahirah.20
Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H) records another:

ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ اﻟﺪﺑﺮي ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ وﻛﻴﻊ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺠﺮاح ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻟﻤﺎ ﺗﺰوج ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ رﺿ اﻟ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ رﺿ: إﺳﺤﺎق ﺷﺮﻳﻚ ﻋﻦ أﺑأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 زوﺟﺘﻨﻴﻪ أﻋﻴﻤﺶ ﻋﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﺒﻄﻦ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻟﻠﻨﺒاﻟ
ﻪ وإﻧﻪ ﻷول وإﻧﻪ ﻷول أﺻﺤﺎﺑ ﻟﻘﺪ زوﺟﺘ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻨﺒ
ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
Ishaq b. Ibrahim al-Dabri – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Waki’ b. Al-Jarrah – Sharik – Abu Ishaq:
Verily, ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, when he married Faṭimah, may Allah be pleased with her,
she said to the Prophet, peace be upon him, “You married me to a bleary-eyed man with a big belly.”
So, the Prophet, peace be upon him, said, “I have married you to him because he was the ﬁrst of my
Sahabah to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of them.”21
Commenting on this report, Imam al-Haythami states:

 وﻫﻮ ﻣﺮﺳﻞ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎدرواه اﻟﻄﺒﺮاﻧ
Al-Tabarani records it, and it is mursal WITH A SAHIH CHAIN.22
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19. Hadith Al-‘Ilm, Proving Its Tawattur
This hadith has been narrated by a large number of the Sahabah. We will be presenting some of them,
within the limits of the length of our book. To save space, we will be quoting only the chains and the
words of the Prophet as reported by each Sahabi, except where doing this is unnecessary. Imam Ibn
Asakir (d. 571 H) records the ﬁrst riwayah:

أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺴﻤﺮﻗﻨﺪي أﻧﺎ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ أﻧﺎ
 ﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪأﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺑﻦ ﻋﻘﺪة ﻧﺎ اﻟﻔﻀﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﺳﻒ اﻟﺠﻌﻔ
 ﺑﻦ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ اﻟﻨﻬﺪي ﻋﻦ ﻋﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﺎﺷﺔ ﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻤﻐﺮاء وﻫﻮ ﺣﻤﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨﺑﻦ ﻋ
: ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ اﻟﺤﺎرث ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌأﻳﻮب ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺰ ﻋﻦ أﺑ

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل " أﻻ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺖ إﻟإن ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺷ

 ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﺣﻠﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎزوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪم أﻣﺘ
Abu al-Qasim b. Al-Samarqandi – ‘Asim b. Al-Hasan b. Muhammad b. ‘Asim – Abu ‘Umar b. Mahdi –
Abu al-‘Abbas b. ‘Uqdah – al-Fadhl b. Yusuf al-Ju’ﬁ – Muhammad b. ‘Ukashah – Abu al-Maghra
Hamid b. Al-Muthanna – Yahya b. Talhah al-Hindi – Ayub b. Al-Hizz – Abu Ishaq al-Shabi’i – al-Harith
– ‘Ali:
Verily, Faṭimah complained to the Messenger of Allah. So he said, “Are you not pleased that your
husband was the ﬁrst of my Ummah to accept Islam, and the most clement of them, and the most
knowledgeable of them”?1
He records also:

 ﺑﻦﻪ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﻋﻠأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺼﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻗﺎل ﻧﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻘﺪة ﻧﺎﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳ
 ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻗﺎﻻ ﻧﺎ ﺿﺮار ﺑﻦ ﺻﺮد ﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ وأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴ
 ﻋﻦ ﻣﺴﺮوق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ اﻟﻀﺤﺮﻳﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻌﻔﻮر ﻋﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﻋﻦ أﺑاﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻋﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ اﺑﻨﺔ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ أن اﻟﻨﺒﺣﺪﺛﺘﻨ
اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻓﻀﻠﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
Abu al-Qasim ‘Abd al-Samad b. Muhammad b. ‘Abd Allah – Abu al-Hasan ‘Ali b. Muhammad b. Ahmad
b. Muhammad b. Musa – Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Sa’id b. ‘Uqdah – Ahmad b. Yahya and Ahmad b.
Musa b. Ishaq – DHarar b. Sird – ‘Abd al-Karim b. Ya’fur – Jabir – Abu al-Duha – Masruq – ‘Aishah:
Faṭimah, the daughter of Muhammad, told me that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said to
her, “Your husband is the most knowledgeable of the believers, and the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam,
and the most clement of them.”2
Ibn Asakir proceeds to cite a further sanad for the report of ‘Aishah from Faṭimah.3 Then he records:

أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻏﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺒﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺠﻮﻫﺮي أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ ﺑﻦ
 ﻧﺎ ﺻﺎﺑﺮ ﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺒﺮﺗ ﺑﻦ أﺑاﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﺠﺤﺎف ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎ ﺗﻠﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن أﺑﻮ إدرﻳﺲ ﻋﻦ أﺑ اﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳإﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﻳﻌﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻔﺎﻃﻤﺔ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺟﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺳﻤﺎء ﺑﻨﺖ ﻋﻤﻴﺲ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ

زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ
Abu Ghalib b. Al-Bana – Abu Muhammad al-Jawhari – Abu Muhammad ‘Abd al-‘Aziz b. Al-Hasan b.
‘Ali b. Abi Sabir – Abu Habib al-‘Abbas b. Ahmad b. Muhammad al-Barti – Isma’il b. Musa – Tulayd b.
Sulayman Abu Idris – Abu al-Jihaf – a man – Asma b. ‘Umays:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said to Faṭimah: “Your husband was the ﬁrst of them to
accept Islam, and the most clement of them, and the most knowledgeable of them.”4
Of course, Imam Ahmad documents his own report with a hasan chain:

 ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﺑﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﻳﻌﻨ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪم أﻣﺘ ﻗﺎل أو ﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أﻧ....  ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻘﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر ﻗﺎلأﺑ
ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) - Abu Ahmad – Khalid b. Tahman – Naﬁ’ b. Abi
Naﬁ’ – Ma’qil b. Yasar:
.... He (the Prophet) said (to Faatimah), “Are you not satisﬁed that I have married you to the one who
was the ﬁrst of my Ummah to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most
clement of them?”5
Imam Ibn Asakir again records:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻧﺼﺮ ﺑﻦ رﺿﻮان وأﺑﻮ ﻏﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺒﻨﺎ وأﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻧﺎ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢﺑﻦ ﻧﺠﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺠﻮﻫﺮي أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﻧﺎ ﻣﻔﻀﻞ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻧﺎ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ اﻟﺠﻌﻔ ﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ اﻷﺣﻤﺴاﻟﻘﺮاﻃﻴﺴ
 ﻳﺎ... ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟ... ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻗﺎل
 زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻓﻀﻠﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ أﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أﻧ
Abu Nasr b. Ridwan, Abu Ghalib b. Al-Bana and Abu Muhammad ‘Abd Allah b. Muhammad b. Naja –
Abu Muhammad al-Jawhari – Abu Bakr b. Malik – al-‘Abbas b. Ibrahim al-Qaraṭisi – Muhammad b.
Isma’il al-Ahmasi – Mufadhdhal b. Salih – Jabir al-Ju’ﬁ – Sulayman b. Buraydah – his father
(Buraydah):

The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said... “O Faṭimah! Are you not pleased that your
husband was the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most
clement of them?”6
Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H) has a relevant report too:

ﺮﻳﻢ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﻤﺤﺎرﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ اﺷﺘ:  ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ:  اﻟﻄﻔﻴﻞ ﻗﺎلﺑﻦ ﻳﻌﻘﻮب ﻋﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 واﻟﺬي ﻧﻔﺲ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﺑﻴﺪه ﻛﺄن ﻓﺄﺗﺘﻪ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺗﻤﺸ ﺑﻴﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﺻﻠ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺴﺎرﻫﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻣﺸﻴﺘﻬﺎ ﻣﺸﻴﺔ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﺎ أﻗﺮب ﻣﺎ رأﻳﺖ ﻛﺎﻟﻴﻮم ﺿﺤ: ﺖ ﻓﻘﻠﺖﺖ ﺛﻢ ﺳﺎرﻫﺎ ﻓﻀﺤﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺒ
 ﻣﺎ ﻛﻨﺖ أﻓﻌﻞ وﻗﺪ رأى:  ﻣﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻚ ؟ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻳﺎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ أﺧﺒﺮﻳﻨ: ﺎء ﻓﻘﻠﺖﻣﻦ ﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺎﻧﻚ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ﺗﻮﻓﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻣ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
 إن ﺟﺒﺮﻳﻞ ﻛﺎن: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﺳﻠﻢ ﺳﺄﻟﻬﺎ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﺖ
 إﻻ ﺑﻪ اﻟﻌﺎم ﻣﺮﺗﻴﻦ وﻻ أراﻧ ﻛﻞ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻣﺮة وﻗﺪ ﻋﺎرﺿﻨ ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮآن ﻓﻳﻌﺎرﺿﻨ
 أﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أن:  ﻓﻘﺎل ﻓﺠﺰﻋﺖ ﺛﻢ ﺳﺎرﻧ: ﻪ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ اﻟﻣﺪﻋﻮا ﺑﻪ ﻓﺄﺟﻴﺐ ﻓﺎﺗﻘ
 ﻛﻤﺎ ﺳﺎدتزوﺟﻚ أول اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ إﺳﻼﻣﺎ وأﻋﻠﻤﻬﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ ﻓﺈﻧﻚ ﺳﻴﺪة ﻧﺴﺎء أﻣﺘ
ﻣﺮﻳﻢ ﻧﺴﺎء ﻗﻮﻣﻬﺎ
Muhammad b. ‘Uthman b. Abi Shaybah – Muhammad b. ‘Ubayd al-Muharibi – ‘Abd al-Karim b. Ya’qub
– Jabir – Abu al-Tufayl - ‘Aishah:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, complained in my room. So, Faṭimah came to him,
walking. I swear by the One in Whose Hand is ‘Aishah’s life, her style of walking was the same as that of
the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. Therefore, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, told
her something privately. She therefore wept. Then he told her another thing privately, and she laughed.
So, I said, “I do not think it is appropriate to laugh on a day like this, which is more deserving of
weeping.”
I said, “O Faṭimah, tell me what he told you.” She replied, “I will not as long as the Messenger of Allah,
peace be upon him, sees your place (i.e. is alive).” Therefore, when the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him, passed away, I asked her, and she said, “The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said:
‘Verily, Jibril used to present the Qur’an to me once every year, but has presented it twice to me this
year. I do not see except that I have been called (into the Presence of Allah) and I will answer (i.e. die
soon). Therefore, fear Allah.’ So, I became sad. Then he told me privately and said, ‘Are you not

pleased that your husband was the ﬁrst of all Muslims to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of
them? For verily you are the mistress of the women of my Ummah, as Maryam was the mistress of the
women of her people?’”7
Imam al-Daraquṭni (d. 385 H) is not left out either:

ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻋﻦ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺑﻨﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻋﻦ اﻟﺒﺮاء، إﺳﺤﺎقوﺳﺌﻞ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ أﺑ
 ﻋﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﺒﻄﻦ، زوﺟﺘﻨﻴﻪ أﺣﻤﺶ اﻟﺴﺎﻗﻴﻦ: ﻟﻤﺎ زوﺟﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ،ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ
. وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ، وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ، إﻧﻪ ﻷوﻟﻬﻢ إﺳﻼﻣﺎ:ﻓﻘﺎل

 ﺳﺌﻞ، واﺧﺘﻠﻒ ﻋﻨﻪ؛ ﻓﺮواه ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ، ﻳﺮوﻳﻪ أﺑﻮ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌ:ﻓﻘﺎل
 وﺧﺎﻟﻔﻪ. ﻋﻦ اﻟﺒﺮاء، إﺳﺤﺎق ﻫﺬا ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻻ أﻋﺮﻓﻪ إﻻ ﻓ: ﻓﻘﺎل،اﻟﺸﻴﺦ ﻋﻨﻪ
 ﻋﻦ، إﺳﺤﺎق ﻣﻦ اﻟﺸﻴﻌﺔ؛ ﻓﺮواه ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺷﻴﺦ ﻛﻮﻓ،إﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ اﻷزدي
.زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ أرﻗﻢ
He was asked about the hadith of Abu Ishaq, from al-Bara, from Faṭimah, daughter of the Messenger
of Allah, peace be upon him:
When ‘Ali married her, she said (to her father), “You have married me to someone with excited legs, and
a big belly.” So, he (the Prophet) replied, “Verily, he was the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam, and the most
knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of them.”
He (al-Daraquṭni) said: “Abu Ishaq al-Sabi’i narrated it, and it is differently narrated from him. So,
‘Umar b. Al-Muthanna narrated it.” The Shaykh (al-Daraquṭni) was asked about him, and he replied, “I
do not know him except in this (hadith) from Abu Ishaq, from al-Bara. But Ishaq b. Ibrahim al-Azdi, a
Kufan Shi’i Shaykh, narrated differently from him and narrated it from Abu Ishaq from Zayd b. Arqam.8
Let’s see what ‘Allamah al-Khawarazmi (d. 568 H) has on the matter as well:

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ، أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪوس ﻫﺬا ﻛﺘﺎﺑﺔ، ﺷﻬﺮدار ﻫﺬا إﺟﺎزةوأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻤﺮان ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻴﻢ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ،اﺑﻦ ﻣﺮدوﻳﻪ
 ﻋﻦ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻗﻴﺲ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺴﻦ اﻷﺷﻘﺮ،ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺼﻠﺖ اﻟﻬﺮوي
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وآﻟﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ان اﻟﻨﺒ: أﻳﻮب ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺎﻳﺔ ﺑﻦ رﺑﻌ،اﻷﻋﻤﺶ

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وآﻟﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻣﺮض ﻣﺮﺿﺔ ﻓﺄﺗﺘﻪ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺗﻌﻮده ﻓﻠﻤﺎ رأت ﻣﺎ ﺑﺮﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ، ﺧﺪﻳﻬﺎ ﺳﺎﻟﺖ اﻟﺪﻣﻮع ﻋﻠﺖ ﺣﺘﻣﻦ اﻟﺠﻬﺪ واﻟﻀﻌﻒ اﺳﺘﻌﺒﺮت ﻓﺒ
ﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ إﻳﺎك زوﺟﻚﺮاﻣﺔ اﻟ ﻳﺎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ان ﻟ:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وآﻟﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
" ﻣﻦ أﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ " وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ " وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
Shahrdar – ‘Abdaws – Abu Talib – Ibn Mardawayh – Ahmad b. Muhammad b. ‘Asim – ‘Imran b. ‘Abd alRahim – Abu al-Salt al-Harwi – Husayn b. Hasan al-Ashqari – Qays – al-A’mash – ‘Ibayah b, Rab’i –
Abu Ayub:
The Prophet, peace be upon him and his family, was sick. So, Faṭimah visited him. When she saw how
the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him and his family, was, in terms of struggle and weakness, she
shed tears and wept till there were tears on her cheeks. Therefore, the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him and his family, said, “O Faṭimah! It is through Allah’s Honour of you that your husband was
the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of
them.”9
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) says about al-Khawarazmi:

. ﺧﻄﻴﺐ ﺧﻮارزم، اﻟﻌﻼﻣﺔ،اﻟﻤﻮﻓﻖ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻤﺆﻳﺪ اﻟﻤ
Al-Muwaffaq b. Ahmad b. Muhammad, Abu Muayyad al-Makki: The ‘allamah (great scholar), the
preacher of Khawarazm.10
So, let us return to ‘Allamah al-Khawarazmi:

 ‐ ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ ﻣﻬﺬب اﻷﺋﻤﺔ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻤﻈﻔﺮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠوأﻧﺒﺄﻧ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻷﻧﺼﺎري وأﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﻫﺒﺔ اﻟﺑﻐﺪاد ‐ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺒﺎﻗ
 ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﺘﻨﻮﺧ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﻋﻠ: ﻗﺎﻻ،ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮاﺣﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺼﻴﻦ
ﺮ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺼﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ،اذﻧﺎ
ﺮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﺑﻦ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ،ﺷﺎذان اﻟﺒﺰاز
 ‐ ﻗﺮاءة ﻋﻠﻴﻨﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻟﻔﻈﻪ وﻣﻦ ﻛﺘﺎﺑﻪ ‐ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦﻓﺮات ﺑﻦ ﺣﻴﺎن اﻟﻌﺠﻠ
، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﻴﺮ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮﻫﺎب ﺑﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺮ،ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺼﻔﺎر اﻟﻀﺮﻳﺮ
 ﻋﻦ أم ﺳﻠﻤﺔ وﺳﻠﻤﺎن اﻟﻔﺎرﺳ، ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﺳﻴﺮﻳﻦ، ﻋﻦ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ اﻷﺣﻮل،ﻋﻦ أﻳﻮب

ﻪ ﻣﺪرك ﻟﻤﺎ أدرﻛﺖ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﺑﻨﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺴﻼم ﻗﺎل ﺑﻦ أﺑوﻋﻠ
 ان زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ: ... ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وآﻟﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ.... اﻟﻨﺴﺎء
ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ
Abu al-Muzaffar ‘Abd al-Malik b. ‘Ali b. Muhammad al-Hamdani – Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-Baqi b.
Muhammad al-Ansari and Abu al-Qasim Habat Allah b. ‘Abd al-Wahid b. al-Husayn – Abu al-Qasim
‘Ali b. al-Husayn al-Tanukhi – Abu Bakr Ahmad b. Ibrahim b. ‘Abd al-Samad b. al-Hasan b.
Muhammad b. Shadhan al-Bazaz – Abu Bakr Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. al-Husayn b. al-Khaṭṭab b.
Furat b. Hayyan al-‘Ijli – al-Hasan b. Muhammad al-Saffar al-DHarir – ‘Abd al-Wahhab b. Jabir –
Muhammad b. ‘Umayr – Ayub – ‘Asim al-Ahwal – Ibn Sirin – Umm Salamah, Salman al-Farisi and ‘Ali
b. Abi Talib, peace be upon him:
When Faṭimah, daughter of the Messenger of Allah, attained womanhood .... So, the Messenger of
Allah, peace be upon him and his family, said to her: “... Verily, your husband was the ﬁrst of them to
accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most clement of them.” 11
Imam al-Jahiz (d. 255 H) even has some further crucial information:

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ: واﻟﻔﻀﻞ ﺑﻦ دﻛﻴﻦ واﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻄﻴﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﻮاﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳوروى ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
 أﻣﺎ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻬﺎ....  ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻘﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر ﻗﺎلﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﻬﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
: وأﻓﻀﻠﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ؟ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ، وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ، ﺳﻠﻤﺎ زوﺟﺘﻚ أﻗﺪم أﻣﺘﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ أﻧ
.ﻪ رﺿﻴﺖ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ،ﺑﻠ

 ﻋﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ، وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺴﻼم ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ، ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺤﻤﻴﺪوﻗﺪ روى ﻫﺬا اﻟﺨﺒﺮ ﻳﺤﻴ
 أﻳﻮب اﻷﻧﺼﺎري ﺑﺄﻟﻔﺎﻇﻪ أو ﻧﺤﻮﻫﺎاﻟﺮﺑﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ أﺑ

وروى ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺴﻼم ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻋﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻷزرق ﻋﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻋﻦ آﺑﺎﺋﻪ
أن

ﻪ إن اﻟ، ﻳﺎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ: ﻓﻘﺎل... ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻤﺎ زوج ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ

.... وأﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ، وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ،ﺤﺘﻚ أﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ ﻓﺄﻧأﻣﺮﻧ

 وأم، وﻗﺪ روى ﻫﺬا اﻟﺨﺒﺮ ﺟﻤﺎﻋﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ أﺳﻤﺎء ﺑﻨﺖ ﻋﻤﻴﺲ:ﻗﺎل
أﻳﻤﻦ

.ﻪ وﺟﺎﺑﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ،واﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس
‘Ubayd Allah b. Musa, al-Fadhl b. Dukayn and al-Hasan b. ‘Aṭiyyah – Khalid b. Tahman – Naﬁ’ b. Abi
Naﬁ’ – Ma’qil b. Yasar: ... He (the Prophet) said to her (Faṭimah): “Are you not satisﬁed that I have
married you to the one who was the ﬁrst of my Ummah to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable
of them, and the most clement of them?” She replied, “I am pleased, O Messenger of Allah.”
This report has been narrated by Yahya b. ‘Abd al-Hamid and ‘Abd al-Salam b. Salih from Qays b. alRabi’ from Abu Ayub al-Ansari with its text or a similar one.
‘Abd al-Salam b. Salih further narrated from Ishaq al-Azraq from Ja’far b. Muhammad (al-Sadiq) from
his ancestors (Muhammad b. ‘Ali – ‘Ali b. Husayn – Husayn b. ‘Ali – ‘Ali b. Abi Talib):
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him ... said, “O Faṭimah! Verily, Allah has commanded me to
marry you to the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them, and the most
clement of them....
He (al-Jahiz) said: This report was narrated by a group of the Sahabah. Among them were Asma b.
‘Umays, Umm Ayman, Ibn ‘Abbas, and Jabir b. ‘Abd Allah.12
Imam Ibn Asakir has the closing report:

 ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﻋﻠ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﺟﺪي أﺑﻮ اﻟﻤﻔﻀﻞ ﻳﺤ
 ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ داود اﻟﺮزاز ﻧﺎ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﻋﻠاﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﻧﺎ ﺳﻼم ﺑﻦﻪ ﺑﻦ روح اﻟﻤﺪاﺋﻨأﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺴﻤﺎك ﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻧﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن اﻟﻤﺪاﺋﻨ
 ﺻﻠ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻨﺒ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﺣﻤﺶ اﻟﺴﺎﻗﻴﻦ ﻋﻈﻴﻢ اﻟﺒﻂ ﻗﻠﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺸﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ زوﺟﺘﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ زوﺟﺘﻚ ﻳﺎ ﺑﻨﻴﺔ أﻋﻈﻤﻬﻢ ﺣﻠﻤﺎ وأﻗﺪﻣﻬﻢ ﺳﻠﻤﺎ وأﻛﺜﺮﻫﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺎاﻟ

My grandfather Abu al-Fadhl Yahya b. ‘Ali – Abu al-Qasim ‘Ali b. Muhammad – Abu al-Hasan ‘Ali b.
Muhammad – Abu al-Hasan ‘Ali b. Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Dawud al-Razaz – Abu ‘Amr ‘Uthman b.
Ahmad b. al-Simak – ‘Abd Allah b. Ruh al-Madaini – Salam b. Sulayman al-Madaini – ‘Umar b. alMuthanna – Abu Ishaq – Anas b. Malik:
Faṭimah said, “You have married me to ‘Ali with excited legs, and a big belly, and who hardly walks.”
So, the Prophet, peace be upon him, replied, “I have married you, my daughter, to the most clement of
them, and the ﬁrst of them to accept Islam, and the most knowledgeable of them.”13
The following are therefore the Sahabah who have narrated Hadith al-‘Ilm:
1. ‘Aishah bint Abi Bakr
3. ‘Ali b. Abi Talib
5. Abu Ayub al-Ansari
7. Anas b. Malik
9. Asma bint ‘Umays
11. Buraydah
13. Fatimah b. Muhammad
15. Ibn ‘Abbas
17. Jabir b. ‘Abd Allah al-Ansari
19. Ma’qil b. Yasar
21. Salman al-Farisi
23. Umm Ayman
25. Umm Salamah
27. Zayd b. Arqam
This fact makes the hadith mutawatir, and therefore absolutely true, far above even the level of sahih
ahadith!

1. Abu al-Qasim ‘Ali b. al-Hasan b. Habat Allah b. ‘Abd Allah, Ibn Asakir al-Shaﬁ’i, Tarikh Madinah Dimashq (Beirut: Dar
al-Fikr; 1415 H) [annotator: ‘Ali Shiri], vol. 80, p. 113
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2nd edition, 1411 H) [annotator: Shaykh Malik al-Mahmudi], p. 112, #122
10. Shams al-Din Muhammad b. Ahmad b. ‘Uthman al-Dhahabi, Tarikh al-Islam wa Waﬁyat al-Mashahir wa al-A’lam
(Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-‘Arabi; 1st edition, 1407 H) [annotator: Dr. ‘Umar ‘Abd al-Salam Tadmuri], vol. 39, pp. 326-327
11. Al-Muwaffaq b. Ahmad al-Bakri al-Makki al-Hanaﬁ al-Khawarazmi, al-Manaqib (Qum: Muasassat al-Nashr al-Islami;
2nd edition, 1411 H) [annotator: Shaykh Malik al-Mahmudi], pp. 342-353, # 364
12. Abu ‘Uthman ‘Amr b. Bahr al-Jahiz, al-‘Uthmaniyyah (Egypt: Dar al-Kitab al-‘Arabi; 1374 H) [annotator: ‘Abd al-Salam
Muhammad Harun], pp. 289-290
13. Abu al-Qasim ‘Ali b. al-Hasan b. Habat Allah b. ‘Abd Allah, Ibn Asakir al-Shaﬁ’i, Tarikh Madinah Dimashq (Beirut: Dar
al-Fikr; 1415 H) [annotator: ‘Ali Shiri], vol. 42, p. 132

20. Hadith Al-‘Ilm, Some Further Shawahid
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) records:

 ﺑﻦ زﻳﺎدﺮ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق أﻧﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﻓﺤﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﺸﺮح ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺸﻴﺦ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺧﺎﻟﺪﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﺑﻤ اﻟﺒﻠﺨاﻟﺴﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺎﻣﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴ
 اﻟﺴﻮق إذ ﺑﻠﻐﺖ ﺣﺎزم ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﺒﻴﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﻃﻮف ﻓﻋﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﺑﻦ ﻓﺎرس ﻗﺪ رﻛﺐ داﺑﺔ وﻫﻮ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠأﺣﺠﺎر اﻟﺰﻳﺖ ﻓﺮأﻳﺖ ﻗﻮﻣﺎ ﻣﺠﺘﻤﻌﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 وﻗﺎص ﻓﻮﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻃﺎﻟﺐ واﻟﻨﺎس وﻗﻮف ﺣﻮاﻟﻴﻪ إذ أﻗﺒﻞ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑأﺑ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺘﻘﺪم ﺳﻌﺪ ﻓﺄﻓﺮﺟﻮا ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘ ﺑﻦ أﺑ رﺟﻞ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ:  ﻣﺎ ﻫﺬا ؟ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا:
ﻦ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ ﻳﺎ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠ: وﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل
ﻦ ازﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎسﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻦ أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠأﻟﻢ ﻳ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻦ ﺧﺘﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ أﻟﻢ ﻳ:  ﻗﺎلﻦ أﻋﻠﻢ اﻟﻨﺎس ؟ وذﻛﺮ ﺣﺘأﻟﻢ ﻳ

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻦ ﺻﺎﺣﺐ راﻳﺔ رﺳﻮل اﻟ اﺑﻨﺘﻪ أﻟﻢ ﻳوﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﻠﻬﻢ إن ﻫﺬا ﻳﺸﺘﻢ وﻟﻴﺎ ﻣﻦ أوﻟﻴﺎﺋﻚ: ﻏﺰواﺗﻪ ؟ ﺛﻢ اﺳﺘﻘﺒﻞ اﻟﻘﺒﻠﺔ ورﻓﻊ ﻳﺪﻳﻪ وﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺗﻔﺮﻗﻨﺎ ﺣﺘ ﻓﻮ اﻟ:  ﺗﺮﻳﻬﻢ ﻗﺪرﺗﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻗﻴﺲﻓﻼ ﺗﻔﺮق ﻫﺬا اﻟﺠﻤﻊ ﺣﺘ
 ﺗﻠﻚ اﻷﺣﺠﺎر ﻓﺎﻧﻔﻠﻖ دﻣﺎﻏﻪ وﻣﺎت ﻫﺎﻣﺘﻪ ﻓﺳﺎﺧﺖ ﺑﻪ داﺑﺘﻪ ﻓﺮﻣﺘﻪ ﻋﻠ
Abu Bakr b. Ishaq – al-Hasan b. ‘Ali b. Ziyad al-Sirri – Hamid b. Yahya al-Balakhi –Sufyan – Isma’il b.
Abi Khalid – Qays b. Abi Hazim:
I was in Madinah. While I was moving around in the market, oil stones arrived. So, I saw some people
crowding around a Persian man who was riding an animal and cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib. People stood
round him when Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas turned and stood in front of them and he asked, “What is this?”
They replied, “A man cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.” So, Sa’d moved forward and they made way for him until
he stood before him and said, “O you! On what basis do you curse ‘Ali b. Abi Talib? Is he not the ﬁrst to
accept Islam? Is he not the ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him? Is he
not the most ascetic of mankind? Is he not the most knowledgeable of mankind?” He mentioned (the
merits of ‘Ali) until he said, “Is he not the son-in-law of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, who
married his daughter? Is he not the ﬂagbearer of the Messenger of Allah in his battles?” Then he faced
the Qiblah and raised his hand and said, “O Allah! This one curses one of your beloved friends.
Therefore, do not let this crowd disperse before you show them Your Power.”
Qays said: “By Allah, we had not dispersed when the animal capsized him and threw him on his head
into those stones. So, his brain broke open and he died.”1
Al-Hakim declares:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.2
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) conﬁrms:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim3
Of course, the context of Sa’d’s words is clear. After the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi,

Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib, ‘alaihi al-salam, is the most knowledgeable of all mankind, from the
beginning of existence till the Hour. That naturally includes both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar. This is a very
powerful testimony from one of the most senior Sahabah, and one of the earliest Muslims. Shaykh Ibn
Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) claims the ijma’ of Sunni ‘ulama that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar were more
knowledgeable than ‘Ali. Apparently, Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas, radhiyallahu ‘anhu, was not part of that
consensus, nor was the Messenger of Allah!
Imam Hasan b. ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, is the best of the Ahl al-Bayt, ‘alaihim al-salam, after the Prophet
and Amir al-Muminin. Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) records his opinion too:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻟﻘﺪ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟ رﺿ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻗﺘﻞ ﻋﻠ ﻗﺎل ﺧﻄﺒﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﺣﺒﺸ
ﻢ رﺟﻞ ﺑﺎﻷﻣﺲ ﻣﺎ ﺳﺒﻘﻪ اﻷوﻟﻮن ﺑﻌﻠﻢ وﻻ أدرﻛﻪ اﻵﺧﺮونﻓﺎرﻗ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Waki’ – Israil – Abu Ishaq – ‘Amr b. Habashi:
Al-Hasan b. ‘Ali delievered a sermon to us after the killing of ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, and
said: “Verily, a man has left you yesterday. The awwalun (people of old)4 never surpassed him in
knowledge, and the akhirun (later ones)5 never reach his level (in knowledge).6
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

ﺣﺴﻦ
Hasan7
This conﬁrms the words of Sa’d. None among those who had died among the Sahabah – including Abu
Bakr and ‘Umar – ever reached the level of Amir al-Muminin in knowledge. In fact, none among all past
human generations from Adam was ever more knowledgeable than ‘Ali. Moreover, apart from
Muhammad himself8, no other human being in our Ummah has ever attained, and none will ever reach,
‘Ali’s level in knowledge till the Day of Resurrection. Apparently, al-Hasan too was not part of the socalled consensus of Sunni ‘ulama!
Let us seal this with the words of a top-ranking Sunni scholar. His name was ‘Aṭa. Imam al-Dhahabi
proclaims about him:

ﺔ روى ﻋﻦ زﻣﺎﻧﻪ ﺑﻤ ﺳﻴﺪ اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ ﻋﻠﻤﺎ وﻋﻤﻼ وإﺗﻘﺎﻧﺎ ﻓ، رﺑﺎحﻋﻄﺎء ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 وﻛﺎن ﺣﺠﺔ إﻣﺎﻣﺎ. وﻋﺎش ﺗﺴﻌﻴﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ أو أزﻳﺪ.ﺒﺎر واﻟ، ﻫﺮﻳﺮة وأﺑ،ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ
. ﻣﺎ رأﻳﺖ ﻣﺜﻠﻪ: أﺧﺬ ﻋﻨﻪ أﺑﻮ ﺣﻨﻴﻔﺔ وﻗﺎل،ﻛﺒﻴﺮ اﻟﺸﺄن
‘Aṭa b. Abi Rabah, the master of the Tabi’in in knowledge, piety, and generosity during his era in
Makkah. He narrated from ‘Aishah, Abu Hurayrah and the senior (Sahabah). He lived 90 years or a little
over. He was an hujjah (authority), an Imam of great signiﬁcance. Abu Hanifah learned from him,
and said, “I have never seen anyone like him”.9
Al-Haﬁz also submits:

ﺔ واﺣﺪ اﻟﻔﻘﻬﺎء واﻷﺋﻤﺔ ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﻣ....  رﺑﺎحﻋﻄﺎء ﺑﻦ أﺑ
‘Aṭa b. Abi Rabah.... He lived in Makkah. He was one of the jurists and Imams.10
So, was this great Imam part of the alleged “consensus”? Imam Ibn Abi Shaybah (d. 235 H) records:

 ﻛﺎن: ﻗﻠﺖ ﻟﻌﻄﺎء: ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻗﺎلﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪة ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ واﻟ، ﻻ:؟ ﻗﺎلﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﺣﺪ أﻋﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻠ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ أﺻﺤﺎب رﺳﻮل اﻟﻓ
!أﻋﻠﻤﻪ
‘Abdah b. Sulayman – ‘Abd al-Malik b. Abi Sulayman:
I said to ‘Aṭa: “Was there ANYONE among the Sahabah of the Messenger of Allah who was more
knowledgeable than ‘Ali?” He replied, “I swear by Allah, I do NOT know any such person!”11
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states about the ﬁrst narrator:

 ﻳﻘﺎل اﺳﻤﻪ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖﻮﻓ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﻼﺑﻋﺒﺪة ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن اﻟ
‘Abdah b. Sulayman al-Kalabi, Abu Muhammad al-Kuﬁ, it is said that his name was ‘Abd al-Rahman:
Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate).12
Concerning the second narrator, he says:

ﻮن اﻟﺮاء وﺑﺎﻟﺰاي ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻤﻬﻤﻠﺔ وﺳ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻣﻴﺴﺮة اﻟﻌﺮزﻣﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻤﻠﻚ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
اﻟﻤﻔﺘﻮﺣﺔ ﺻﺪوق ﻟﻪ أوﻫﺎم
‘Abd al-Malik b. Abi Sulayman Maysarah al-‘Arzami: Saduq (very truthful), he had hallucinations.13
The chain is therefore hasan due to ‘Abd al-Malik.
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21. Hadith Al-Istislam, Investigating Its

Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) admits that Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, was the ﬁrst human
being ever to accept Islam from the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi:

 ﺻﻠﻴﺖ ﺳﺘﺔ أﺷﻬﺮ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﻬﺬا ﻣﻤﺎ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ ﺑﻄﻼﻧﻪ ﺑﺎﻟﻀﺮورةﺛﻢ ﻓﻴﻪ ﻗﻮل ﻋﻠ
 ﻗﺒﻞﻴﻒ ﻳﺼﻠﺮ وﺧﺪﻳﺤﺔ ﻳﻮﻣﺎ أو ﻧﺤﻮه ﻓ ﺑﻓﺈن ﺑﻴﻦ إﺳﻼﻣﻪ وإﺳﻼم زﻳﺪ وأﺑ
اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺴﺘﺔ أﺷﻬﺮ
Then, in it (i.e. the report) is the statement “’Ali performed Salat six months before anyone else”, this
(statement) is one which is known to be necessarily fallacious, because between his (‘Ali’s)
acceptance of Islam and the acceptance of Islam by Zayd, Abu Bakr and Khadijah was only a
distance of one day or a period like that. So, how did he perform Salat six months before anyone
else?1
So, ‘Ali accepted Islam one whole day before Khadijah, Zayd and Abu Bakr. But then, our dear Shaykh
has a surprise package for us:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻤﻨﻮع ﺑﻞ اﻛﺜﺮ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ اﻟﻨﺒ أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠﻗﻮل اﻟﻘﺎﺋﻞ ﻋﻠ
 ﻗﺒﻠﻪﺮ ﺻﻠ ﺧﻼف ذﻟﻚ وان أﺑﺎ ﺑاﻟﻨﺎس ﻋﻠ
The claim that ‘Ali was the ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, is
impossible. Rather, the majority of the people hold a contrary view, and believe that Abu Bakr
perform Salat before him (i.e. ‘Ali).2
One wonders. Since Amir al-Muminin accepted Islam before Abu Bakr, how come the latter offered
Salat before him? Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah attempts to solve the puzzle:

ﺮ أول ﻣﻦ اﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻬﻮ اﺳﺒﻖ أول ﻣﻦ اﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﻴﻞ أﺑﻮ ﺑﻓﺎن اﻟﻨﺎس ﻣﺘﻨﺎزﻋﻮن ﻓ
 ﻛﺎن ﺻﻐﻴﺮا وإﺳﻼم اﻟﺼﺒﻦ ﻋﻠ وﻗﻴﻞ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺒﻠﻪ ﻟإﺳﻼﻣﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻠ
ﺮ أﻛﻤﻞ واﻧﻔﻊ ﺑ أن إﺳﻼم أﺑﻓﻴﻪ ﻧﺰاع ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻌﻠﻤﺎء وﻻ ﻧﺰاع ﻓ

The people disagreed about who accepted Islam ﬁrst. It is said that Abu Bakr was the ﬁrst to accept
Islam, and therefore accepted Islam before ‘Ali. It is (also) said that ‘Ali accepted Islam before him.
However, ‘Ali was a child, and the acceptance of Islam by a child, there is disagreement over it
(i.e. its validity) among the ‘ulama. Meanwhile, there is no disagreement about the fact that the
acceptance of Islam by Abu Bakr was more perfect and more beneﬁcial (than that of ‘Ali).3
He adds:

 اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﺑﺎﺗﻔﺎقﻔﺮ ﻓﻢ اﻟ اﻟﻤﻮﻟﻮد ﺑﻴﻦ أﺑﻮﻳﻦ ﻛﺎﻓﺮﻳﻦ ﻳﺠﺮي ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺣواﻟﺼﺒ
ﻢ اﻹﺳﻼم ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﺒﻠﻮغ ﻋﻠاﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ وإذا أﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﺒﻠﻮغ ﻓﻬﻞ ﻳﺠﺮي ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺣ
ﺎن إﺳﻼمﻗﻮﻟﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﻌﻠﻤﺎء ﺑﺨﻼف اﻟﺒﺎﻟﻎ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻳﺼﻴﺮ ﻣﺴﻠﻤﺎ ﺑﺎﺗﻔﺎق اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ ﻓ
ﻮن ﻓﻬﻞ ﻳﻔﺮ ﺑﺎﺗﻔﺎق اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ وأﻣﺎ إﺳﻼم ﻋﻠاﻟﺜﻼﺛﺔ ﻣﺨﺮﺟﺎ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟ
 أن إﺳﻼم اﻟﺼﺒ ﻗﻮﻟﻴﻦ ﻣﺸﻬﻮرﻳﻦ وﻣﺬﻫﺐ اﻟﺸﺎﻓﻌﻔﺮ ﻋﻠﻣﺨﺮﺟﺎ ﻟﻪ ﻣﻦ اﻟ
ﻔﺮﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺨﺮج ﻟﻪ ﻣﻦ اﻟ
A child born to two pagan parents is considered a pagan in this world by the consensus of
Muslims. If he accepts Islam before maturity, is he considered a Muslim before he reaches maturity?
There are two opinions among the ‘ulama, as opposed to the situation of a matured person (who accepts
Islam) because he (the matured person) is considered a Muslim by the consensus of Muslims. So, the
acceptance of Islam by the three (i.e. Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman) took them out of paganism by the
consensus of Muslims. However, the acceptance of Islam by ‘Ali, did it take him out of paganism?
There are two well-known opinions. The opinion of (Imam) al-Shaﬁ’i was that the acceptance of
Islam by a child does not take him out of paganism.4
Our Shaykh has not explicitly endorsed either of the two opinions. Nonetheless, we will proceed with the
assumption that Imam al-Shaﬁ’i was correct.
The ﬁrst question here is: was ‘Ali really a “child” when he accepted Islam? Imam Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr (d.
463 H) answers:

 ﻋﺸﺮة ﺳﻨﺔ وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺛﻼث ﻋﺸﺮة ﺳﻨﺔ وﻗﻴﻞ اﺑﻦ اﺛﻨﺘﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﻴﻞ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ
.... وﻗﻴﻞ اﺑﻦ ﺧﻤﺲ ﻋﺸﺮة وﻗﻴﻞ اﺑﻦ ﺳﺖ ﻋﺸﺮة وﻗﻴﻞ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺸﺮ وﻗﻴﻞ اﺑﻦ ﺛﻤﺎن

وذﻛﺮ أﺑﻮ زﻳﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺷﺒﺔ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﺮﻳﺞ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻨﻌﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻔﺮات ﺑﻦ

 ﺑﻦﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل أﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ اﻟاﻟﺴﺎﺋﺐ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻴﻤﻮن ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺮان ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
 وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺛﻼث وﺳﺘﻴﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺛﻼث ﻋﺸﺮة ﺳﻨﺔ وﺗﻮﻓأﺑ
 ذﻟﻚﻪ ﻫﺬا أﺻﺢ ﻣﺎ ﻗﻴﻞ ﻓﻋﻤﺮ رﺣﻤﻪ اﻟ
Abu ‘Umar said, “It is said that ‘Ali accepted Islam when he was thirteen years old. It is said that he was
twelve years old. It is said that he was ﬁfteen years old. It is said that he was sixteen years old. It is said
that he was ten years old. It is said that he was eight years old....
Abu Zayd ‘Umar b. Shaybah mentioned that – Surayj b. al-Nu’man – al-Furat b. al-Saib – Maymun b.
Mahran – Ibn ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with them both: “Ali b. Abi Talib accepted Islam while he
was THIRTEEN YEARS OLD and died when he was sixty-three years old”. Abu ‘Umar, may Allah
be merciful to him, said: “This is the most correct opinion on the matter”.5
Therefore, ‘Ali was thirteen years old when he accepted Islam at the hands of the Messenger of Allah.
But, was he a matured person then, or was he still a child? Let us get the testimony of an eye-witness.
Imam al-Haythami (d. 807 H) records:

 وأول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺮﺟﺎل ﻋﻠ:  راﻓﻊ ﻗﺎلﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﺧﺪﻳﺠﺔ
Narrated Abu Raﬁ’:
The ﬁrst to accept Islam among the male adults was ‘Ali and the ﬁrst to accept Islam from the female
adults was Khadijah.6
Al-Haythami comments:

رواه اﻟﺒﺰار ورﺟﺎﻟﻪ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ
Al-Bazzar recorded it and its narrators are narrators of the Sahih7
So, Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali was an “adult” when he accepted Islam. Therefore, his Islam was – in terms of
quality - as “perfect” as that of Abu Bakr and the other khalifahs. Moreover, ‘Ali accepted Islam about
twenty hours or more before Zayd, Abu Bakr and Khadijah, according to the admission of Shaykh Ibn
Taymiyyah. Therefore, he enjoyed precedence in his “perfect” Islam over all others. This is further
conﬁrmed by this hadith documented by Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H):

 ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ، ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق، اﻟﺼﻨﻌﺎﻧ اﻟﻨﺮﺳﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻷﻋﻠ
 ﻋﻦ،ﻨﺪي ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻴﻢ اﻟ، ﺻﺎدق ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻛﻬﻴﻞ،ﺳﻔﻴﺎن اﻟﺜﻮري
 أوﻟﻬﺎ، ﻧﺒﻴﻬﺎ أول ﻫﺬه اﻷﻣﺔ ورودا ﻋﻠ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل اﻟ رﺿﺳﻠﻤﺎن اﻟﻔﺎرﺳ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻠ،إﺳﻼﻣﺎ
Al-Hasan b. ‘Abd al-A’la al-Narsi al-Sana’ani – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Sufyan al-Thawri – Salamah b.
Kuhayl – Abu Sadiq – ‘Alim al-Kindi – Salman al-Farisi, may Allah be pleased with him:
“The ﬁrst of this Ummah to meet its Prophet (on the Day of Resurrection) will be the ﬁrst of them to
accept Islam, ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”8
Shaykh al-Haji comments:

: وﻗﺎل ﺣﻤﺪي اﻟﺴﻠﻔ. ورﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت: ﻗﺎل اﻟﻬﻴﺜﻤ:اﻹﺳﻨﺎد

. إن إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ واﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺮواة ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﺑﻌﺪ اﺧﺘﻼﻃﻪ:ﻗﻠﺖ
The chain: Al-Haythami said, “Its narrators are thiqah (trustworthy)”. Hamadi al-Salaﬁ also said: “I
say: ‘Ibrahim and al-Hasan are among those narrators who transmitted from ‘Abd al-Razzaq during his
confusion.”9
In simple words, the narrators are all trustworthy indeed. However, al-Hasan narrated from ‘Abd alRazzaq after the latter’s memory failure and during the consequent confusion. However, the report of
‘Abd al-Razzaq is corroborated by this report, recorded by Imam Ibn Abi Shaybah (d. 235 H):

 ﺻﺎدق ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻴﻢﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺸﺎم ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻗﻴﺲ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻛﻬﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻧﺒﻴﻬﺎ أوﻟﻬﺎ إﺳﻼﻣﺎ ﻋﻠ أول ﻫﺬه اﻷﻣﺔ ورودا ﻋﻠ:ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل
.ﻃﺎﻟﺐ
Mu’awiyah b. Hisham – Qays – Salamah b. Kuhayl – Abu Sadiq – ‘Alim – Salman:
“The ﬁrst of this Ummah to meet its Prophet (on the Day of Resurrection will be the ﬁrst of them to
accept Islam, ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”10

We already know about the trustworthiness of Salamah, Abu Sadiq and ‘Alim al-Kindi. What about
Mu’awiyah and Qays? Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states about Mu’awiyah:

 أﺳﺪ وﻳﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺑﻦ ﺑﻨ ﻣﻮﻟﻮﻓﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺸﺎم اﻟﻘﺼﺎر أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟ
 اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺻﺪوق ﻟﻪ أوﻫﺎمأﺑ
Mu’awiyah b. Hisham al-Qasar, Abu al-Hasan al-Kuﬁ, freed slave of Banu Asad, he is also Mu’awiyah
b. Abi al-‘Abbas: Saduq (very truthful), he had hallucinations.11
Qays is almost like that too, according to al-Haﬁz:

 ﺻﺪوق ﺗﻐﻴﺮ ﻟﻤﺎ ﻛﺒﺮوأدﺧﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﺑﻨﻪﻮﻓﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺮﺑﻴﻊ اﻷﺳﺪي أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟ
ﻣﺎ ﻟﻴﺲ ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻪ ﻓﺤﺪث ﺑﻪ
Qays b. al-Rabi’ al-Asadi, Abu Muhamamd al-Kuﬁ: Saduq (very truthful). His memory deteriorated
when he became old, and his son told him things that were not part of his (original) ahadith, and he
(Qays) narrated them as ahadith.12
Both were very truthful, but with varying memory problems. Nonetheless, their report is a very good
shahid for the riwayah of ‘Abd al-Razzaq. As a result, one can safely conclude that the athar of Salman
al-Farisi above, narrated by ‘Abd al-Razzaq, is sahih bi shawahidih. Therefore, Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b.
Abi Talib was the ﬁrst human being, and the ﬁrst male adult, to accept Islam.
Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H) records a hadith that further corroborates this submission:

 ﻗﺎﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﻌﻔﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﺎر و ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺜﻨ
 ﺣﻤﺰة رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻗﺎل ﺳﻤﻌﺖ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ أﺑ
أرﻗﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ
Muhammad b. Bashar and Muhammad b. al-Muthanna – Muhammad b. Ja’far – Shu’bah b. ‘Amr b.
Marrah – Abu Hamza, who was a man from the Ansar – Zayd b. Arqam:
“The ﬁrst to accept Islam was ‘Ali.”13
Al-Tirmidhi states:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
This hadith is hasan sahih14
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) agrees:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
It has a sahih chain15
Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H) also documents:

 ﻋﻦ، ﻋﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﻟﺠﺰري، ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ، ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق،ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ
ﻪ اﻟ رﺿأول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ: ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ،ﻣﻘﺴﻢ
Ishaq b. Ibrahim – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – ‘Uthman al-Jazari – Miqsam – ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Abbas:
“The ﬁrst one to accept Islam was ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him.”16
Shaykh al-Haji comments:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت
A sahih hadith. Its narrators are trustworthy.17
Imam Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr caps the references:

 ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري وزﻳﺪ ذر واﻟﻤﻘﺪاد وﺧﺒﺎب وﺟﺎﺑﺮ وأﺑوروى ﻋﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺎن وأﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ وﻓﻀﻠﻪ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻋﻠ اﻟ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ اﻷرﻗﻢ أن ﻋﻠ
ﻏﻴﺮه
Salman, Abu Dharr, al-Miqdad, Khabab, Jabir, Abu Sa’id al-Khudri and Zayd b. Arqam narrated that ‘Ali

b. Abi Talib, may Allah be pleased with him, was the ﬁrst to accept Islam, and these people placed him
in rank above everyone else.18
Notably, along with Ibn ‘Abbas and Abu Raﬁ’, those were nine Sahabah. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H)
records about the tenth Sahabi –Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas:

 اﻟﺴﻮق إذ ﺑﻠﻐﺖ ﺣﺎزم ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﺒﻴﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﻃﻮف ﻓﻋﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﺑﻦ ﻓﺎرس ﻗﺪ رﻛﺐ داﺑﺔ وﻫﻮ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠأﺣﺠﺎر اﻟﺰﻳﺖ ﻓﺮأﻳﺖ ﻗﻮﻣﺎ ﻣﺠﺘﻤﻌﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 وﻗﺎص ﻓﻮﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻃﺎﻟﺐ واﻟﻨﺎس وﻗﻮف ﺣﻮاﻟﻴﻪ إذ أﻗﺒﻞ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑأﺑ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺘﻘﺪم ﺳﻌﺪ ﻓﺄﻓﺮﺟﻮا ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘ ﺑﻦ أﺑ رﺟﻞ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ:  ﻣﺎ ﻫﺬا ؟ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا:
ﻦ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ ﻳﺎ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠ: وﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻦ أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠأﻟﻢ ﻳ
Narrated Qays b. Abi Hazim:
I was in Madinah. While I was moving around in the market, oil stones arrived. So, I saw some people
crowding around a Persian man who was riding an animal and cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib. People stood
round him when Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas turned and stood in front of them and he asked, “What is this?”
They replied, “A man cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.” So, Sa’d moved forward and they made way for him until
he stood before him and said, “O you! On what basis do you curse ‘Ali b. Abi Talib? Is he not the ﬁrst
to accept Islam? Is he not the ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon
him?....”19
Al-Hakim declares:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.20
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) conﬁrms:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim21

With the above, it can be conﬁdently declared that the reports stating that ‘Ali was the ﬁrst ever to accept
Islam are mutawatir, and therefore absolutely true and undisputable. Moreover, that fact is further
corroborated by another mutawatir tradition of the Prophet – Hadith al-‘Ilm – narrated by fourteen of the
Sahabah!
Additional evidence that Amir al-Muminin had become an “adult” before he recited the shahadah of
Islam lies in the fact that the Prophet performed the congregational prayers with him. He would not do
that with a child! The report of Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas is already cited above. Meanwhile, there is
corroboration in this hadith documented by Imam al-Tirmidhi:

 ﺑﻠﺞ ﻋﻦﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻤﻴﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﺎر ﻋﻦ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 ﻋﻠ أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠ:ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﻴﻤﻮن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل
Muhammad b. Hamid – Ibrahim b. al-Mukhtar – Shu’bah – Abu Balj – ‘Amr b. Maymun – Ibn ‘Abbas:
“The ﬁrst to perform Salat was ‘Ali.”22
‘Allamah al-Albani says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih23
Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) records a shahid for the above report:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎرون اﻧﺎ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻗﺎل أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﺎ ﺣﻤﺰة ﻳﺤﺪث ﻋﻦ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ أرﻗﻢ ﻗﺎل أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠ
 ﻋﻨﻪﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ اﻟ رﺿﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠ اﻟﺻﻠ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yazid b. Harun – Shu’bah – ‘Amr b. Marrah –
Abu Hamzah – Zayd b Arqam:
“The ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, was ‘Ali, may Allah the Most
High be pleased with him.”24

Quite surprisingly, Shaykh al-Arnauṭ states about it:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺿﻌﻴﻒ
Its chain is dha’if25
As usual, he has given no reason for the weird verdict. So, let us independently verify the strength of
that sanad. Is the above report authentic? Or, is it really weak?
Al-Haﬁz says about the ﬁrst narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﻟﺪ اﻹﻣﺎم ﺛﻘﺔﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Abd Allah b. Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal al-Shaybani, Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman: son of the Imam,
thiqah (trustworthy).26
He further states about the second narrator:

 اﻟﻤﺮوزي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﺑﻐﺪاد أﺑﻮأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻫﻼل ﺑﻦ أﺳﺪ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧ
ﻪ أﺣﺪ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﺣﺠﺔﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal b. Hilal b. Asad al-Shaybani al-Maruzi, a Baghdad resident, Abu ‘Abd
Allah: One of the Imams, thiqah (trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist), jurist, hujjah (an
authority).27
Concerning the third narrator, the verdict is the same, according to al-Haﬁz:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﺘﻘﻦ ﻋﺎﺑﺪ ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ اﻟﻮاﺳﻄﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎرون ﺑﻦ زاذان اﻟﺴﻠﻤ
Yazid b. Harun b. Zazan al-Sulami, their freed slave, Abu Khalid al-Wasiṭi: Thiqah (trustworthy),
extremely precise, a great worshipper of Allah.28
The fourth narrator, Shu’bah, needs no introduction. Al-Haﬁz makes some ground-breaking
pronouncements about him nonetheless:

 ﺛﻢ اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑﺴﻄﺎم اﻟﻮاﺳﻄﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج ﺑﻦ اﻟﻮرد اﻟﻌﺘ
 اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻣﺘﻘﻦ ﻛﺎن اﻟﺜﻮري ﻳﻘﻮل ﻫﻮ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓ
Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj b. al-Ward al-‘Atki, their freed slave, Abu Busṭam al-Wasiṭi, al-Basri: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist), extremely precise. Al-Thawri used to say: “He was the amir
al-muminin (the supreme leader) in al-Hadith.”29
He has a very simple verdict about the ﬁfth narrator as well:

 ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﺠﻴﻢ واﻟﻤﻴﻢ اﻟﻤﺮادي أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻃﺎرق اﻟﺠﻤﻠﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﺛﻘﺔ ﻋﺎﺑﺪ ﻛﺎن ﻻ ﻳﺪﻟﺲ اﻷﻋﻤﻮﻓﻪ اﻟاﻟ
‘Amr b. Marrah b. ‘Abd Allah b. Tariq al-Jamali al-Muradi, Abu ‘Abd Allah al-Kuﬁ, the blind person:
Thiqah (trustworthy), a great worshipper of Allah. He did NOT do tadlis.30
The last narrator is like that too, as pronounced by al-Haﬁz:

 اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻧﺰلﻮن اﻟﻴﺎء أﺑﻮ ﺣﻤﺰة ﻣﻮﻟ ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻬﻤﺰة وﺳﻃﻠﺤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ اﻷﻳﻠ
ﻮﻓﺔ وﺛﻘﻪ اﻟﻨﺴﺎﺋاﻟ
Talhah b. Yazid al-Ayli, the freed slave of the Ansar, he lived in Kufah: Al-Nasai declared him thiqah
(trustworthy).31
So, all the narrators are thiqah (trustworthy), and there is no evidence of disconnection in the chain. As
such, the isnad is sahih without a doubt! ‘Allamah al-Albani also states about another hadith with a very
similar sanad:

 ﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﺎ ﺣﻤﺰة: ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻗﺎل... أﺧﺮﺟﻪ أﺑﻮ داود
 وﻫﺬا ﺳﻨﺪ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ:ﻗﻠﺖ.... أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ أرﻗﻢ ﻗﺎل
 ووﺛﻘﻪ اﺑﻦ، ﺣﻤﺰة واﺳﻤﻪ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ اﻷﻧﺼﺎري ﻓﻤﻦ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺒﺨﺎريﻏﻴﺮ أﺑ
.ﺣﺒﺎن واﻟﻨﺴﺎﺋ

Abu Dawud recorded it ... through the route of Shu’bah – ‘Amr b. Marrah – Abu Hamzah – Zayd b.
Arqam.... I (al-Albani) say: This chain is sahih. Its narrators are narrators of the two Shaykhs apart
from Abu Hamzah, and his name is Talhah b. Yazid al-Ansari and he is from the narrators of alBukhari. Ibn Hibban and al-Nasai declared him thiqah (trustworthy).32
In conclusion, the chain of Zayd b. Arqam’s report that ‘Ali was the ﬁrst human being to perform Salat
with the Prophet, recorded in Musnad Ahmad, is impeccably sahih. All the narrators are trustworthy, and
there is no disconnection in the chain whatsoever. As such, Shaykh al-Arnauṭ’s tadh’if of the sanad has
no academic basis.
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22. Hadith Al-Zuhd, Correcting An Exaggeration
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states about both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠأﻫﻞ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ ﺑﺤﺎﻟﻬﻤﺎ ﻳﻘﻮﻟﻮن ازﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﻌﺪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﺘﺴﺒﻪ ﻓﺄﻧﻔﻘﻪ ﻛﻠﻪﺮ ﻛﺎن ﻟﻪ ﻣﺎل ﻳﺮ و ﻋﻤﺮ و ذﻟﻚ أن أﺑﺎ ﺑ أﺑﻮ ﺑاﻟﺰﻫﺪ اﻟﺸﺮﻋ
ﻪ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﻓ
The People of Knowledge, concerning both of them, say that the most ascetic of mankind after the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him – in terms of legitimate ascetism – are Abu Bakr and ‘Umar.
This is because Abu Bakr earned some wealth and spent all of it in the Path of Allah.1
He adds:

 ﻛﺎن أزﻫﺪﻫﻢ ﻗﺎل و ﻛﺬب ﻫﺬا اﻟﺠﺎﻫﻞو ﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ ﺣﺰم و ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎﺋﻠﻮن ﻋﻠ
Ibn Hazm said: “Some people say that ‘Ali was the most ascetic of them”. He (Ibn Hazm) replied, “This
ignorant one has lied.”2
So, let us see the faces of some of these “ignorant liars”. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) records:

 ﺑﻦ زﻳﺎدﺮ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق أﻧﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﻓﺤﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﺸﺮح ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺸﻴﺦ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 ﺧﺎﻟﺪﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﺑﻤ اﻟﺒﻠﺨاﻟﺴﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺎﻣﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴ
 اﻟﺴﻮق إذ ﺑﻠﻐﺖ ﺣﺎزم ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﺒﻴﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﻃﻮف ﻓﻋﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﺑﻦ ﻓﺎرس ﻗﺪ رﻛﺐ داﺑﺔ وﻫﻮ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠأﺣﺠﺎر اﻟﺰﻳﺖ ﻓﺮأﻳﺖ ﻗﻮﻣﺎ ﻣﺠﺘﻤﻌﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 وﻗﺎص ﻓﻮﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻃﺎﻟﺐ واﻟﻨﺎس وﻗﻮف ﺣﻮاﻟﻴﻪ إذ أﻗﺒﻞ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑأﺑ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺘﻘﺪم ﺳﻌﺪ ﻓﺄﻓﺮﺟﻮا ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘ ﺑﻦ أﺑ رﺟﻞ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ:  ﻣﺎ ﻫﺬا ؟ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا:
ﻦ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ ﻳﺎ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠ: وﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل
ﻦ ازﻫﺪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻦ أول ﻣﻦ ﺻﻠأﻟﻢ ﻳ
اﻟﻨﺎس؟
Abu Bakr b. Ishaq – al-Hasan b. ‘Ali b. Ziyad al-Sirri – Hamid b. Yahya al-Balakhi –Sufyan – Isma’il b.
Abi Khalid – Qays b. Abi Hazim:
I was in Madinah. While I was moving around in the market, oil stones arrived. So, I saw some people
crowding around a Persian man who was riding an animal and cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib. People stood
round him when Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas turned and stood in front of them and he asked, “What is this?”
They replied, “A man cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.” So, Sa’d moved forward and they made way for him until
he stood before him and said, “O you! On what basis do you curse ‘Ali b. Abi Talib? Is he not the ﬁrst to
accept Islam? Is he not the ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him? Is he
not the most ascetic of mankind?”3
Al-Hakim declares:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.4
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) conﬁrms:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim5
One would never have guessed correctly that the Ahl al-Sunnah consider Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas,

radhiyallahu ‘anhu - one of the most senior Sahabah and one of the earliest converts to Islam - to be an
ignorant liar! Wait a minute! How come the testimony of Sa’d - an eye-witness - was ignorant fallacy
while that of Sunni scholars, born centuries after him, is sound knowledge? Has the world really turned
upside down?
Interestingly, another big Sunni name features prominently on the list of “ignorant liars”. Al-Haﬁz Ibn
Kathir (d. 774 H) copies this report:

 ﺗﺬاﻛﺮوا: ﺑﻦ اﻟﺠﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ: ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦوﻗﺎل ﻳﺤﻴ
 ﻓﻘﺎل، ﻓﻼن: وﻗﺎل ﻗﺎﺋﻠﻮن، ﻓﻼن:اﻟﺰﻫﺎد ﻋﻨﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻗﺎﺋﻠﻮن
. ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﻋﻠ أزﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓ:ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ
Yahya b. Ma’in – ‘Ali b. al-Ja’d – al-Hasan b. Salih:
They mentioned ascetism in the presence of ‘Umar b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz. Some people said, “So-and-so (is
the most ascetic)”. Others said, “So-and-so (is the most ascetic)”. So, ‘Umar b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz said, “The
most ascetic of mankind - as far as this world (i.e. material possessions, power, and worldly
pleasures) is concerned - is ‘Ali b. Abi Talib.”6
Al-Haﬁz says about the ﬁrst narrator:

 ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ زﻛﺮﻳﺎ اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻣﺸﻬﻮر ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮن اﻟﻐﻄﻔﺎﻧﻳﺤﻴ
إﻣﺎم اﻟﺠﺮح واﻟﺘﻌﺪﻳﻞ
Yahya b. Ma’in b. ‘Awn al-Ghaṭfani, their freed slave, Abu Zakariyah al-Baghdadi: Thiqah
(trustworthy), a well-known haﬁz (hadith scientist), Imam of al-jarh wa al-ta’dil.7
Concerning the second narrator, he also states:

 ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺠﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﺠﻮﻫﺮي اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ رﻣﻋﻠ
‘Ali b. al-Ja’d b. ‘Ubayd, Abu al-Hasan al-Jawhari al-Baghdadi: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt
(accurate), he was accused of Shi’ism.8
Lastly, he has this verdict on the third narrator:

 ﺑﻀﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﻌﺠﻤﺔ واﻟﻔﺎء وﻫﻮ ﺣﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺷﻔاﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﺑﻦ ﺣ
 ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊﻮن اﻟﻤﻴﻢ اﻟﺜﻮري ﺛﻘﺔ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﻋﺎﺑﺪ رﻣ ﺑﺴﻣﺼﻐﺮ اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ
Al-Hasan b. Salih b. Salih b. Hayy, and he was Hayyan b. Shufay al-Hamdani al-Thawri: Thiqah
(trustworthy), a jurist, a great worshipper of Allah, he was accused of Shi’ism.9
The sanad, therefore, is sahih. All the narrators are trustworthy, and there is no disconnection among the
narrators. So, ‘Umar b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz – the righteous khalifah in the sight of most of the Ahl al-Sunnah –
was actually an “ignorant liar” according to the view of Imam Ibn Hazm, endorsed by Shaykh Ibn
Taymiyyah!
It is fair, at this point, to compare the asceticism of either Abu Bakr or ‘Umar with that of ‘Ali, ‘alaihi alsalam, for further veriﬁcation. We prefer ‘Umar for the research, since more materials are available on
his lifetime and death than on his predecessor. Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah claims that ‘Umar was more
ascetic than ‘Ali. Let us test the submission against reality. We open the investigation with this athar
from Sahih al-Bukhari:

 ﻋﻄﺎءﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻼم أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ اﺑﻦ ﺟﺮﻳﺞ ﻗﺎل أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب اﻷﺷﻌﺮي اﺳﺘﺄذن ﻋﻠأن أﺑﺎ ﻣﻮﺳ: ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﻴﺮﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
 ﻓﻔﺮغ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻘﺎلﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺆذن ﻟﻪ وﻛﺄﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺸﻐﻮﻻ ﻓﺮﺟﻊ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ اﻟرﺿ
 ﻗﻴﻞ ﻗﺪ رﺟﻊ ﻓﺪﻋﺎه ﻓﻘﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺆﻣﺮ. ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ اﺋﺬﻧﻮا ﻟﻪأﻟﻢ أﺳﻤﻊ ﺻﻮت ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻣﺠﻠﺲ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻓﺴﺄﻟﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا ﻻ ذﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﺒﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﺎﻧﻄﻠﻖ إﻟ ﻋﻠ ﻓﻘﺎل ﺗﺄﺗﻴﻨ. ﺑﺬﻟﻚ
 ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻓﻘﺎل ﻫﺬا إﻻ أﺻﻐﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻓﺬﻫﺐ ﺑﺄﺑﻳﺸﻬﺪ ﻋﻠ
 اﻟﺼﻔﻖﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ؟ أﻟﻬﺎﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻦ أﻣﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠﻋﻤﺮ أﺧﻔ
 ﺗﺠﺎرة اﻟﺨﺮوج إﻟ ﻳﻌﻨ. ﺑﺎﻷﺳﻮاق
Muhammad b. Salam – Mukhlid b. Yazid – Ibn Jurayh – ‘Aṭa – ‘Ubayd Allah b. ‘Umayr:
Abu Musa al-Ash’ari sought permission of ‘Umar b. al-Khattaab, may Allah be pleased with him, to
enter his house. But, he (‘Umar) did not give him permission. It was as though he (‘Umar) was busy. So
Abu Musa went back. When ‘Umar ﬁnished his job, he asked, “Didn't I hear the voice of ‘Abd Allah b.
Qays (i.e. the real name of Abu Musa)? Allow him to come in.” It was said, “He (Abu Musa) has
returned.” So, he (‘Umar) sent for him and (on his arrival), he (Abu Musa) said, “We were ordered to do
so”. ‘Umar told him, “Bring witness in proof of that.” Abu Musa went to the assembly of the Ansar and
asked them. They said, “None amongst us will testify to that except the youngest of us, Abu Sa’id Al-

Khudri.” Abu Musa then took Abu Sa’id Al-Khudri (to ‘Umar) and ‘Umar said “Has this order of the
Messenger of Allah been hidden from me? I used to be busy trading in markets.”10
Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) records another report with some more details:

ﻪ ﻳﺰﻳﺪﻴﺮ اﻟﻨﺎﻗﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ واﻟ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﺑﻦ ﺣﺼﻴﻔﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺑﺴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻗﺎل ﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﺎ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻳﻘﻮل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺟﺎﻟﺴﺎ
 ﻓﺰﻋﺎ أو ﻣﺬﻋﻮرا ﻗﻠﻨﺎ ﻣﺎ ﺷﺄﻧﻚ ؟ ﻣﺠﻠﺲ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻓﺄﺗﺎﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓ
 ﻓﺮﺟﻌﺖ أن آﺗﻴﻪ ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺖ ﺑﺎﺑﻪ ﻓﺴﻠﻤﺖ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺮد ﻋﻠﻗﺎل إن ﻋﻤﺮ أرﺳﻞ إﻟ
 ﺑﺎﺑﻚ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺮدوا ﻋﻠ أﺗﻴﺖ ﻓﺴﻠﻤﺖ ﻋﻠﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺄﺗﻴﻨﺎ ؟ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ إﻧ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إذا اﺳﺘﺄذن أﺣﺪﻛﻢ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻓﺮﺟﻌﺖ وﻗﺪ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ ﻻﻳﺆذن ﻟﻪ ﻓﻠﻴﺮﺟﻊ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ أﻗﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺒﻴﻨﺔ وإﻻ أوﺟﻌﺘﻚ ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑ
ﻳﻘﻮم ﻣﻌﻪ إﻻ أﺻﻐﺮ اﻟﻘﻮم ﻗﺎل أﺑﻮ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻗﻠﺖ أﻧﺎ أﺻﻐﺮ اﻟﻘﻮم ﻗﺎل ﻓﺎذﻫﺐ ﺑﻪ
‘Amr b. Muhammad b. Bukayr al-Naqid – Sufyan b. ‘Uyaynah –Yazid b. Husayfah – Busr b. Sa’id – Abu
Sa’id al-Khudri:
I was sitting in Madinah in the assembly of the Ansar when Abu Musa came to us trembling with fear.
We said, “What is the problem with you?” He replied, “’Umar sent for me. So, I went to his door, and
said as-salam ‘alaikum three times and he did not reply me. Therefore, I returned. On that, he said,
“Why did you not come to us?” I said, “I came to you and said as-salam ‘alaikum three times at your
door but I was not given any response. So, I returned. The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, had
said, ‘When any of you seeks permission to enter three times, and he is not permitted, he must turn
back’”. So, ‘Umar said, “Bring evidence to support it. Otherwise, I will take you to task.” Ubayy b. Ka’b
said, “None shall stand with him (to testify) but the youngest of the people.” Abu Sa’id said, “I am the
youngest”. He (Ubayy) said, “Then go with him.”11
‘Umar literally heard him saying as-salamu ‘alaikum three times, but did not respond. In line with the
Sunnah, Abu Musa returned. Strangely, ‘Umar proceeded to accuse him of NOT having come to his
door at all despite his message! That certainly was a deliberately false accusation from the khalifah of
the believers! In any case, Abu Musa explained himself, and excused his action through the Sunnah of
the Messenger, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi.
Quite weirdly, ‘Umar had absolutely no clue about this Sunnah! From the narrations, it is clear that all the
Ansar knew of the Prophetic order. In what looks like a humiliation of the khalifah, they randomly picked
the youngest of them, to narrate it to him. But, what was ‘Umar’s excuse? He used “to be busy trading in
markets”. ‘Umar was moving from market to market doing business in order to make money. Therefore,

he did not have time to learn the Sunnah from the Messenger! As such, he was clueless about even
some of the most basic Sunnahs.
Apparently, money had more priority over the Sunnah in the sight of ‘Umar. What about ‘Ali? Al-Haﬁz
Ibn Kathir states:

ة أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﺷﻌﺒﺔﺮﻋﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋ، ﺎكﻤ ﻋﻦ ﺳ، ﻗﺎل ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج
ﺎ ﻣﻦ وﺛﺒﺖ أﻳﻀ.ﺎ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴ، ﻞ اﻟﻄﱡﻔَﻴ ﻋﻦ أﺑ، ة ﺑﺰ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺎأﻳﻀ
: ﻮﻓﺔ ﻓﻘﺎل أﻧﻪ ﺻﻌﺪ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ اﻟ:  ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻦ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ، ﻏﻴﺮ وﺟﻪ
.ﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ إﻻ أﻧﺒﺄﺗ، ﻪ وﻻ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ
Shu’bah b. al-Hajjaj, from Simak, from Khalid b. ‘Ar’arah that he heard ‘Ali; and Shu’bah again narrated
from al-Qasim b. Abi Barrah from Abu al-Tufayl that he heard ‘Ali; and IT IS ALSO AUTHENTICALLY
TRANSMITTED through many chains that Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib climbed the pulpit of Kufah
and said, “You will not ask me about ANY verse in the Book of Allah, or about ANY Sunnah from
the Messenger of Allah, except that I will inform you about that.”12
‘Ali knew all the Sunnahs, without absolutely any exception. The only way he was able to achieve this
was that he placed the supreme priority upon learning the Qur’an and Sunnah from the Messenger of
Allah. In all honesty, it is extremely difﬁcult, if not entirely impossible, to rationalize how our Ahl alSunnah brothers reach their conclusion that ‘Umar was more ascetic or more knowledgeable than ‘Ali!
As a ﬁnal point, let us compare both ‘Umar and ‘Ali from another angle. Imam Ibn Shabah (d. 262 H)
records:

 ﻣﻄﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ أﻳﻮب ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﺑﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻼم ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻮﺳ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ دﻳﻦ ﻓﻘﺎل وﻣﻦ أﻳﻦ ﻳﺪع ﻋﻤﺮ دﻳﻨﺎ وﻗﺪ ﺑﺎع اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿﻟﻨﺎﻓﻊ ﻫﻞ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ
. رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ ورﺛﺘﻪ ﻣﻴﺮاﺛﻪ ﺑﻤﺎﺋﺔ أﻟﻒ
Musa b. Isma’il – Salam b. Abi Muṭi’ – Ayub:
I said to Naﬁ’, “Did ‘Umar, may Allah be pleased with him, have any debt?” So, he replied, “From where
can ‘Umar claim to have any debt when a man from his inheritors sold his inheritance for 100,000
(dinars)?”13
Al-Haﬁz has this to say about the report:

ﻮن ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﺑﺈﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ان ﻧﺎﻓﻌﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻦ أﻳﻦ ﻳﻓﺮوى ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺷﺒﺔ ﻓ
 ان وﻫﺬا ﻻ ﻳﻨﻔ ﻋﻤﺮ دﻳﻦ وﻗﺪ ﺑﺎع رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ ورﺛﺘﻪ ﻣﻴﺮاﺛﻪ ﺑﻤﺎﺋﺔ اﻟﻒ اﻧﺘﻬﻋﻠ
 اﻟﺪﻳﻦﻮن اﻟﺸﺨﺺ ﻛﺜﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺎل وﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﻠﺰم ﻧﻔﻮن ﻋﻨﺪ ﻣﻮﺗﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ دﻳﻦ ﻓﻘﺪ ﻳﻳ
ﻮن دﻳﻨﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﺾﺮ ان ﻳﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻠﻌﻞ ﻧﺎﻓﻌﺎ أﻧ
‘Umar b. Shabah recorded in Kitab al-Madinah with a sahih chain that Naﬁ’ said, “From where can
‘Umar claim to have any debt when a man from his inheritors sold his inheritance for 100,000 (dinars)?”.
This does not negate the possibility that when he died he had a debt. The person can be very rich
person. But, that does not necessarily mean that he does not have any debt. Perhaps, Naﬁ’ was denying
the existence of any unpaid debt for him.14
The dinar was the default Arabian currency at that time. It was a gold coin. In modern terms, each
classical dinar equals approximately US $193.0015 (one hundred and ninety-three US dollars). So, each
male son of ‘Umar inherited from him net wealth worth at least US $19, 300000 (nineteen million and
three hundred thousand US dollars). If he had any daughters, her inheritance would be half of that,
which is US $9, 650000 (nine million and six hundred and ﬁfty thousand US dollars). So, how many were
‘Umar’s children who survived him? Al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir states about ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab:

، وﻫﻢ زﻳﺪ اﻷﻛﺒﺮ،ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ وأرﺿﺎه ﺛﻼﺛﺔ ﻋﺸﺮ وﻟﺪا اﻟ ﻓﺠﻤﻠﺔ أوﻻده رﺿ:ﻗﻠﺖ
، وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷوﺳﻂ، وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷﻛﺒﺮ،ﻪ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ، وﻋﺎﺻﻢ،وزﻳﺪ اﻷﺻﻐﺮ
، وﻋﻴﺎض،ﻪ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷﺻﻐﺮ وﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ،ﺎر وﻫﻮ أﺑﻮ ﺷﺤﻤﺔﻗﺎل اﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺑ
.ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻢ اﻟ رﺿ، وﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ، وزﻳﻨﺐ، ورﻗﻴﺔ،وﺣﻔﺼﺔ
I (Ibn Kathir) say: In summary, his (i.e. ‘Umar’s) children, may Allah be pleased with him, were
thirteen, and they were Zayd al-Akbar, Zayd al-Asghar, ‘Asim, ‘Abd Allah, ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Akbar,
‘Abd al-Rahman al-Awsaṭ - al-Zubayr b. Bakar said he was Abu Shahmah, ‘Abd al-Rahman alAsghar, ‘Ubayd Allah, ‘Iyad, Hafsah, Ruqayyah, Zaynab and Faṭimah, may Allah be pleased with
them.16
The second khalifah had thirteen children. Only four of them were females. So, there were nine males.
Of his children generally, one of them – Abu Shahmah – died during his lifetime. Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr (d. 463
H) explains the circumstances of his death:

وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻷوﺳﻂ ﻫﻮ أﺑﻮ ﺷﺤﻤﺔ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي ﺿﺮﺑﻪ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ اﻟﻌﺎص

 اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﻀﺮﺑﻪ أﺑﻮه أدب اﻟﻮاﻟﺪ ﺛﻢ ﻣﺮض وﻣﺎت اﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﺣﻤﻠﻪ إﻟﺑﻤﺼﺮ ﻓ
ﺑﻌﺪ ﺷﻬﺮ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. ‘Umar al-Awsaṭ was Abu Shahmah. He was the one who was beaten in Egypt by
‘Amr b. al-As for alcohol drinking. Then, he took him to Madinah, and his father (i.e. ‘Umar) beat him as
a parental correctional measure. Then he became sick and died after a month.17
It looks like unintentional manslaughter by the angry khalifah. Whatever the case, eight males and four
females inherited ‘Umar among his children alone. We will completely ignore what his wives and some
other people might also have inherited from the second khalifah. We will also not take into account any
gifts from his vast wealth which he might have given to some people. We will equally take our eyes away
from any debts he had, which was re-paid from his estate, before the remainder was distributed among
his inheritors. Our focus, strictly, is upon what passed to his sons and daughters from him.
The monetary value of the inheritance of a male inheritor was US $19, 300000 (nineteen million and
three hundred thousand US dollars). For all eight sons, the total would be US $ 154, 400000 (one
hundred and ﬁfty four million and four hundred thousand dollars). The share of each daughter was US
$9, 650000 (nine million and six hundred and ﬁfty thousand US dollars). For the four daughters, their
total inheritance was worth US $38, 600000 (thirty-eight million and six hundred thousand US dollars).
Adding US $ 154, 400000 to $38, 600000, we get US $193, 000000 (one hundred and ninety-three
million US dollars). This was the wealth that the children of ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab alone inherited from
him.
How ‘Umar acquired such vast wealth is unclear. Before he became the khalifah, he was only an
average businessman, with no record of any spectacular success. Moreover, he was not an oil tycoon or
weapons merchant, nor was he a Silicon Valley entrepreneur. Even his entire business empire, in
modern terms, would be only a small-scale rural enterprise. Considering the extreme poverty levels
back then, ‘Umar’s fortune of at least US $193, 000000 (one hundred and ninety-three million US
dollars) placed him in the position of multibillionaires in our times. He was most likely the richest man on
earth during his khilafah.
So, what about Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali? Was he really worldlier than ‘Umar, as claimed by Shaykh Ibn
Taymiyyah? Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) records:

 إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻟﻘﺪ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟ رﺿ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻗﺘﻞ ﻋﻠ ﻗﺎل ﺧﻄﺒﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﺣﺒﺸ
ﻢ رﺟﻞ ﺑﺎﻷﻣﺲ ﻣﺎ ﺳﺒﻘﻪ اﻷوﻟﻮن ﺑﻌﻠﻢ وﻻ أدرﻛﻪ اﻵﺧﺮون ان ﻛﺎن رﺳﻮلﻓﺎرﻗ

 ﻳﻔﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ وﻣﺎﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻴﺒﻌﺜﻪ وﻳﻌﻄﻴﻪ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ ﻓﻼ ﻳﻨﺼﺮف ﺣﺘ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
ﺗﺮك ﻣﻦ ﺻﻔﺮاء وﻻ ﺑﻴﻀﺎء اﻻ ﺳﺒﻌﻤﺎﺋﺔ درﻫﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻄﺎﺋﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺮﺻﺪﻫﺎ ﻟﺨﺎدم
ﻷﻫﻠﻪ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Waki’ – Israil – Abu Ishaq – ‘Amr b. Habashi:
Al-Hasan b. ‘Ali delievered a sermon to us after the killing of ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, and
said: “Verily, a man has left you yesterday. The awwalun (people of old) never surpassed him in
knowledge, and the akhirun (later ones) never reach his level (in knowledge). Whever the Messenger of
Allah, peace be upon him, appointed him and gave him the ﬂag, he never returned until he is granted
victory (by Allah). He left behind no gold coin and no silver coin except 700 (seven hundred)
dirhams from his salary. He set it aside to procure with it a servant for his family.”18
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

ﺣﺴﻦ
Hasan19
A dirham which was a silver coin, in modern terms, equals approximately US $3 (three US dollars)20.
So, ‘Ali’s monetary wealth when he died was only US $2100 (two thousand and one hundred US
dollars). Apart from his living quarters and his battle equipment (and possibly a few other minor items),
there is no reliable record of him possessing and leaving behind anything else. Rather, the fact that he
had to set aside seven hundred dirhams from his salary in order to purchase a servant shows that he
had no other means. Perhaps, his entire estate was only US $5,000 (ﬁve thousand US dollars) at the
most. To our dear Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah, a khalifah with a total estate of less than US $5,000 (ﬁve
thousand US dollars) was more worldly and materialistic than another khalifah who left behind more than
US $193, 000000 (one hundred and ninety-three million US dollars). Isn’t that very weird?
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23. Verse Of Al-Najwa, A Real Eye-Opener
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

 ﺛﻢﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﺗﺼﺪق و ﻧﺎﺟ اﻟو اﻟﺠﻮاب أن ﻳﻘﺎل أﻣﺎ اﻟﺬي ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﻬﻮ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ رﺿ
ﻦﻦ اﻵﻳﻪ ﻟﻢ ﺗﻮﺟﺐ اﻟﺼﺪﻗﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻟﻧﺴﺨﺖ اﻵﻳﺔ ﻗﺒﻞ أن ﻳﻌﻤﻞ ﺑﻬﺎ ﻏﻴﺮه ﻟ
ﻦﻦ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ أن ﻳﺘﺼﺪق و إذا ﻟﻢ ﺗأﻣﺮﻫﻢ إذا ﻧﺎﺟﻮا أن ﻳﺘﺼﺪﻗﻮا ﻓﻤﻦ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻨﺎج ﻟﻢ ﻳ
ﻦ أﺣﺪ ﻣﻠﻮﻣﺎ إذا ﺗﺮك ﻣﺎ ﻟﻴﺲ ﺑﻮاﺟﺐاﻟﻤﻨﺎﺟﺎة واﺟﺒﺔ ﻟﻢ ﻳ
The reply is to say that what is authentically transmitted is that ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him,
gave charity and had a private conversation (with the Prophet). Then the verse was abrogated before
anyone else could act upon it.

However, the verse did not make the giving of charity compulsory upon them (i.e. the Sahabah). Rather,
it ordered them to give charity whenever they had private conversation (with the Messenger). Therefore,
whosoever did not have a private conversation (with the Prophet) did not have to give charity. Since
having a private conversation (with the Messenger) was not compulsory, none could be criticized for
abandoning what was not obligatory.1
He adds elsewhere:

 ﻣﻦﻦ ﻋﻠ وﻟﻢ ﻳﺬا آﻳﺔ اﻟﻨﺠﻮى ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻨﺎج اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻗﺒﻞ ﻧﺴﺨﻬﺎ إﻻ ﻋﻠوﻫ
ﺗﺮك اﻟﻨﺠﻮى ﺣﺮج ﻓﻤﺜﻞ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﻟﻴﺲ ﻣﻦ ﺧﺼﺎﺋﺺ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ وﻻ ﻣﻦ ﺧﺼﺎﺋﺺ
 ﺗﺮك اﻟﻨﺠﻮى ﺑﺨﻼ ﺑﺎﻟﺼﺪﻗﺔ ﻷن ﻫﺬاﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ وﻻ ﻳﻘﺎل إن ﻏﻴﺮ ﻋﻠ اﻟ رﺿﻋﻠ
 ﺗﻠﻚ اﻟﻤﺪة اﻟﻘﺼﻴﺮة ﻗﺪ ﻻ ﻳﺤﺘﺎج اﻟﻮاﺣﺪ إﻟﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﻌﻠﻮم ﻓﺈن اﻟﻤﺪة ﻟﻢ ﺗﻄﻞ وﻓ
ﺮﻮن أﺑﻮ ﺑاﻟﻨﺠﻮى وإن ﻗﺪر أن ﻫﺬا ﻛﺎن ﻳﺨﺺ ﺑﻌﺾ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻟﻢ ﻳﻠﺰم أن ﻳ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺪ أﻧﻔﻖ ﻣﺎﻟﻪ ﻛﻠﻪ اﻟﺮ رﺿﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻛﻴﻒ وأﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟوﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﺟﺎء اﻟ اﻟﺼﺪﻗﺔ وﻋﻤﺮ رﺿﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻳﻮم رﻏﺐ اﻟﻨﺒ
ﻴﻒ ﻳﺒﺨﻞ أﺣﺪﻫﻤﺎ ﺑﺪرﻫﻤﻴﻦ أو ﺛﻼﺛﺔ ﻳﻘﺪﻣﻬﺎ اﻟﻨﺠﻮى ﻓﺑﻨﺼﻒ ﻣﺎﻟﻪ ﺑﻼ ﺣﺎﺟﺔ إﻟ
ﺑﻴﻦ ﻳﺪي ﻧﺠﻮاه
The Verse of al-Najwa is like that too. This is because none had a private conversation with the
Messenger before its abrogation except ‘Ali, and there was no blame on anyone who abandoned
having a private conversation (with the Prophet). The like of this act (of ‘Ali) is not part of the exclusive
merits of the Imams, and was not from the exclusive merits of ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him. It is
also not said that others apart from ‘Ali abandoned the private conversation out of miserliness to
avoid giving charity. This is because such (a reason) is not known, for the time was short.
During that short period, it was possible that one did not need to have the private conversation (with the
Messenger). If some people were able to do this, it was not necessary that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar, may
Allah be pleased with them both, were among such people. How can that be when it was Abu Bakr, may
Allah be pleased with him, who had spent all his wealth on the day that the Messenger of Allah, peace
be upon him, encouraged the giving of charity.
‘Umar too, may Allah be pleased with him, gave half of his wealth (in charity), without the need for a
private conversation. How could either of them have been miserly about spending two or three dirhams
before his private conversation (with the Prophet)?2
Our dear Shaykh conﬁrms the authenticity of the narration stating that Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam,

was the only one who ever complied with the Verse of al-Najwa before its abrogation. However, he has
made excuses for the failures of Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman to fulﬁll the instruction in the verse,
despite Sunni claims about their unmatched generosity and selﬂessness. According to the Shaykh, the
verse was shortlived. When it was revealed, Amir al-Muminin enforced it. But, before anyone else could
have a reason or chance to do likewise, it was cancelled. So, others did not have the opportunity.
Besides, it was not obligatory upon Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman to comply with the verse anyway
unless they intended to have private discussions with the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi.
Since they might not have intended to privately talk with the Prophet, none can blame them for not
having complied with the verse before its abrogation.
In order to understand what happened with the Verse of al-Najwa, it is important to understand a
background fact about the Sahabah, as stated by Allah:

ﻢ إن اﻟﺬﻳﻦﻪ وأﻃﻴﻌﻮا اﻟﺮﺳﻮل وﻻ ﺗﺒﻄﻠﻮا أﻋﻤﺎﻟﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا أﻃﻴﻌﻮا اﻟ
ﻪ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻓﻼ ﺗﻬﻨﻮاﻪ ﺛﻢ ﻣﺎﺗﻮا وﻫﻢ ﻛﻔﺎر ﻓﻠﻦ ﻳﻐﻔﺮ اﻟﻛﻔﺮوا وﺻﺪوا ﻋﻦ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟ
ﻢ إﻧﻤﺎ اﻟﺤﻴﺎةﻢ وﻟﻦ ﻳﺘﺮﻛﻢ أﻋﻤﺎﻟﻪ ﻣﻌ اﻟﺴﻠﻢ وأﻧﺘﻢ اﻷﻋﻠﻮن واﻟوﺗﺪﻋﻮا إﻟ
ﻢ إنﻢ أﻣﻮاﻟﻢ أﺟﻮرﻛﻢ وﻻ ﻳﺴﺄﻟاﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﻟﻌﺐ وﻟﻬﻮ وإن ﺗﺆﻣﻨﻮا وﺗﺘﻘﻮا ﻳﺆﺗ
ﻢ ﻫﺎ أﻧﺘﻢ ﻫﺆﻻء ﺗﺪﻋﻮن ﻟﺘﻨﻔﻘﻮا ﻓﻢ ﺗﺒﺨﻠﻮا وﻳﺨﺮج أﺿﻐﺎﻧﻤﻮﻫﺎ ﻓﻴﺤﻔﻳﺴﺄﻟ
ﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻳﺒﺨﻞ وﻣﻦ ﻳﺒﺨﻞ ﻓﺈﻧﻤﺎ ﻳﺒﺨﻞ ﻋﻦ ﻧﻔﺴﻪﻪ ﻓﻤﻨﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟ
O you who believe! Obey Allah, and obey the Messenger and render not vain your deeds. Verily, those
who disbelieve, and hinder from the Path of Allah, then die while they are disbelievers, Allah will not
forgive them. So be not weak and ask not for peace while you are having the upper hand. Allah is with
you, and will never decrease the reward of your good deeds. The life of this world is but play and
pastime, but if you believe, and fear Allah, and avoid evil, He will grant you your wages, and will not ask
you your wealth.
If He were to ask you of it (i.e. your wealth), and press you, YOU WOULD BE MISERLY, and He
will bring out all your ill-wills. Behold! You are those who are called upon to spend in the Path of
Allah, YET AMONG YOU ARE SOME WHO ARE MISERS. And whoever is miserly, he is only miserly
to himself.3
A lot of the wealthy Sahabah were misers and ill-willing. This was why Allah generalized about them in
the ﬁrst statement. Even if we were to reject the sweeping declaration of our Creator, we must still, at the
least, accept that among the wealthy Sahabah were many who were misers. It was against this
background that Allah sent down the Verse of al-Najwa:

ﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا إذا ﻧﺎﺟﻴﺘﻢ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓﻘﺪﻣﻮا ﺑﻴﻦ ﻳﺪي ﻧﺠﻮاﻛﻢ ﺻﺪﻗﺔ ذﻟﻚ ﺧﻴﺮ
ﻪ ﻏﻔﻮر رﺣﻴﻢﻢ وأﻃﻬﺮ ﻓﺈن ﻟﻢ ﺗﺠﺪوا ﻓﺈن اﻟﻟ
O you who believe! When you consult with the Messenger in private, spend something in charity
before your private consultation. That will be better and purer for you. But, if you ﬁnd not (the means
for it), then verily, Allah is Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful.4
There are two factors for consideration in the blessed verse. Firstly, it covered only those of the Sahabah
who used to have private consultations with the Messenger of Allah. Without any doubt, those were
primarily the people of Madinah and Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman were chiefs among them. Secondly,
the command, apparently, was directed to those of the Sahabah in Madinah who had the means to
spend in charity. Some of them were so destitute that they could not afford to give out anything. Allah
exempted such extremely poor Sahabah. There is again absolutely no doubt that Abu Bakr ‘Umar and
‘Uthman were able to afford sadaqah from their wealth.
Interestingly, once the Verse of al-Najwa was revealed, the wealthy and middle-income Sahabah
displayed disturbing levels of miserliness. They were required to give only 1 dirham - approximately US
$3 (three US dollars) - or above in charity. But, they all – with only one exception - refrained from giving
anything! They instead withheld entirely from privately consulting with the Prophet in order to escape
spending anything in sadaqah!
This was why it was only Amir al-Muminin who enforced the verse. Others deliberately declined. They
had reasons and needs, as well as very ample opportunities, to privately speak with the Messenger.
However, they chose to forgo doing so, just to keep their little dirhams and dinars in their pockets. The
wealthy and middle-income Sahabah had great chances to fulﬁl the commandment in the verse. But, all
of them recoiled, except Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali!
Due to the unbecoming attitude of the Sahabah to the command in the Verse of al-Najwa, Allah
cancelled it:

ﻢﻪ ﻋﻠﻴأأﺷﻔﻘﺘﻢ أن ﺗﻘﺪﻣﻮا ﺑﻴﻦ ﻳﺪي ﻧﺠﻮاﻛﻢ ﺻﺪﻗﺎت ﻓﺈذ ﻟﻢ ﺗﻔﻌﻠﻮا وﺗﺎب اﻟ
ﻪ ﺧﺒﻴﺮ ﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻌﻤﻠﻮنﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ واﻟﻓﺄﻗﻴﻤﻮا اﻟﺼﻼة وآﺗﻮا اﻟﺰﻛﺎة وأﻃﻴﻌﻮا اﻟ
Are you AFRAID of spending in charity before your private consultation? If then, do not do it, and
Allah has FORGIVEN you. So, perform Salat and give Zakat and obey Allah and and His Messenger.
And Allah is All-Aware of what you do.5
They were literally “afraid” to spend just 1 dirham (US $3) from their wealth, while many of them had

several thousands! Looking at the text of the verse, it is general. Therefore, it applied universally to all
the wealthy and middle-income Sahabah living in Madinah, except whosoever was exonerated by strong
evidence. All of them had needs to privately consult with the Messenger of Allah. But, they stayed back,
“afraid” of giving sadaqah! The only one exempted from the criticism, of course, was ‘Ali b. Abi Talib –
due to the existence of authentic reports clearing him of any guilt. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) records
one of them:

 ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﻐﻴﺮة ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﻳﻮب أﻧﺒﺄ ﻳﺤﻴﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺼﻴﺪﻻﻧ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
:  ﻗﺎل ﻟﻴﻠاﻟﺴﻌﺪي ﺛﻨﺎ ﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﻋﻦ ﻣﻨﺼﻮر ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻵﻳﺔ ﻣﺎ ﻋﻤﻞ ﺑﻬﺎ أﺣﺪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ إن ﻓ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ رﺿ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻗﺎل ﻋﻠ
وﻻ ﻳﻌﻤﻞ ﺑﻬﺎ ﺑﻌﺪي أﺣﺪ آﻳﺔ اﻟﻨﺠﻮى }ﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا إذا ﻧﺎﺟﻴﺘﻢ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل
{ﻓﻘﺪﻣﻮا ﺑﻴﻦ ﻳﺪي ﻧﺠﻮاﻛﻢ ﺻﺪﻗﺔ
‘Abd Allah b. Muhammad al-Sayadlani – Muhammad b. Ayub – Yahya b. al-Mughirah al-Sa’di – Jarir –
Mansur – Mujahid – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abi Layli – ‘Ali b. Abi Talib, may Allah be pleased with him:
“Verily, in the Book of Allah, there is a verse that none complied with, and none will ever comply with,
apart from me. It is the Verse of al-Najwa {O you who believe! When you consult with the Messenger in
private, spend something in charity before your private consultation}6
Al-Hakim comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.7
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) agrees:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim8
There is no evidence whatsoever removing the names of Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman from the black
list. As such, none can take them out of it. In other words, Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman too were

among the miserly ones! Allah also considered their omission to have been a sin, but had “forgiven”
them on His Own Accord. Apparently, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s re-invention of the incident does not tally
at all with the reality.
One then wonders. Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman were literally “afraid” to spend a single dirham of their
wealth in sadaqah. That was their attitude to money and charity. This fact, which has Qur’anic backing,
nulliﬁes and throws out all Sunni claims and riwayat about the trio’s legendary ﬁnancial sacriﬁces in the
Path of Allah. If the tales were true, the story of the Verse of al-Najwa would have been far different.
Wait a minute! ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab stashed up for himself wealth worth more than US $193, 000000
(one hundred and ninety-three million US dollars) during his khilafah. That was about 1400 years ago
when poverty levels, across the world, were beyond extreme. If he had wanted to be miserly, what else
would he have done?
It would not be out of place to end this chapter with these golden Words of Allah:

ﻪ ﻓﺒﺸﺮﻫﻢ ﺑﻌﺬاب أﻟﻴﻢ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﻨﺰون اﻟﺬﻫﺐ واﻟﻔﻀﺔ وﻻ ﻳﻨﻔﻘﻮﻧﻬﺎ ﻓواﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳ
ﻮى ﺑﻬﺎ ﺟﺒﺎﻫﻬﻢ وﺟﻨﻮﺑﻬﻢ وﻇﻬﻮرﻫﻢ ﻫﺬا ﻣﺎ ﻧﺎر ﺟﻬﻨﻢ ﻓﺘ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ﻓﻳﻮم ﻳﺤﻤ
ﻨﺰونﻢ ﻓﺬوﻗﻮا ﻣﺎ ﻛﻨﺘﻢ ﺗﻛﻨﺰﺗﻢ ﻷﻧﻔﺴ
And those who hoard up gold and silver and spend it not in the Way of Allah, announce unto them a
painful torment. On the Day when it will be heated in the Fire of Jahannam and with it will be branded
their foreheads, their ﬂanks, and their backs: “This is what you hoarded for yourselves. Now taste of
what you used to hoard.”9
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24. Hadith Al-Rayat, A Truly Messy One
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

.... واﻟﺮاﺑﻊ أﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن أﺷﺠﻊ اﻟﻨﺎسﻗﺎل اﻟﺮاﻓﻀ

 أﻣﺎ... ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ ﺷﺠﻌﺎن اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ اﻟواﻟﺠﻮاب أﻧﻪ ﻻ رﻳﺐ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ رﺿ
ﻪ ﺻﻠﻗﻮﻟﻪ إﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن أﺷﺠﻊ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﻬﺬا ﻛﺬب ﺑﻞ ﻛﺎن أﺷﺠﻊ اﻟﻨﺎس رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢاﻟ
The Raﬁdhi said: “The fourth (point) is that he (‘Ali) was the bravest of mankind....
The reply is that there is no doubt that ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him, was one of the brave ones
among the Sahabah ... As for his statement that he (‘Ali) was the bravest of mankind, that is a lie.
Rather, the bravest of mankind was the Messenger of Allah.1
Our dear Shaykh has removed the words of the Shi’i scholar from its proper context. The style of
expression adopted by the latter was very common in Arabic texts, and the word “mankind” in it always
excluded the Prophet, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi! In other words, when the Shi’i scholar mentioned “the
bravest of mankind”, the phrase “after the Messenger of Allah” is automatically implied. Similar
expressions can be found in these words of Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas, a very senior Sahabi, as documented
by Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H):

ﻦ أول ﻣﻦﻦ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠﻳﺎ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠ
ﻦ أﻋﻠﻢﻦ ازﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس أﻟﻢ ﻳﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺻﻠ
اﻟﻨﺎس؟
“O you! On what basis do you curse ‘Ali b. Abi Talib? Is he not the ﬁrst to accept Islam? Is he not the
ﬁrst to perform Salat with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him? Is he not the most ascetic of
mankind? Is he not the most knowledgeable of mankind?”2
Al-Hakim declares:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.3
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) conﬁrms:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim4
Will our dear Shaykh accuse this noble Sahabi of telling lies? Anyway, the Shaykh himself makes
absolutely no attempt to claim Abu Bakr or ‘Umar was braver than Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, in
physical battle. Rather, he re-deﬁnes the word “bravery”, and then plays a new card:

 ﺷﺪةواﻟﺸﺠﺎﻋﺔ ﺗﻔﺴﺮ ﺑﺸﻴﺌﻴﻦ أﺣﺪﻫﻤﺎ ﻗﻮة اﻟﻘﻠﺐ وﺛﺒﺎﺗﻪ ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟﻤﺨﺎوف واﻟﺜﺎﻧ
اﻟﻘﺘﺎل ﺑﺎﻟﺒﺪن ﺑﺄن ﻳﻘﺘﻞ ﻛﺜﻴﺮا وﻳﻘﺘﻞ ﻗﺘﻼ ﻋﻈﻴﻤﺎ واﻷول ﻫﻮ اﻟﺸﺠﺎﻋﺔ وأﻣﺎ اﻟﺜﺎﻧ
 ﻗﻮة اﻟﺒﺪن وﻋﻤﻠﻪ وﻟﻴﺲ ﻛﻞ ﻣﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻗﻮي اﻟﺒﺪن ﻛﺎن ﻗﻮي اﻟﻘﻠﺐ وﻻﻓﻴﺪل ﻋﻠ
ﺲﺑﺎﻟﻌ
And “bravery” is explained with two things. One of them is strength of the heart, and its ﬁrmness in
the face of fear. The second is great strength in physical ﬁghting, to kill a lot of people. Only the ﬁrst is
bravery. As for the second, it (only) proves physical strength. And, not everyone who is physically strong
has a strong heart, and not vice versa.5
So, “bravery” is only to have a fearless heart. Whether this translates into action on the battleﬁeld or not
is irrelevant. Rather, the warrior who ﬁrmly faces multiple enemy ﬁghters in battle, and kills them is not
brave at all. He is only “physically strong”. Our Shaykh justiﬁes his new deﬁnition in this manner:

 ﻫ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺸﺠﺎﻋﺔ اﻟﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻛﺎن أﻛﻤﻞ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓ اﻟ ﺻﻠواﻟﻨﺒ
 ﺑﻦ ﺧﻠﻒ ﻗﺘﻠﻪ ﻳﻮم أﺣﺪ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﺘﻞ أﺋﻤﺔ اﻟﺤﺮب وﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﺘﻞ ﺑﻴﺪه إﻻ أﺑاﻟﻤﻘﺼﻮدة ﻓ
ﺑﻴﺪه أﺣﺪا ﻻ ﻗﺒﻠﻬﺎ وﻻ ﺑﻌﺪﻫﺎ وﻛﺎن أﺷﺠﻊ ﻣﻦ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ
The Prophet, peace be upon him, was the most perfect of mankind in this type of bravery (i.e. of the

heart) which was what was expected in the war commanders. He never killed anyone with his hand
except Ubayy b. Khalaf. He killed him on the Day of Uhud, and never killed anyone else before or after
them. Yet, he was braver than all the Sahabah.6
This analogy does not work in the cases of Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman though. The Messenger of
Allah was the ruler of Arabia at that time. Heads of state are not expected anywhere to participate in
battle like foot soldiers. Rather, they are to be shielded from the enemy as much as possible. As for Abu
Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman, they were ordinary soldiers. Therefore, they had every obligation and chance
to participate in multiple combats with enemy ﬁghters. But what happened?
Obviously, since Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s new deﬁnition is hinged upon the roles of the Prophet in battle,
it is inapplicable in the cases of anyone who was not the head of state at the times of the battles.
Moreover, one honestly wonders about the logicality of the Shaykh’s separation of fearlessness of the
heart from battle valour. Can a person with a timid heart willfully confront fully armed, ﬁrmly determined,
well-trained and highly experienced enemy ﬁghters, in mortal combats, in battle?
But then, what exactly does Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah want us to pick from his incongruous deﬁnition? He
minces no words about it:

ﺮ ﻛﺎنوإذا ﻛﺎﻧﺖ اﻟﺸﺠﺎﻋﺔ اﻟﻤﻄﻠﻮﺑﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ ﺑﺸﺠﺎﻋﺔ اﻟﻘﻠﺐ ﻓﻼ رﻳﺐ أن أﺑﺎ ﺑ
أﺷﺠﻊ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ أﺷﺠﻊ ﻣﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻋﻠ
Since the type of bravery that is required from the rulers is the bravery of the heart, then there is no
doubt that Abu Bakr was braver than ‘Umar, and ‘Umar was braver than ‘Uthman and ‘Ali.7
Strange indeed! Were Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman rulers during the lifetime of the Prophet?! In any
case, there is an implicit admission in these wild gymnastics of our dear Shaykh that the trio were no
match at all for Amir al-Muminin in terms of physical strength and battle successes. However, he must
nonetheless place them above him at any cost. Therefore, he lumps things up and tables patently
desperate excuses. He also apparently assumes – contrary to logic - that the heroic achievements of
‘Ali in battle required less courage than the trio’s relative battle redundancy!
Then comes the big question, and Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah makes another attempt:

ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ وﻃﻠﺤﺔ واﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ وﻏﻴﺮﻫﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺑ ذﻟﻚ ﻛﺄﺑوأﻣﺎ ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻣﺎ اﻧﻬﺰم ﻗﻂ ﻓﻬﻮ ﻓ
 أن ﻫﺆﻻء ﻣﺎ اﻧﻬﺰﻣﻮا أﻧﻪ ﻣﺎ اﻧﻬﺰم ﻛﺎﻟﻘﻮل ﻓﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻢ ﻓﺎﻟﻘﻮل ﻓ اﻟاﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ رﺿ
 اﻟﺒﺎﻃﻦ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻨﻘﻞء ﻓﻗﻂ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻌﺮف ﻷﺣﺪ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻫﺰﻳﻤﺔ وإن ﻛﺎن ﻗﺪ وﻗﻊ ﺷ

ﻦ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﻗﻊ ﻣﻨﻪ ﻣﺎﻟﻢ ﻳﻨﻘﻞ واﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻮن ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻫﺰﻳﻤﺘﺎن ﻳﻮم أﺣﺪﻓﻴﻤ
 اﻟﺴﻴﺮ واﻟﻤﻐﺎزيوﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻨﻘﻞ أن أﺣﺪا ﻣﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء اﻧﻬﺰم ﺑﻞ اﻟﻤﺬﻛﻮر ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻮم أﺣﺪ وﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ وﻟﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﺛﺒﺘﺎ ﻣﻊ اﻟﻨﺒأن أﺑﺎ ﺑ
ﺬﺑﻪ ﻣﻌﻠﻮم وإﻧﻤﺎ اﻟﺬيﻳﻨﻬﺰﻣﺎ ﻣﻊ ﻣﻦ اﻧﻬﺰم وﻣﻦ ﻧﻘﻞ أﻧﻬﻤﺎ اﻧﻬﺰﻣﺎ ﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓ
ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﺎﻟﺮاﻳﺔ ﺑﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ وﻣﺎ ﻧﻘﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻧﻬﺰام أﺑاﻧﻬﺰم ﻳﻮم أﺣﺪ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن وﻗﺪ ﻋﻔﺎ اﻟ
 اﻓﺘﺮاﻫﺎ اﻟﻤﻔﺘﺮونﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓﻤﻦ اﻷﻛﺎذﻳﺐ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﻠﻘﺔ اﻟﺘ
As for his (i.e. the Shi’i scholar’s) statement that he (‘Ali) NEVER ﬂed (the battleﬁeld), then he was, in
this (merit), like Abu Bakr, ‘Umar, Talhah, al-Zubayr and others among the Sahabah, may Allah be
pleased with them. The statement that he (‘Ali) never ﬂed away is like the statement that these people
too never ﬂed away. It is not known that any of them ever ﬂed away. And if something had happened
(from them) in secret which has not been reported, it is possible that something happened from ‘Ali too
which has not been reported.
The Muslims ﬂed away the battleﬁeld twice – on the Day of Uhud and on the Day of Hunayn and it is not
reported that anyone of these people ﬂed away. What is mentioned in the Sirah (i.e. biography of the
Prophet) and al-Maghazi (i.e. reports of battles) books is that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar stood ﬁrmly with the
Prophet, peace be upon him, on the Day of Uhud and on the Day of Hunayn and did not ﬂee away with
those who ﬂed away.
Whoever reported that they both ﬂed away on the Day of Hunayn, his lie is obvious. The only one (of
them) who ﬂed away on the Day of Uhud was ‘Uthman, and Allah has forgiven him. As for what is
reported concerning the ﬂight of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar with the ﬂag on the Day of Hunayn, it is one of the
fabrications which the forgers forged.8
The Shaykh agrees that Amir al-Muminin never ﬂed the battleﬁeld, no matter how hopeless things
became. This is very crucial in determining who was brave and who was cowardly. There is no doubt
that anyone who ﬂees the battleﬁeld is a coward. Interestingly, our Shaykh confesses that ‘Uthman was
a coward who ﬂed away on the Day of Uhud. No wonder, he never attempts anywhere to claim that
‘Uthman was braver than ‘Ali. But then, he argues that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar too, like ‘Ali, never ﬂed
away. Apparently, if he ever admits that either of the duo was a coward who ﬂed away, his entire
argument crashes. One fact, however, remains undeniable. There are reports indicating that both Abu
Bakr and ‘Umar ﬂed the battleﬁelds. Our Shaykh instinctively throws them out as fabrications. He also
seeks to counter such reports with what is “mentioned” – with no proof of authenticity - in the history
books. A fair researcher, of course, would like to examine these “forged” reports alleging Abu Bakr’s and
‘Umar’s cowardice, to determine the truth of the matter by himself.
Well, according to an authentic report, Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman ﬂed the battleﬁelds repeatedly on

different occasions. It did not happen once, twice or thrice. Rather, on several occasions of battle, the
trio ﬂed away, as documented by Imam Muslim (d. 261 H):

ﺮاوي وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ وﺣﺎﻣﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﺒﺮ اﻟﻤﻘﺪﻣ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻤﻌﺘﻤﺮ )وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن( ﻗﺎل ﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﻋﺒﺪاﻷﻋﻠ
 ﺑﻌﺾ ﺗﻠﻚ اﻷﻳﺎم اﻟﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل ﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﻖ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ وﺳﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻬﻤﺎ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻗﺎﺗﻞ ﻓﻴﻬﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
Muhammad b. Abi Bakr al-Muqaddami, Hamid b. ‘Umar al-Bakrawi and Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-A’la –
al-Mu’tamar (and he is Ibn Sulayman) – father – Abu ‘Uthman:
“None remained with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, on some of the DAYS in which the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, was ﬁghting apart from Talhah and Sa’d. They both (i.e.
Talhah and Sa’d) narrated that to me.”9
On the days of the successive battles, everyone else used to ﬂee – apparently including Abu Bakr,
‘Umar and ‘Uthman – except Talhah and Sa’d.
Among such days, the Day of Uhud (3 AH) readily comes to mind. The most notorious runner on that
day was ‘Uthman. Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah himself admits this. Nonetheless, this is an explicit hadith from
Sahih al-Bukhari conﬁrming his ﬂight:

: ﺑﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻮاﻧﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﻫﺐ ﻗﺎلﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻮﺳ
ﺟﺎء رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻞ ﻣﺼﺮ وﺣﺞ اﻟﺒﻴﺖ ﻓﺮأى ﻗﻮﻣﺎ ﺟﻠﻮﺳﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء اﻟﻘﻮم ؟
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻗﺎل ﻳﺎ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا ﻫﺆﻻء ﻗﺮﻳﺶ ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﻦ اﻟﺸﻴﺦ ﻓﻴﻬﻢ؟ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
.  ﻫﻞ ﺗﻌﻠﻢ أن ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻓﺮ ﻳﻮم أﺣﺪ ؟ ﻗﺎل ﻧﻌﻢء ﻓﺤﺪﺛﻨ ﺳﺎﺋﻠﻚ ﻋﻦ ﺷإﻧ
Musa b. Isma’il – Abu ‘Awanah – ‘Uthman b. Muhib:
An Egyptian man came and performed the Hajj to the House. So, he saw some people sitting, and
asked, “Who are these people?” They said, “They are the tribe of Quraysh.” He said, “Who is the old
man amongst them?” They replied, “He is ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Umar.” He said, “O Ibn Umar! I want to ask you
about something; please tell me about it. Do you know that ‘Uthman ﬂed away on the Day of Uhud?"
Ibn ‘Umar said, "Yes."10
Referring to this ugly incident, Allah states:

ﻢ ﻏﻤﺎ ﺑﻐﻢ أﺧﺮاﻛﻢ ﻓﺄﺛﺎﺑ أﺣﺪ واﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻳﺪﻋﻮﻛﻢ ﻓإذ ﺗﺼﻌﺪون وﻻ ﺗﻠﻮون ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﺧﺒﻴﺮ ﺑﻤﺎ ﺗﻌﻤﻠﻮنﻢ واﻟﻢ وﻻ ﻣﺎ أﺻﺎﺑ ﻣﺎ ﻓﺎﺗﻴﻼ ﺗﺤﺰﻧﻮا ﻋﻠﻟ
(And remember) when you ran away (dreadfully) without even casting a side glance at anyone, and the
Messenger was in your rear calling you back.11
The Prophet was calling ‘Uthman while he was ﬂeeing away. He heard him, but did not even cast a side
glance at anyone, not even at Muhammad! He was completely frightened, and sought to run away from
the Messenger of Allah as quickly as they could, in order to save his own life. It was indeed a great
ﬂight, and a great tragedy!
On the Day of Hunayn (8 AH) too, the Sahabah ﬂed away again! This is referred to by Allah in His Book:

ﻢﻢ ﻓﻠﻢ ﺗﻐﻦ ﻋﻨﻢ ﻛﺜﺮﺗ ﻣﻮاﻃﻦ ﻛﺜﻴﺮة وﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ إذ أﻋﺠﺒﺘﻪ ﻓﻟﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮﻛﻢ اﻟ
ﻢ اﻷرض ﺑﻤﺎ رﺣﺒﺖ ﺛﻢ وﻟﻴﺘﻢ ﻣﺪﺑﺮﻳﻦﺷﻴﺌﺎ وﺿﺎﻗﺖ ﻋﻠﻴ
Truly, Allah has helped you on many battleﬁelds, and on the Day of Hunayn when you rejoiced at your
great number but it availed you naught and the earth, as vast as it is, was straitened for you. Then you
ﬂed away.12
The statement is general. Therefore, everyone ﬂed except whoever there is concrete evidence clearing
him. ‘Umar, in particular, was one of the runners on that day. Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) records:

 ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻛﺜﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ أﻓﻠﺢ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻳﺤﻴوﻗﺎل اﻟﻠﻴﺚ ﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ ﻗﺘﺎدة أن أﺑﺎ ﻗﺘﺎدة ﻗﺎل ﻟﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﺣﻨﻴﻦ ﻧﻈﺮت إﻟ أﺑﻣﻮﻟ
ﻳﻘﺎﺗﻞ رﺟﻼ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺸﺮﻛﻴﻦ وآﺧﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺸﺮﻛﻴﻦ ﻳﺨﺘﻠﻪ ﻣﻦ وراﺋﻪ ﻟﻴﻘﺘﻠﻪ ﻓﺄﺳﺮﻋﺖ
 ﻓﻀﻤﻨ وأﺿﺮب ﻳﺪه ﻓﻘﻄﻌﺘﻬﺎ ﺛﻢ أﺧﺬﻧ اﻟﺬي ﻳﺨﺘﻠﻪ ﻓﺮﻓﻊ ﻳﺪه ﻟﻴﻀﺮﺑﻨإﻟ
 ﺗﺨﻮﻓﺖ ﺛﻢ ﺗﺮك ﻓﺘﺤﻠﻞ ودﻓﻌﺘﻪ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺘﻠﺘﻪ واﻧﻬﺰم اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻮنﺿﻤﺎ ﺷﺪﻳﺪا ﺣﺘ
 اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﻘﻠﺖ ﻟﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺷﺄن اﻟﻨﺎس؟ ﻗﺎلواﻧﻬﺰﻣﺖ ﻣﻌﻬﻢ ﻓﺈذا ﺑﻌﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺛﻢ ﺗﺮاﺟﻊ اﻟﻨﺎس إﻟأﻣﺮ اﻟ
Al-Layth – Yahya b. Sa’id – ‘Umar b. Kathir b. Aﬂah – Abu Muhammad, freed slave of Abu Qatadah –
Abu Qatadah:

On the Day of Hunayn, I saw a Muslim ﬁghting with one of the pagans and another pagan was hiding
himself behind the Muslim in order to kill him. So I hurried towards the pagan who was hiding behind the
Muslim to kill him, and he raised his hand to hit me but I hit his hand and cut it off.
That man got hold of me and pressed me so hard that I was afraid, then I knelt down and his grip
became loose and I pushed him and killed him. The Muslims ﬂed, and I too ﬂed WITH THEM.
Suddenly, I met ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab AMONGST THE PEOPLE and I asked him, “What is wrong with
THE PEOPLE?” He said, “It is the Command of Allah.” Then THE PEOPLE returned to the Messenger
of Allah.13
Abu Qatadah referred to those Sahabah who ﬂed away as “the people”. They ﬂed but later returned to
the Messenger at the battleﬁeld. The interesting part is that while Abu Qatadah himself was ﬂeeing away
“with them”, he met ‘Umar “amongst the people”! In other words, ‘Umar too was ﬂeeing away with the
people! He was “amongst” the people speeding off the battle ground. If the second khalifah had stayed
with the Messenger of Allah, Abu Qatadah – who had run away from the Prophet – would never had met
‘Umar “amongst the people”!
A rather unfortunate turn was ‘Umar’s attempted justiﬁcation of the Sahabah’s run from the battleﬁeld.
He claimed that those Sahabah – including himself – were obeying “the command” of Allah. We
searched the Qur’an and ahadith to locate this “command”. But, we came up with nothing like it. Rather,
this is what we read:

ﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا إذا ﻟﻘﻴﺘﻢ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا زﺣﻔﺎ ﻓﻼ ﺗﻮﻟﻮﻫﻢ اﻷدﺑﺎر وﻣﻦ ﻳﻮﻟﻬﻢ
ﻪ وﻣﺄواه ﻓﺌﺔ ﻓﻘﺪ ﺑﺎء ﺑﻐﻀﺐ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻳﻮﻣﺌﺬ دﺑﺮه إﻻ ﻣﺘﺤﺮﻓﺎ ﻟﻘﺘﺎل أو ﻣﺘﺤﻴﺰا إﻟ
ﺟﻬﻨﻢ وﺑﺌﺲ اﻟﻤﺼﻴﺮ
O you who believe! When you meet those who disbelieve, in a battleﬁeld, never ﬂee from them. And
whoever ﬂees away on such a day – unless it be a stratagem of war, or to retreat to a troop, - he indeed
has drawn upon himself Wrath from Allah. And his abode is Hellﬁre, and worse indeed is that
destination!14
Does it really look like the Sahabah were obeying Allah with their great ﬂight? We do not think so.
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25. Hadith Al-Rayat, Investigating Its
Authenticity
Before Hunayn (8 AH), ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab ran away from the battleﬁeld at least twice – during
Khandaq (5 AH) and at Khaybar (7 AH). It was at Khaybar that Hadith al-Rayat was declared by the
Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. We will therefore brieﬂy examine what the second khalifah
did during the Khandaq battle before moving on to Khaybar. Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ ﺟﺪه أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﺧﺮﺟﺖ ﻳﻮم اﻟﺨﻨﺪق أﻗﻔﻮا آﺛﺎرﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ ﺑﻦ وﻗﺎص ﻗﺎل أﺧﺒﺮﺗﻨ
 ﺣﺲ اﻷرض ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﺎﻟﺘﻔﺖ ﻓﺈذا ﻳﻌﻨاﻟﻨﺎس ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﺴﻤﻌﺖ وﺋﻴﺪ اﻷرض وراﺋ
أﻧﺎ ﺑﺴﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﺎذ وﻣﻌﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺧﻴﻪ اﻟﺤﺎرث ﺑﻦ أوس ﻳﺤﻤﻞ ﻣﺠﻨﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﺠﻠﺴﺖ
 اﻷرض ﻓﻤﺮ ﺳﻌﺪ وﻋﻠﻴﻪ درع ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺪ ﻗﺪ ﺧﺮﺟﺖ ﻣﻨﻬﺎ أﻃﺮاﻓﻪ ﻓﺄﻧﺎ أﺗﺨﻮفإﻟ
 أﻃﺮاف ﺳﻌﺪ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ وﻛﺎن ﺳﻌﺪ ﻣﻦ أﻋﻈﻢ اﻟﻨﺎس وأﻃﻮﻟﻬﻢ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﻤﺮ وﻫﻮﻋﻠ
 ﻣﺎ أﺣﺴﻦ اﻟﻤﻮت إذا ﺣﺎن... ﻳﺮﺗﺠﺰ وﻳﻘﻮل )ﻟﻴﺖ ﻗﻠﻴﻼ ﻳﺪرك اﻟﻬﻴﺠﺎ ﺟﻤﻞ
اﻷﺟﻞ( ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﻘﻤﺖ ﻓﺎﻗﺘﺤﻤﺖ ﺣﺪﻳﻘﺔ ﻓﺈذا ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻧﻔﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ وإذا ﻓﻴﻬﻢ ﻋﻤﺮ
 ﻣﻐﻔﺮا ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﻣﺎ ﺟﺎء ﺑﻚ ﻟﻌﻤﺮيﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب وﻓﻴﻬﻢ رﺟﻞ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺳﺒﻐﺔ ﻟﻪ ﻳﻌﻨ
ﻮن ﺗﺤﻮز ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﻤﺎ زال ﻳﻠﻮﻣﻨﻮن ﺑﻼء أو ﻳﻪ إﻧﻚ ﻟﺠﺮﻳﺌﺔ وﻣﺎ ﻳﺆﻣﻨﻚ أن ﻳواﻟ

 ﺳﺎﻋﺘﺌﺬ ﻓﺪﺧﻠﺖ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﺮﻓﻊ اﻟﺮﺟﻞ ﺗﻤﻨﻴﺖ أن اﻷرض اﻧﺸﻘﺖ ﻟﺣﺘ
ﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻳﺎ ﻋﻤﺮ وﻳﺤﻚ اﻧﻚ ﻗﺪ أﻛﺜﺮت ﻣﻨﺬاﻟﺴﺒﻐﺔ ﻋﻦ وﺟﻬﻪ ﻓﺈذا ﻃﻠﺤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﺰ و ﺟﻞ اﻟاﻟﻴﻮم وأﻳﻦ اﻟﺘﺤﻮز أو اﻟﻔﺮار إﻻ إﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yazid – Muhammad b. ‘Amr – his father – his
grandfather ‘Alqamah b. Waqqas – ‘Aishah:
I went out on the Day of al-Khandaq and I stood behind the people. So, I heard footsteps coming from
behind me. I turned around and saw Sa’d b. Mu’adh, and his nephew al-Harith b. Aws was carrying his
armour. Therefore, I sat down on the ground and Sa’d passed by, wearing an iron armour from which his
limbs had come out. I was afraid of Sa’d’s limbs. Sa’d was one of the most huge and tallest people. Sa’d
passed by, singing a battle song, saying: “Very soon the battle will meet a camel ... What a good death it
is when the time has come.”
Then I stood up and entered a garden. There was a small group of Muslims there, and ‘Umar b.
al-Khaṭṭab was amongst them and there was another man who was wearing a mask. ‘Umar said:
“What brought you here? I swear by my life and I swear by Allah, you are a reckless woman! What
assures you against the occurrence of a disaster or capture?” He kept blaming me so much until I
wished that the earth would split open for me so that I could enter into it. Then the (masked) man
removed the mask from his face, and he was Talhah b. ‘Ubayd Allah. So he said, “Woe to you, O Umar!
You have said too much today! And where is the writhing movement or the ﬂight except to Allah the
Almighty?”1
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) has copied the exact same narration in his Sahihah, and states:

( ﻋﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ142 ‐ 141 / 6) أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻹﻣﺎم أﺣﻤﺪ
.... ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ أﺧﺒﺮﺗﻨ: ﻗﺎل،اﺑﻦ وﻗﺎص

" رواه:(128/ 6) "  " ﻣﺠﻤﻊ اﻟﺰواﺋﺪ ﻓ وﻗﺎل اﻟﻬﻴﺜﻤ. وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺣﺴﻦ:ﻗﻠﺖ
." وﺑﻘﻴﺔ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت،أﺣﻤﺪ وﻓﻴﻪ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﻘﻤﺔ وﻫﻮ ﺣﺴﻦ اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ
." " وﺳﻨﺪه ﺣﺴﻦ:(43/ 11) "  " اﻟﻔﺘﺢوﻗﺎل اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ ﻓ
Imam Ahmad (6/141-142) recorded it from Muhammad b. ‘Amr - his father - ‘Alqamah b. Waqqas –
‘Aishah....

I (Al-Albani) say: This chain is hasan. Al-Haythami said in Majma’ al-Zawaid (6/128): “Ahmad
recorded it and in the chain is Muhammad b. ‘Amr b. ‘Alqamah, and his hadith is hasan, and the other
narrators in the chain are trustworthy”. Al-Haﬁz also said in al-Fath (11/43): “And its chain is hasan”.2
Imam Ibn Hibban (d. 354 H) too has documented the report in his Sahih3. ‘Allamah al-Albani says:

ﺣﺴﻦ
Hasan4
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ conﬁrms this:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ
A hasan hadith5
The question is: what was ‘Umar and his few colleagues doing in a garden, hidden from view, while the
Messenger of Allah and the other Sahabah were actively in battle against the allied forces of the
pagans? The people, as testiﬁed by Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah, were at the warfront. She was standing
behind the ﬁghting soldiers. So, ‘Umar and his small band were completely away from the front, at the
back of everyone else. Was it a tactical land ambush by them?
But, that was not possible! Firstly, it was a trench war. If anything, ‘Umar and his colleagues should be
standing with the Prophet at the front - by the trench - preventing the enemies of Allah from successfully
crossing over. Secondly, the Messenger did not permit any Sahabi to leave his presence, as reported by
the Qur’an about the Battle of Khandaq:

ﻢ ﻓﺎرﺟﻌﻮا وﻳﺴﺘﺄذن ﻓﺮﻳﻖ ﻣﻨﻬﻢوإذ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻃﺎﺋﻔﺔ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻳﺎ أﻫﻞ ﻳﺜﺮب ﻻ ﻣﻘﺎم ﻟ
 ﺑﻌﻮرة إن ﻳﺮﻳﺪون إﻻ ﻓﺮارا وﻟﻮ دﺧﻠﺖ ﻳﻘﻮﻟﻮن إن ﺑﻴﻮﺗﻨﺎ ﻋﻮرة وﻣﺎ ﻫاﻟﻨﺒ
ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ أﻗﻄﺎرﻫﺎ ﺛﻢ ﺳﺌﻠﻮا اﻟﻔﺘﻨﺔ ﻵﺗﻮﻫﺎ وﻣﺎ ﺗﻠﺒﺜﻮا ﺑﻬﺎ إﻻ ﻳﺴﻴﺮا وﻟﻘﺪ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا
ﻢ اﻟﻔﺮارﻪ ﻣﺴﺌﻮﻻ ﻗﻞ ﻟﻦ ﻳﻨﻔﻌﻪ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺒﻞ ﻻ ﻳﻮﻟﻮن اﻷدﺑﺎر وﻛﺎن ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﻋﺎﻫﺪوا اﻟ
إن ﻓﺮرﺗﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻮت أو اﻟﻘﺘﻞ وإذا ﻻ ﺗﻤﺘﻌﻮن إﻻ ﻗﻠﻴﻼ
And when a party of them said, “O people of Yathrib! You do not stand any chance. Therefore, return”.

And a band of them asked for permission of the Prophet, saying: “Truly, our homes are vulnerable!” But
they (i.e. their houses) were not vulnerable. They (i.e. those soldiers) only wished to ﬂee! And if the
enemy had entered upon them from its (i.e. Madinah’s) borders, and they had been asked to commit
sedition (against Islam), they would surely have committed it and would have only hesitated a little.
And indeed they had already made a covenant with Allah not to ﬂee, and a covenant with Allah must be
answered for. Say: Running away will not beneﬁt you if you ﬂee from death or killing, and then you
will enjoy no more than a little while!”6
The verses conﬁrm that the enemy never breached the borders of Madinah. They further establish that
the homes of the people of the city were safe. Of course, it was the Battle of Khandaq (i.e. the Battle of
the Trench). Therefore, all the ﬁghting was supposed to be done at the trench, not within the boundaries
of Madinah. Lastly, there is zero evidence of any deployment of anyone by the Prophet, during the
battle, to mount any ambush in any garden in the city!
As such, the presence of ‘Umar and his colleagues in a safe garden had absolutely no military value or
legitimacy. Moreover, one of them was masking his face to conceal his identity. Meanwhile, he too had
no tactical or strategic reason to use a mask. It is obvious, from the circumstances and his conduct, that
he felt shame for what they were doing in the garden, and would not like anyone to identify him with it, if
they were detected. But, Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah knew his voice very well, being his relative. So, it
was pointless for him to conceal his identity before her while criticizing ‘Umar.
‘Umar and his colleagues were, without doubt, hiding from battle. They had ﬂed! While the other Muslims
were busy preventing the collapse of Madinah by blocking any crossover of the trench by the enemy, he
and his colleagues were breathing safely in their hideout. Judging from the panic and instinctive
outbursts of ‘Umar, one could also say that he was not aware of the real situation of things in the city. He
apparently thought that the enemy had entered it, and that it was extremely risky to move around. That
explains why he moved into, and remained in, the garden in the ﬁrst place.
At Khaybar, our second khalifah repeated his old feat. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) records:

 ﺑﻤﺮو ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ اﻟﻤﺤﺒﻮﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ رﺿ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ اﻟﺤﻨﻔ ﻣﻮﺳﻴﻢ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻧﻌﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳاﻟ
ﻪ اﻟ ﺧﻴﺒﺮ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ أﺗﺎﻫﺎ ﺑﻌﺚ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ إﻟ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﺳﺎر اﻟﻨﺒ: ﻗﺎل
 ﻣﺪﻳﻨﺘﻬﻢ أو ﻗﺼﺮﻫﻢ ﻓﻘﺎﺗﻠﻮﻫﻢ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﻠﺒﺜﻮا أن ﻋﻨﻪ وﺑﻌﺚ ﻣﻌﻪ اﻟﻨﺎس إﻟﺗﻌﺎﻟ
ﻫﺰﻣﻮا ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺤﺎﺑﻪ ﻓﺠﺎءوا ﻳﺠﺒﻨﻮﻧﻪ وﻳﺠﺒﻨﻬﻢ ﻓﺴﺎر
Abu al-‘Abbas Muhammad b. Ahmad al-Mahbubi – Sa’id b. Mas’ud – ‘Ubayd Allah b. Musa – Na’im b.

Hakim – Abu Musa al-Hanaﬁ – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him:
The Prophet, peace be upon him, journeyed to Khaybar. When he arrived there, he appointed ‘Umar (as
commander) and appointed some people with him (as his troops) to conquer their city or castle. So, they
(‘Umar and his troops) fought them (i.e. the people of Khaybar). But ‘Umar and his troops did not
hesitate before ﬂeeing. So, they came back and they (the troops) accused him (‘Umar) of
COWARDICE while he too accused them of cowardice.7
Al-Hakim says:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain8
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) HHconﬁrms:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih9
Imam al-Hindi (d. 975 H) copies a fuller version:

ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ ﻗﺎل  :ﺳﺎر رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إﻟ ﺧﻴﺒﺮ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ أﺗﺎﻫﺎ رﺳﻮل
اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﺑﻌﺚ ﻋﻤﺮ وﻣﻌﻪ اﻟﻨﺎس إﻟ ﻣﺪﻳﻨﺘﻬﻢ وإﻟ ﻗﺼﺮﻫﻢ
ﻓﻘﺎﺗﻠﻮﻫﻢ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﻠﺒﺜﻮا أن ﻫﺰﻣﻮا ﻋﻤﺮ وأﺻﺤﺎﺑﻪ ﻓﺠﺎء ﻳﺠﺒﻨﻬﻢ وﻳﺠﺒﻨﻮﻧﻪ ﻓﺴﺎء ذﻟﻚ
رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل  :ﻷﺑﻌﺜﻦ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ رﺟﻼ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ
وﻳﺤﺒﻪ اﻟﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻳﻘﺎﺗﻠﻬﻢ ﺣﺘ ﻳﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﻪ ﻟﻪ ﻟﻴﺲ ﺑﻔﺮار ﻓﺘﻄﺎول اﻟﻨﺎس ﻟﻬﺎ
وﻣﺪوا أﻋﻨﺎﻗﻬﻢ ﻳﺮوﻧﻪ أﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ رﺟﺎء ﻣﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﺚ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و
ﺳﻠﻢ ﺳﺎﻋﺔ ﻓﻘﺎل  :أﻳﻦ ﻋﻠ ؟ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا  :ﻫﻮ أرﻣﺪ ﻗﺎل  :ادﻋﻮه ﻟ ﻓﻠﻤﺎ أﺗﻴﺘﻪ ﻓﺘﺢ
ﻋﻴﻨ ﺛﻢ ﺗﻔﻞ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﺛﻢ أﻋﻄﺎﻧ اﻟﻠﻮاء ﻓﺎﻧﻄﻠﻘﺖ ﺑﻪ ﺳﻌﻴﺎ ﺧﺸﻴﺔ أن ﻳﺤﺪث رﺳﻮل
اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﺣﺪﺛﺎ أو ﻓ ﺣﺘ أﺗﻴﺘﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎﺗﻠﺘﻬﻢ ﻓﺒﺮز ﻣﺮﺣﺐ
ﻳﺮﺗﺠﺰ وﺑﺮزت ﻟﻪ أرﺗﺠﺰ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻳﺮﺗﺠﺰ ﺣﺘ اﻟﺘﻘﻴﻨﺎ ﻓﻘﺘﻠﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺑﻴﺪي واﻧﻬﺰم أﺻﺤﺎﺑﻪ
ﻓﺘﺤﺼﻨﻮا وأﻏﻠﻘﻮا اﻟﺒﺎب ﻓﺄﺗﻴﻨﺎ اﻟﺒﺎب ﻓﻠﻢ أزل أﻋﺎﻟﺠﻪ ﺣﺘ ﻓﺘﺤﻪ اﻟﻪ

Narrated ‘Ali:
The Messsenger of Allah, peace be upon him, journeyed to Khaybar. When the Messenger of Allah,
peace be upon him, arrived there, he appointed ‘Umar (as commander) and with him some people (as
his troops) to conquer their city or castle. So, they (‘Umar and his troops) fought them (i.e. the people of
Khaybar). But ‘Umar and his troops did not hesitate before ﬂeeing. So, they came back and he
accused them of cowardice while they too (the troops) accused him (‘Umar) of COWARDICE. The
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, roundly condemned that and said, “I will certainly appoint over
you a man who loves Allah and His Messenger, and Allah and His Messenger too love him. He will ﬁght
them until Allah grants him victory. He is not someone who ﬂees.”
So, the people longed for it (i.e. the expedition) and extended their necks, each of them wishing that he
be the chosen one. The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, remained silent for a while and then
said: “Where is Ali?” They said: “He is sore-eyed.” He said: “Summon him for me.” When I came to
him, he opened my eyes and put his saliva on them. Then, he gave the ﬂag to me and so I proceeded
fast, fearing that the Messenger of Allah might make a new decision concerning it (i.e. the expedition), or
me, until I reached them (i.e. the people of Khaybar). So, I fought them. Then Marhab (the warrior of
Khaybar) offered a duel challenge, reciting war poetry and I accepted his duel challenge, reciting war
poetry like people do, until we clashed and Allah killed him through my hand. As a result, his
companions ﬂed away into their castle, and locked the door. We went to the door and I did not stop
trying to break it until Allah opened it.10
Al-Hindi comments:

واﻟﺒﺰار وﺳﻨﺪه ﺣﺴﻦ
Recorded by al-Bazzar and its chain is hasan.11
‘Ali’s encounter with Marhab is documented by Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) as well:

 ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﺎﺷﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ح وﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق ﺑﻦ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻪ ﺑﻦﺮﻣﺔ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺎر ح وﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺎﻣﺮ اﻟﻌﻘﺪي ﻛﻼﻫﻤﺎ ﻋﻦ ﻋ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﻤﺠﻴﺪ ﻋﺒﻴﺪاﻟ اﻟﺤﻨﻔ وﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻪ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻠﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻟﺪارﻣ
: ﻗﺎل أﺑ إﻳﺎس ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻤﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺮﻣﺔ ) وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺎر ( ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋ

ﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ أو وﻫﻮ أرﻣﺪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻷﻋﻄﻴﻦ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ رﺟﻼ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟ ﻋﻠ إﻟﺛﻢ أرﺳﻠﻨ....
 أﺗﻴﺖ ﺑﻪ رﺳﻮلﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺠﺌﺖ ﺑﻪ أﻗﻮده وﻫﻮ أرﻣﺪ ﺣﺘﻳﺤﺒﻪ اﻟ
 ﻋﻴﻨﻴﻪ ﻓﺒﺮأ وأﻋﻄﺎه اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ وﺧﺮج ﻣﺮﺣﺐﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺒﺴﻖ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟ
 اﻟﺴﻼح ﺑﻄﻞ ﻣﺠﺮب إذا اﻟﺤﺮوب ﺷﺎﻛ...  ﻣﺮﺣﺐﻓﻘﺎل ﻗﺪ ﻋﻠﻤﺖ ﺧﻴﺒﺮ أﻧ
 ﻛﻠﻴﺚ اﻟﻐﺎﺑﺎت ﻛﺮﻳﻪ...  ﺣﻴﺪره أﻣ أﻧﺎ اﻟﺬي ﺳﻤﺘﻨأﻗﺒﻠﺖ ﺗﻠﻬﺐ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻠ
اﻟﻤﻨﻈﺮه أوﻓﻴﻬﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﺼﺎع ﻛﻴﻞ اﻟﺴﻨﺪره ﻗﺎل ﻓﻀﺮب رأس ﻣﺮﺣﺐ ﻓﻘﺘﻠﻪ ﺛﻢ ﻛﺎن
 ﻳﺪﻳﻪاﻟﻔﺘﺢ ﻋﻠ
Abu Bakr b. Abi Shaybah – Hashim b. al-Qasim – Ishaq b. Ibrahim – Abu ‘Amir al-‘Aqdi – ‘Ikrimah b.
‘Amir AND ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Abd al-Rahman al-Darimi – Abu ‘Ali al-Hanaﬁ ‘Ubayd Allah b. ‘Abd al-Majid –
‘Ikrimah b. ‘Amir – Iyas b. Salamah – my father (Salamah):
.... Then he (the Messenger) sent me to ‘Ali, and he (‘Ali) was sore-eyed. So, he (the Prophet) said, “I
verily will give the ﬂag to a man who loves Allah and His Messenger or whom Allah and His Messenger
love.” So, I went to ‘Ali and brought him, and he was sore-eyed , until I brought him to the Messenger of
Allah, peace be upon him, who applied his saliva to his eyes and he got well.
So, he (the Prophet) gave him the ﬂag and Marhab (at the Khaybar battle ground) came out and said
(during the duel), “Khaybar has already known that I am Marhab, a fully-armed and well-tried valorous
warrior whenever war comes, spreading its ﬂames.” ‘Ali replied, “I am the one whose mother named him
Haydar, like a lion of the forest with a terror-striking countenance. I give them (i.e. my opponents) the
measure of sandara (i.e. a heavy blow) in exchange for sa’ (i.e. a small punch).” ‘Ali struck the head of
Marhab and killed him. So, the victory was through his hands.12
Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) has recorded the same report13, and Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

 ﺷﺮط ﻣﺴﻠﻢإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of Muslim.14
The Prophet of Allah testiﬁed that Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, was NOT a person who ﬂed in
any circumstance, however difﬁcult. He too demonstrated that by accepting the challenge of Marhab in a
mortal combat. As such, while all the other Sahabah – including Abu Bakr and ‘Umar – were repeatedly
ﬂeeing the battleﬁelds, ‘Ali always stayed till the end. The matter, apparently, was very well-known
among the Sahabah, which was why some of them did not bother mentioning his name while listing the
ﬁrm ones at each battle. He made every list by default, and it might be pointless repeating his blessed

name while everyone was already aware of this unique status of his.
Imam Ahmad further records another report, with an interesting additional detail:

 اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ واﻗﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨ ﺛﻨﺎ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺒﺎب ﺣﺪﺛﻨ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﺮ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﻗﺎل ﺣﺎﺻﺮﻧﺎ ﺧﻴﺒﺮ ﻓﺄﺧﺬ اﻟﻠﻮاء أﺑﻮ ﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﺣﺪﺛﻨﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻓﺎﻧﺼﺮف وﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ ﺛﻢ أﺧﺬه ﻣﻦ اﻟﻐﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﺨﺮج ﻓﺮﺟﻊ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻔﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ وأﺻﺎب
 داﻓﻊ اﻟﻠﻮاءﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟﻨﺎس ﻳﻮﻣﺌﺬ ﺷﺪة وﺟﻬﺪ ﻓﻘﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻳﻔﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ ﻓﺒﺘﻨﺎﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺮﺟﻊ ﺣﺘﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻳﺤﺐ اﻟ رﺟﻞ ﻳﺤﺒﻪ اﻟﻏﺪا إﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻃﻴﺒﺔ أﻧﻔﺴﻨﺎ ان اﻟﻔﺘﺢ ﻏﺪا ﻓﻠﻤﺎ ان أﺻﺒﺢ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻣﺼﺎﻓﻬﻢ ﻓﺪﻋﺎ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﻫﻮ أرﻣﺪ اﻟﻐﺪاة ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎم ﻗﺎﺋﻤﺎ ﻓﺪﻋﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻠﻮاء واﻟﻨﺎس ﻋﻠﺻﻠ
 ﻋﻴﻨﻴﻪ ودﻓﻊ إﻟﻴﻪ اﻟﻠﻮاء وﻓﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ ﻗﺎل ﺑﺮﻳﺪة وأﻧﺎ ﻓﻴﻤﻦ ﺗﻄﺎول ﻟﻬﺎﻓﺘﻔﻞ ﻓ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Zayd b. al-Habab – al-Husayn b. Waqid – ‘Abd
Allah b. Buraydah – Abu Buraydah:
We besieged Khaybar. So, Abu Bakr took the ﬂag and went. But, he did not achieve victory. Then,
the next day, ‘Umar took it (i.e. the ﬂag), and went and returned without achieving victory. On that day,
the people encountered hardship and fatigue. Therefore, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
said, “I will tomorrow give the ﬂag to a man who loves Allah and His Messenger, and Allah and His
Messenger love him too. He will not return unless he has achieved victory.” So, we became
absolutely certain that victory would be achieved the next day.
When it was morning, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, performed the morning Salat. Then
he stood and asked that the ﬂag be brought to him. The people were on their lines. So, he summoned
‘Ali and he (‘Ali) was sore-eyed. Then he spit into his eyes and gave him the ﬂag, and he (‘Ali)
achieved victory. I was one of those longing for it (i.e. the ﬂag).15
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ states:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﻗﻮي ﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ ﺣﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ واﻗﺪ اﻟﻤﺮوزي
It is a sahih hadith, and this chain is strong (qawi) due to Husayn b. Waqid al-Maruzi.16
Apparently, Abu Bakr was the ﬁrst to ﬂee the battleﬁeld at Khaybar, and then ‘Umar. Marhab must have

offered both of them duel challenges – as he did to Amir al-Muminin - which they obviously declined
and then sped away. The only way to conquer Khaybar was to kill Marhab, who was their legendary
warrior, as ‘Ali demonstrated. The fact that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar returned without victory is evidence that
both of them, as army commanders, feared Marhab and therefore avoided him.
Imam al-Hindi copies a related report:

 إزار ورداء اﻟﺸﺘﺎء ﻓ ﻳﺨﺮج ﻓ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ:  ﻗﺎل ﻟﻴﻠﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ واﻟ ﺑﻠ:  ﺑﺨﻴﺒﺮ ؟ ﻗﻠﺖ أو ﻣﺎ ﻛﻨﺖ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ ﻳﺎ أﺑﺎ ﻟﻴﻠ:  ﻗﺎل....ﺛﻮﺑﻴﻦ ﺧﻔﻴﻔﻴﻦ و
ﺮ ﻓﺴﺎرﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﺑﻌﺚ أﺑﺎ ﺑ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻓﺈن رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻢ ﻗﺎلﻗﺪ ﻛﻨﺖ ﻣﻌ
 إﻟﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻧﺘﻬ رﺟﻊ إﻟﻴﻪ وﺑﻌﺚ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﺎﻧﻬﺰم ﺑﺎﻟﻨﺎس ﺣﺘﺑﺎﻟﻨﺎس ﻓﺎﻧﻬﺰم ﺣﺘ
ﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻳﺤﺒﻪ ﻷﻋﻄﻴﻦ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ رﺟﻼ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
 ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺘﻪ وأﻧﺎ أرﻣﺪ ﻻ أﺑﺼﺮ ﻓﺪﻋﺎﻧﻪ ﻟﻪ ﻟﻴﺲ ﺑﻔﺮار ﻓﺄرﺳﻞ إﻟﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻳﻔﺘﺢ اﻟاﻟ
 ﻋﻴﻨﺷﻴﺌﺎ ﻓﺘﻔﻞ ﻓ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abi Layli:
‘Ali used to come out in winter wearing light clothes and ... he (‘Ali) said (to me), “Were you not with us,
O Abu Layli, at Khaybar?” I said, “Yes, by Allah, I was with you.” He said, “Verily, the Messenger of
Allah, peace be upon him, appointed Abu Bakr as commander and he despatched with (some) people.
BUT HE (ABU BAKR) FLED until he returned to him (i.e. the Prophet).
And he appointed ‘Umar too as army commander, and HE (‘UMAR) TOO FLED with the people (i.e. his
troops) until he got back to him (i.e. the Messenger). So, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
said, ‘I certainly will give the ﬂag to a man who loves Allah and His Messenger, and Allah and His
Messenger love him too. Allah will grant him victory. He is not someone who ﬂees.’ Therefore, he sent
for me, and I got to him. I was sore-eyed, and could not see anything. So, he spit into my eye.”17
Al-Hindi comments:

واﻟﺒﺰار واﺑﻦ ﺟﺮﻳﺮ وﺻﺤﺤﻪ
Al-Bazzar recorded it, as well as Ibn Jarir (al-Tabari) WHO DECLARED IT SAHIH18
At this point, let us do some mathematics:

1. Abu Bakr and ‘Umar used to ﬂee from battleﬁelds. Ali never ﬂed, not even once.
3. ‘Ali accepted and won at least the duel challenge at Khaybar. Abu Bakr and ‘Umar ran away from the
same duel challenge.
5. Ali was never accused of cowardice by anyone. Rather, the Prophet testiﬁed in favour of his absolute
bravery and military doggedness. By contrast, ‘Umar was charged with cowardice by his own troops!
7. Abu Bakr and ‘Umar returned from the battleﬁeld, defeated and humiliated. Meanwhile, ‘Ali never left
the battleﬁeld until he had achieved victory.
9. The Messenger of Allah had absolute conﬁdence in ‘Ali’s military prowess, and was completely certain
that the latter would never fail in his expeditions. On the other hand, both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar
disappointed him in their military assignments, and he apparently did not have full conﬁdence in their
military abilities.
The question is: who was braver? Was it Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib? Or, were Abu Bakr and
‘Umar braver than him, as claimed by Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah? Even if we accepted our Shaykh’s redeﬁnition of “bravery” as fearlessness of the heart, how can anyone still claim that Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and
‘Uthman were “brave” at all despite that they used to ﬂee the battleﬁeld? Can a person who runs away
from battle be said to have a fearless heart? Moreover, what made Amir al-Muminin so ﬁrm on the
battleﬁeld? Was it not his fearless heart? From whatever angle we look at it, Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and
‘Uthman were timid cowards, while ‘Ali was a true warrior, with a completely fearless heart.
Our Shaykh is well aware that with the above facts, his theory can never stand. So, he goes on a
voyage of historical revisionism:

ﻪ وﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺒﻞ ﻗﺪوﻣﻪ ﻷﻋﻄﻴﻦ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ رﺟﻼ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻨﺒ
ﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ ﻗﺒﻞ ذﻟﻚ ﻷﺑ ﻳﺪﻳﻪ و ﻟﻢ ﺗﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ و رﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻳﻔﺘﺢ اﻟرﺳﻮﻟﻪ و ﻳﺤﺒﻪ اﻟ
و ﻻ ﻟﻌﻤﺮ و ﻻ ﻗﺮﺑﻬﺎ واﺣﺪ ﻣﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﺑﻞ ﻫﺬا ﻣﻦ اﻷﻛﺎذﻳﺐ
The Prophet, peace be upon him, said before his (‘Ali’s) arrival, “I verily will give the ﬂag to a man who
loves Allah and His Messenger, and Allah and His Messenger too love him. Allah will grant victory
through his hands.” The ﬂag was never given before that to Abu Bakr or ‘Umar, and neither of them
even moved near it. Rather, this (i.e. the claim that Abu Bakr and ‘Umar were given the ﬂag before
‘Ali) is one of the lies.19
But, does that really help him or his two khalifahs?
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26. Hadith Al-Tair, Investigating Its Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

ﺬوﺑﺎت اﻟﻤﻮﺿﻮﻋﺎت ﻋﻨﺪ أﻫﻞ اﻟﻌﻠﻢﺣﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﻄﺎﺋﺮ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤ
Hadith al-Tair is one of the fabricated lies in the opinion of the people of knowledge.1
Meanwhile, Imam Ibn Asakir (d. 571 H) records:

 أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻏﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺒﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻷﺑﻨﻮﺳ
 ﻋﻦ ﻋﻴﺴﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻔﺺ ﻧﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻠﻴﺚ ﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﻘﺎرئ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺴﺪي ﻧﺎ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ ﻗﺎل أﻫﺪي إﻟ
 ﺑﺄﺣﺐ ﺧﻠﻘﻚ إﻟﻴﻚ ﻳﺄﻛﻞﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﻃﻴﺎر ﻓﻘﺴﻤﻬﺎ وﺗﺮك ﻃﻴﺮا ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻠﻬﻢ اﺋﺘﻨ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺪﺧﻞ ﻳﺄﻛﻞ ﻣﻌﻪ ﻣﻦ ذﻟﻚ اﻟﻄﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻄﻴﺮ ﻓﺠﺎء ﻋﻠﻣﻌ
Abu Ghalib b. al-Bana – Abu al-Husayn b. al-Abnusi – Abu al-Hasan al-Daraquṭni – Muhammad b.
Mukhlid b. Hafs – Hatim b. al-Layth – ‘Ubayd Allah b. Musa – ‘Isa b. ‘Umar al-Qari – al-Suddi – Anas b.
Malik:
Birds were given as gifts to the Messenger of Allah. So, he distributed them and left a bird. Then he
said, “O Allah, bring to me the most beloved to You of Your creation to eat with me from this bird. So,
‘Ali b. Abi Talib came and entered and ate with him from that bird.2
Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) states about the ﬁrst narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻏﺎﻟﺐ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻹﻣﺎم، ﻣﺴﻨﺪ ﺑﻐﺪاد،أﺑﻮ ﻏﺎﻟﺐ اﺑﻦ اﻟﺒﻨﺎء اﻟﺸﻴﺦ اﻟﺼﺎﻟﺢ اﻟﺜﻘﺔ
.ﻪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺒﻨﺎء اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي اﻟﺤﻨﺒﻠ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ ﻋﻠأﺑ
Abu Ghalib b. al-Bana: The righteous Shaykh, the thiqah (trustworthy) narrator, the hadith
transmitter of Baghdad, Abu Ghalib Ahmad b. Imam Abu ‘Ali al-Hasan b. Ahmad b. ‘Abd Allah b. alBana al-Baghdadi al-Hanbali.3
Concerning the second narrator, he further says:

 اﺑﻦ، ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ، أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ، اﻟﺸﻴﺦ اﻟﺜﻘﺔاﺑﻦ اﻵﺑﻨﻮﺳ
. اﻟﺒﻐﺪادياﻵﺑﻨﻮﺳ
Ibn al-Abnusi: The thiqah (trustworthy) Shaykh, Abu al-Husayn, Muhamamd b. Ahmad b.
Muhammad b. ‘Ali, Ibn al-Abnusi al-Baghdadi.4
The third narrator, Imam al-Daraquṭni, needs no introduction. Nonetheless, let us get al-Dhahabi’s
words about him anyway:

، أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ، ﻋﻠﻢ اﻟﺠﻬﺎﺑﺬة، ﺷﻴﺦ اﻻﺳﻼم،اﻻﻣﺎم اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ اﻟﻤﺠﻮد: اﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺪي ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد ﺑﻦ اﻟﻨﻌﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ دﻳﻨﺎر ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻋﻠ
اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي اﻟﻤﻘﺮئ اﻟﻤﺤﺪث
Al-Daraquṭni: The Imam, the excellent haﬁz (hadith scientist), Shaykh al-Islam, the signpost of the
pundits, Abu al-Hasan ‘Ali b. ‘Umar b. Ahmad b. Mahdi b. Mas’ud b. al-Nu’man b. Dinar b. ‘Abd Allah
al-Baghdadi al-Maqri, the hadith expert.5
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says about the fourth narrator:

 وﻫﻮ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﺸﻬﻮر... ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻔﺺ
Muhammad b. Muhklid b. Hafs ... He is thiqah (trustworthy), thiqah (trustworthy), thiqah
(trustworthy), well-known.6
Imam al-Dhahabi tells us about the ﬁfth narrator as well:

. اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي اﻟﺠﻮﻫﺮي، أﺑﻮ اﻟﻔﻀﻞ،ﺜﺮ اﻟﺜﻘﺔﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻠﻴﺚ اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ اﻟﻤ
Hatim b. al-Layth: The hadith scientist, the proliﬁc hadith narrator, the thiqah (trustworthy) narrator,
Abu al-Fadhl, al-Baghdadi, al-Jawhari.7
Al-Haﬁz returns to inform us about the sixth narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺛﻘﺔ ﻛﺎنﻮﻓ اﻟ اﻟﻤﺨﺘﺎر ﺑﺎذام اﻟﻌﺒﺴ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ
ﻳﺘﺸﻴﻊ
‘Ubayd Allah b. Musa b. Abi al-Mukhtar al-‘Ubsi al-Kuﬁ, Abu Muhammad: Thiqah (trustworthy), he
was a Shi’i.8
Al-Haﬁz proceeds about the seventh narrator too:

 اﻟﻘﺎرئ ﺛﻘﺔﻮﻓﻮن اﻟﻤﻴﻢ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟ ﺑﺴ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻷﺳﺪي اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧﻋﻴﺴ

‘Isa b. ‘Umar al-Asadi al-Hamdani, Abu ‘Umar al-Kuﬁ al-Qari: Thiqah (trustworthy)9
Finally, ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) grades the last narrator, al-Suddi:

 رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت ﻏﻴﺮ اﻟﺴﺪي وﻫﻮ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﻫﻮ،وﻫﺬا ﺳﻨﺪ ﺣﺴﻦ
."  " اﻟﺘﻘﺮﻳﺐ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻓ.ﺻﺪوق ﻳﻬﻢ
This chain is hasan. Its narrators are trustworthy apart from al-Suddi, and he is Isma’il b. ‘Abd alRahman. He was saduq (very truthful), and he hallucinated, as stated in al-Taqrib.10
He adds about him:

.وﻫﻮ ﺛﻘﺔ اﺣﺘﺞ ﺑﻪ ﻣﺴﻠﻢ واﺳﻤﻪ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ
He is thiqah (trustworthy). (Imam) Muslim has relied upon him as a hujjah (in his Sahih), and his
name is Isma’il b. ‘Abd al-Rahman.11
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ also states:

‐  ﻛﺮﻳﻤﺔإﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ ﻷﺟﻞ اﻟﺴﺪي ‐ وﻫﻮ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎتوﺑﺎﻗ
Its chain is hasan due to al-Suddi – and he is Isma’il b. ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abi Karimah – and the
other narrators are trustworthy.12
Shaykh Dr. Asad has the same grading for him:

ﺮﻣﺔ ﻋﻦ زﻳﺎد ﺑﻦ ﺧﻴﺜﻤﺔ ﻋﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ اﻟﺴﺪي ﻋﻦ ﻋﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻫﻤﺎم ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑ
 إﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ... ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس
Abu Hammam – my father – Ziyad b. Khaythamah – Isma’il al-Suddi – Ikrimah – Ibn ‘Abbas .... Its
chain is hasan.13

Shaykh Dr. Al-A’zami is not left out either:

 ﻋﻦ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﻟﺴﺪي ﺑﻦ ﺷﻌﻴﺐ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻨﻀﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻷﺷﺠﻌﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ
 إﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ.... ﻋﻦ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔﻋﻦ اﻟﺒﻬ
‘Ali b. Shu’ayb – Abu al-Nadhar – al-Ashja’ – Sufyan – al-Suddi – al-Bahi – ‘Aishah .... Its chain is
hasan.14
Interestingly, Imam Ibn al-Jawzi (d. 597 H) has documented a similar report of Hadith al-Tair as Imam
Ibn Asakir:

ﻗﺎل اﻟﻤﺆﻟﻒ وﻗﺪ اﻧﺒﺄﻧﺎ اﺑﻮ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ اﻟﺤﺮﻳﺮي ﻗﺎل اﻧﺒﺄﻧﺎ اﺑﻮ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ اﻟﻌﺸﺮي ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ
ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻗﺎﻟﻨﺎ اﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻠﻴﺚ ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟاﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨ
ﻪ ﺻﻠ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﻘﺎري ﻋﻦ اﻟﺴﺪي ﻗﺎل اﻧﺲ اﻫﺪي رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻴﺴﻣﻮﺳ
 ﺑﺄﺣﺐ ﺧﻠﻘﻚ اﻟﻴﻚ ﻳﺄﻛﻞ ﻣﻌﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﻃﻴﺎر ﻓﻘﺴﻤﻬﻦ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻠﻬﻢ اﺋﺘﻨاﻟ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺪﺧﻞ ﻓﺄﻛﻞ ﻣﻌﻪ ﻣﻦ ذﻟﻚ اﻟﻄﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ اﺑﻣﻦ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻄﻴﺮ ﻓﺠﺎء ﻋﻠ
Abu al-Qasim al-Hariri – Abu Talib al-‘Ashri – al-Daraquṭni – Muhammad b. Mukhlid – Hatim b. alLayth – ‘’Ubayd Allah b. Musa – ‘Isa b. ‘Umar al-Qari – al-Suddi – Anas:
Birds were given as gifts to the Messenger of Allah. So, he distributed them. Then he said, “O Allah,
bring to me the most beloved to You of Your creation to eat with me from this bird. So, ‘Ali b. Abi
Talib came and entered and ate with him from that bird.15
This chain is basically the same as that which we have veriﬁed above in this chapter. ‘Allamah al-Albani
also has this comment about this report:

: ﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ:( ﺑﺈﺳﻨﺎده ﻣﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﺪارﻗﻄﻨ363) ﻓﻘﺪ رواه اﺑﻦ اﻟﺠﻮزي
. ﺑﻪﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳ ﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ:ﻧﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻠﻴﺚ ﻗﺎل

 )اﻟﺴﺪي( ﻣﻦ اﻟﺨﻼف ‐ وﻫﻮ )اﻟﺴﺪي إﻻ ﻣﺎ ﻓ،وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﻛﻠﻬﻢ ﺛﻘﺎت
 إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ: واﺳﻤﻪ، (ﺒﻴﺮاﻟ

Ibn al-Jawzi (363) has recorded it with his chain from the route of al-Daraquṭni – Muhammad b.
Mukhlid – Hatim b. al-Layth – ‘Ubayd Allah b. Musa with it (i.e. the full chain with the hadith).
All the narrators of this chain are trustworthy, except for the difference of opinions concerning alSuddi, and he is al-Suddi al-Kabir, and his name is Isma’il b. ‘Abd al-Rahman.16
Since al-Suddi too is thiqah (trustworthy), or at least saduq (very truthful) due to the disputes about him,
the sanad is therefore either sahih or hasan. We go with the stricter ruling. As such, we declare that
chain of the hadith is hasan due to al-Suddi. All its narrators are reliable, and there is no disconnection
whatsoever in the sanad.
Meanwhile, the hadith itself is absolutely sahih due to the existence of massive, overwhelming
corroboration (mutaba’at) for al-Suddi. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H), for instance, declares about Hadith
al-Tair:

 ﺛﻼﺛﻴﻦ ﻧﻔﺴﺎوﻗﺪ رواه ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﺟﻤﺎﻋﺔ ﻣﻦ أﺻﺤﺎﺑﻪ زﻳﺎدة ﻋﻠ
It has been narrated from Anas by a group of his companions, numbering more than thirty
individuals.17
This establishes the tawatur of the hadith from Anas, and shoots the report of al-Suddi from the level of
hasan to the highest sahih grade.
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27. Hadith Al-Tair, Examining Some Shawahid
The hadith proves that Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, is the most beloved of all creatures to Allah
after His Messenger, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. This goes directly counter to the claims of the majority of
the Ahl al-Sunnah that Abu Bakr, after the Prophet, is the most beloved to Allah in this Ummah.
Therefore, a lot of their ‘ulama struggle hard to bring down Hadith al-Tair in order to salvage their sect
from collapse or confusion. So, they bring up a lot of “ifs” and “maybes” without ever presenting any
explicit, positive evidence for their claims. Meanwhile, apart from the hadith, there are numerous other
proofs which nullify the Sunni position. Let us have a look at some of them.
We start with the Verse of al-Mubahala:

ﻓﻤﻦ ﺣﺎﺟﻚ ﻓﻴﻪ ﻣﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻣﺎ ﺟﺎءك ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﻞ ﺗﻌﺎﻟﻮا ﻧﺪع أﺑﻨﺎءﻧﺎ وأﺑﻨﺎءﻛﻢ
ﺎذﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻢ ﺛﻢ ﻧﺒﺘﻬﻞ ﻓﻨﺠﻌﻞ ﻟﻌﻨﺖ اﻟوﻧﺴﺎءﻧﺎ وﻧﺴﺎءﻛﻢ وأﻧﻔﺴﻨﺎ وأﻧﻔﺴ
And whoever disputes with you concerning him after what has come to you of knowledge, then say:
“Come, let us call our sons and your sons, our women and your women, ourselves and yourselves, then
we place the Curse of Allah upon the liars.”1
It is clear from the verse that some people were debating with the Prophet, opposing what had been
revealed to him from his Lord. The Qur’an is explicit: the debate was with the Messenger of Allah alone.

It was not with the Ummah. The “yous” in the verse, as well as the phrase “say”, are all singular.
Therefore, all the “ours” in it are exclusive to the Prophet. “Our sons”, for instance, do not mean the
“sons of the Ummah”.
Rather, they were his sons. His opponents were refusing to accept the Truth which he had brought from
his Lord. So, he was commanded to challenge them to a mubahala, where each side would invoke the
Curse of Allah upon “whoever” was lying in his claims between the two sides. A condition of the
mubahala was that each party must participate in it with his sons and women. As such, the effect of the
curse would affect the wrong disputant along with his sons and women.
The question is – why did the Qur’an name the “sons” and “women” as compulsory participants? The
reason is apparent. A man usually cares most for himself, his sons, his daughters and his wives. He
would not want any harm to come their way. Therefore, if he must involve himself and them together in a
mubahala, he is most likely to think twice, and to withdraw from it if he has the slightest doubt in his
claims. Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) agrees:

ﻪ ﻏﻴﺮﻫﻢ وﻛﺎﻧﻮا ﻳﻌﻠﻤﻮن اﻧﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ أﻗﺎرﺑﻬﺎ ﻣﺎﻻ ﺗﺤﻨﻮا ﻋﻠواﻟﻨﻔﻮس ﺗﺤﻨﻮا ﻋﻠ
 أﻗﺎرﺑﻬﻢﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وﻳﻌﻠﻤﻮن اﻧﻬﻢ أن ﺑﺎﻫﻠﻮه ﻧﺰﻟﺖ اﻟﺒﻬﻠﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ وﻋﻠ اﻟﺻﻠ
 اﻣﺘﻨﺎﻋﻬﻢ و إﻻﺎن ذﻟﻚ أﺑﻠﻎ ﻓ أﻗﺎرﺑﻬﻢ ﻓ أﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢ وﻋﻠواﺟﺘﻤﻊ ﺧﻮﻓﻬﻢ ﻋﻠ
ﺒﻴﺮ ﻗﺪ ﻳﺨﺘﺎر اﻟﻤﻮت إذا ﺑﻘﻓﺎﻹﻧﺴﺎن ﻗﺪ ﻳﺨﺘﺎر أن ﻳﻬﻠﻚ وﻳﺤﻴﺎ اﺑﻨﻪ واﻟﺸﻴﺦ اﻟ
 ﻧﻌﻤﺔ وﻣﺎل وﻫﺬا ﻣﻮﺟﻮد ﻛﺜﻴﺮأﻗﺎرﺑﻪ ﻓ
The hearts (lit: the souls) care for their closest people what they do not care for others. They (the
non-Muslim disputants) knew that he was the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, and they knew
that if they did mubahala with him, curse would descend upon them and upon their closest people. So,
their fear over themselves became combined with their fear over their closest people.
This caused their withdrawal (from the mubahala). Otherwise, the human being prefers to lose his life in
order to save his son from death (if the need arises). Moreover, the old man prefers death if his closest
people will be in comfort and wealth. And this is very common.2
In simple words, each party in the mubahala was to involve in it the people closest to his heart, those
people whom he cared most for. So, who were the closest persons to the heart of the Messenger of
Allah during his lifetime? This is where trouble sets in for our dear Shaykh:

ﻓﻌﻠﻢ اﻧﻪ أراد اﻷﻗﺮﺑﻴﻦ إﻟﻴﻨﺎ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺬﻛﻮر واﻹﻧﺎث ﻣﻦ اﻷوﻻد واﻟﻌﺼﺒﺔ

وﻟﻬﺬا دﻋﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ واﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻷﺑﻨﺎء ودﻋﺎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺴﺎء ودﻋﺎ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻣﻦ
ﻦ ﻋﻨﺪه أﺣﺪ أﻗﺮب إﻟﻴﻪ ﻧﺴﺒﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻫﺆﻻء وﻫﻢ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ أدار ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢرﺟﺎﻟﻪ وﻟﻢ ﻳ
 اﻟﻨﺴﺐﺴﺎء واﻟﻤﺒﺎﻫﻠﺔ إﻧﻤﺎ ﺗﺤﺼﻞ ﺑﺎﻷﻗﺮﺑﻴﻦ إﻟﻴﻪ و إﻻ ﻓﻠﻮ ﺑﺄﻫﻠﻬﻢ ﺑﺎﻻﺑﻌﺪﻳﻦ ﻓاﻟ
ﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺤﺼﻞ اﻟﻤﻘﺼﻮد ﻓﺎن اﻟﻤﺮاد اﻧﻬﻢ ﻳﺪﻋﻮن اﻷﻗﺮﺑﻴﻦوان ﻛﺎﻧﻮا أﻓﻀﻞ ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟ
ﻛﻤﺎ ﻳﺪﻋﻮا ﻫﻮ اﻷﻗﺮب إﻟﻴﻪ
Know that He (Allah in the Verse of al-Mubahala) intended the closest people to us - males and females
– from the children and the blood relatives. This was why he called al-Hasan and al-Husayn from
the sons and called Faṭimah from the women and called ‘Ali from his men. There was no one
else who was closer to him, in terms of blood relationship, than these people.
They were those over whom he spread the kisa (cloak), AND THE MUBAHALA WOULD ONLY
SUCCEED THROUGH THE CLOSEST OF PEOPLE TO HIM. Otherwise, if they (both parties) had done
it with their distant blood relatives, even if such had been superior in the Sight of Allah, its purpose would
have been defeated. This was because the intention was that they (the non-Muslim party) should
call their closest people, as he (Muhammad) should also call the closest people to him.3
So, ‘Ali, Fatimah, al-Hasan and al-Husayn, ‘alaihim al-salam, were the closest people to the Prophet’s
heart. He cared for them more than he did for anyone else on the face of the earth. At the practical level,
the Messenger of Allah, for instance, cared more for ‘Ali than he did for Abu Bakr and ‘Umar! He equally
cared more for Umm Abiha Faṭimah than he did for Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah. If this had not been the
case, then the mubahala challenge would have been worthless, as the non-Muslim opponents were
directed to summon people closest to their hearts. For a proper mubahala, things had to be equal on
both sides.
Our Shaykh asserts that the Messenger’s care for ‘Ali, Faṭimah, al-Hasan and al-Husayn was based
upon their blood relationship to him. He however misses the fact that al-‘Abbas was legally a closer
blood relative to the Prophet than ‘Ali! This is why the right of the uncle to inherit overrules that of the
cousin, as Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) states:

وﻻ ﺧﻼف ﺑﻴﻦ أﻫﻞ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ إن اﺑﻦ اﻟﻌﻢ ﻻ ﻳﺮث ﻣﻊ اﻟﻌﻢ
There is no difference of opinion among the scholars that the cousin cannot inherit with the presence of
the uncle.4
Therefore, if the Prophet was choosing people on the basis of their blood closeness to him, he would
have picked al-‘Abbas – who was already a practising Muslim then - and not ‘Ali. Alternatively, he could

have selected both al-‘Abbas and ‘Ali, and possibly some other cousins like Ibn ‘Abbas. Sensing the
frailty of his own submission, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah attempts to apply some cosmetics to it:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻦ اﻟﻨﺒوآﻳﺔ اﻟﻤﺒﺎﻫﻠﺔ ﻧﺰﻟﺖ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﺸﺮ ﻟﻤﺎ ﻗﺪم وﻓﺪ ﻧﺠﺮان وﻟﻢ ﻳ
ﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﺎﺑﻘﻴﻦ اﻷوﻟﻴﻦ وﻻ ﻣﻦ أﻋﻤﺎﻣﻪ إﻻ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس واﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﻟﻢ ﻳو ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺪ ﺑﻘ
 وﻛﺎن ﺟﻌﻔﺮﻦ ﻓﻴﻬﻢ ﻣﺜﻞ ﻋﻠ و أﻣﺎ ﺑﻨﻮ ﻋﻤﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﻛﺎن ﻟﻪ ﺑﻪ اﺧﺘﺼﺎص ﻛﻌﻠ
ﻗﺪ ﻗﺘﻞ ﻗﺒﻞ ذﻟﻚ
The Verse of al-Mubahala was revealed in 10 AH when the delegation of Najran arrived. The Prophet,
peace be upon him, had no other uncle other than al-‘Abbas then, and al-‘Abbas was not among the
early converts to Islam, and did not have the exclusive qualities of ‘Ali. As for his (i.e. the Prophet’s)
cousins, none of them was like ‘Ali, and Ja’far had been killed before then.5
Here, our Shaykh contradicts his other position. Was the choice of the Prophet for the participants in the
mubahala from his side based solely upon their blood relationship to him or upon their individual merits?
A question also arises as to why ‘Aishah and all other wives of the Prophet were excluded. After all, the
word used in the Verse of al-Mubahala is nisa, which literally means “women”.
As such, it covered both wives and daughters. In fact, everywhere else in the Qur’an, the phrase
“women (nisa) of the Prophet” always referred to his wives6! In addition, in over 90% of cases, the word
“women (nisa)” in the Book of Allah means “wives”7. So, it is safe to conclude that the phrase “our
women” in the Verse of al-Mubahala is addressed ﬁrst to the wives, and then to the daughters. Our
Sunni brothers have never been able to explain why the wives were not called to join in the mubahala.
In any case, none of the wives of the Prophet – and they were also his primary “women” - was from his
closest blood relatives. That would have been incest anyway, and therefore impossible. The fact that the
word “women” has been used in the verse, and not “daughters”, strengthens the theory that the
selection process was NOT based upon blood relationship. Allah Himself selected the people whom He
knew to be the closest to the heart of His Messenger to participate with him in the mubahala. He
mentioned the categories to which they belonged, deliberately leaving them open for a clear point. Then
the Prophet ﬁlled in the names. Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) declares:

ﻪﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس وﻏﻴﺮه أن رﺳﻮل اﻟ اﻟﺘﻔﺎﺳﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟوﻗﺪ ﺗﻮاﺗﺮت اﻻﺧﺒﺎر ﻓ
 وﺣﺴﻦ وﺣﺴﻴﻦ وﺟﻌﻠﻮا ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﺧﺬ ﻳﻮم اﻟﻤﺒﺎﻫﻠﺔ ﺑﻴﺪ ﻋﻠ اﻟﺻﻠ
ﻢ وأﺑﻨﺎءﻛﻢ وﻧﺴﺎءﻛﻢ ﺛﻢوراءﻫﻢ ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻫﺆﻻء أﺑﻨﺎءﻧﺎ وأﻧﻔﺴﻨﺎ ﻧﺴﺎؤﻧﺎ ﻓﻬﻠﻤﻮا أﻧﻔﺴ
ﺎذﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻧﺒﺘﻬﻞ ﻓﻨﺠﻌﻞ ﻟﻌﻨﺔ اﻟ

There have been mutawatir reports in the tafsir books from ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Abbas and others that the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, on the Day of al-Mubahala, held the hands of ‘Ali, Hasan and
Husayn, and they positioned Faṭimah behind them. Then he said, “These are our sons, ourselves
and our women. So, bring yourselves, your sons and your women. Then we do mubahala and place
the Curse of Allah upon the liars (among us).”8
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah corroborates him:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ أﻧﻬﺎ ﻟﻤﺎ ﻧﺰﻟﺖ أﺧﺬ اﻟﻨﺒوأﻣﺎ اﻳﺔ اﻻﺑﺘﻬﺎل ﻓﻔ
ﻦ ﺧﺼﻬﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ ﻷﻧﻬﻢ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا أﻗﺮب وﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ وﺣﺴﻦ وﺣﺴﻴﻦ ﻟﻴﺒﺎﻫﻞ ﺑﻬﻢ ﻟﺑﻴﺪ ﻋﻠ
ﻦ ﻛﺎن ﻳﻘﻮل ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻪ وﻟﻦ وﻟﺪ ذﻛﺮ إذ ذاك ﻳﻤﺸإﻟﻴﻪ ﻣﻦ ﻏﻴﺮﻫﻢ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳ
 ﻟﻪ ﺑﻨﺖ إﻻ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔﻦ ﻗﺪ ﺑﻘ ﻫﺬا ﺳﻴﺪ ﻓﻬﻤﺎ اﺑﻨﺎه وﻧﺴﺎؤه إذ ﻟﻢ ﻳاﻟﺤﺴﻦ إن اﺑﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ اﻟرﺿ
As for the Verse of al-Ibtihal (another word for al-Mubahala), what is narrated in the sahih (hadith) is
that when it was revealed, the Prophet, peace be upon him, held the hand of ‘Ali, Faṭimah, Hasan and
Husayn to do mubahala with them (against the Najranis). However, he limited that to them because
they were the closest of all people to him.
This was because he did not have a son who would have walked with him. However, he used to say
about al-Hasan, “This son of mine is a master”. Therefore, both of them (i.e. al-Hasan and al-Husayn)
were his sons. As for his women, he had no other surviving daughter except Faṭimah, may Allah be
pleased with her.9
Well, the Prophet had other “women”, such as ‘Aishah, Hafsah, Umm Salamah, and several others. Why
did he not call them?
No doubt, the people that the Messenger of Allah cared most for were ‘Ali, Faṭimah, al-Hasan and alHusayn. Luckily, by Allah’s Mercy, these people - who were the closest to his heart - fell into the same
categories as what obtains in most similar cases. Therefore, it was possible to organize a mubahala with
the Najrani delegation on the same terms. There is a particular point on the word “ourselves”.
It is represented by two people, namely the Prophet and Amir al-Muminin, in the mubahala. The obvious
implication of this is that the Messenger of Allah cared of ‘Ali at the same level as he cared for himself.
In other words, Imam ‘Ali was as close to the heart of the Prophet as the latter himself was to his own
heart. This was why it was possible for Amir al-Muminin to ﬁt into the same category as the Messenger
in the mubahala.

Of course, when someone is close to your heart and you care for them, that is love! So, the most
beloved of mankind to the Prophet of Allah were ‘Ali, Faṭimah, al-Hasan and al-Husayn, and this is
conﬁrmed by the Qur’an. Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah would have us believe that this love was based only
upon blood relationship. However, Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records:

 ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻟﻴﺚ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺮة ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠﺑﻦ ﺳﻮﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻘﺮن ﻋﻦ اﻟﺒﺮاء ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎزب ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﺟﻠﻮﺳﺎ ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟﻨﺒ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ وﺗﺒﻐﺾ ﻓ اﻟ ان أوﺳﻂ ﻋﺮى اﻹﻳﻤﺎن ان ﺗﺤﺐ ﻓ... ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﺎل
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Isma’il – Layth – ‘Amr b. Marrah – Mu’awiyah b.
Suwayd b. Muqarran – al-Bara b. ‘Azim:
We were sitting with the Prophet, peace be upon him, and he said ... “Verily, the central handhold of
faith (iman) is that you love for the sake of Allah and that you hate for the sake of Allah.”10
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺑﺸﻮاﻫﺪه
It is a hadith that is hasan through its witnesses.11
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) also records this hadith:

ﻪ اﻟﻪ و ﺗﺒﻐﺾ ﻓ اﻟ أن ﺗﺤﺐ ﻓ:إن أوﺛﻖ ﻋﺮى اﻹﺳﻼم
Verily, the strongest handhold of Islam is that you love for the sake of Allah and hate for the sake
of Allah.12
The ‘Allamah states:

ﺣﺴﻦ
Hasan13

Is there anyone with a better faith (iman), or who is a better Muslim, than the Messenger of Allah? Of
course, there is none! Therefore, his love for ‘Ali, Faṭimah, al-Hasan and al-Husayn was purely for the
sake of Allah. They were the most beloved creatures to Allah after His Messenger. So, he loved them
too more than everyone else. Our Lord also loves Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali b. Abi Talib more than Faṭimah,
al-Hasan and al-Husayn. As such, His Prophet loved ‘Ali as he loved himself. These facts were very
widely known throughout the Islamic world during the Messenger’s lifetime.
Even non-Muslims were aware of the names of the most beloved human beings to Muhammad. This
was why the Najrani delegation raised no objection whatsoever to anyone in the Prophet’s team for the
mubahala. They knew that those were the closest people to his heart, whom he cared for most, above
everyone else. As such, they were the perfect and the only valid selection for the mubahala from his
side.
The Messenger was absolutely trustworthy. He never would have cheated. Since he expected the other
side to involve their most beloved people in the mubahala – in line with the rules of the game, he too
would certainly have done like that. Moreover, if it had been known that there had been other people
more beloved to him than his team, his own followers would have suspected the truth of his prophethood
and his personal honesty. Otherwise, why would he need to cheat if he was correct in his claims? What
would he have been afraid of?
Besides, the Najrani delegation too would have objected to his selection. They would have ﬁrmly
demanded for an equal playing ﬁeld. Since all parties were required to bring the most beloved of people
to them into the mubahala, why should the Prophet do otherwise? In fact, it was most probably what
convinced them to opt out of the mubahala. Muhammad would never have involved his team in it –
knowing the implications - unless he was absolutely truthful in his claims. The Najrani delegation, on
their part, never dared involve their own teams, since they had doubts about their submissions!
As expected, Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah was not happy about the state of things, and did challenge the
Messenger of Allah on it. Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states:

 ﺑﺴﻨﺪ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﻌﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﻴﺮ ﻗﺎلوأﺧﺮج أﺣﻤﺪ وأﺑﻮ داود واﻟﻨﺴﺎﺋ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺴﻤﻊ ﺻﻮت ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻋﺎﻟﻴﺎ وﻫ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻨﺒﺮ ﻋﻠاﺳﺘﺄذن أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻪ ﻟﻘﺪ ﻋﻠﻤﺖ أن ﻋﻠﻴﺎ أﺣﺐ إﻟﻴﻚ ﻣﻦ أﺑﺗﻘﻮل واﻟ
Ahmad, Abu Dawud and al-Nasai have recorded with a sahih chain from al-Nu’man b. Bashir:
Abu Bakr sought permission to enter the house of the Prophet, peace be upon him, and heard the voice
of ‘Aishah, very loud, and she was saying (to the Prophet), “I have known that ‘Ali is more beloved to
you than my father.”14

Imam Ahmad also has this:

 ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻧﻌﻴﻢ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻌﻴﺰار ﺑﻦ ﺣﺮﻳﺚ ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺮ ﻋﻠاﻟﻨﻌﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺑﺸﻴﺮ ﻗﺎل اﺳﺘﺄذن أﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻪ ﻟﻘﺪ ﻋﺮﻓﺖ ان ﻋﻠﻴﺎ أﺣﺐ إﻟﻴﻚ ﻣﻦ ﺗﻘﻮل واﻟﻓﺴﻤﻊ ﺻﻮت ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ ﻋﺎﻟﻴﺎ وﻫ
ﺮ ﻓﺪﺧﻞ ﻓﺄﻫﻮى إﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻳﺎ ﺑﻨﺖ ﻓﻼﻧﺔ ﻣﺮﺗﻴﻦ أو ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﺎﺳﺘﺄذن أﺑﻮ ﺑ وﻣﻨأﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟاﻻ أﺳﻤﻌﻚ ﺗﺮﻓﻌﻴﻦ ﺻﻮﺗﻚ ﻋﻠ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Abu Na’im – Yunus – al-‘Ayzar b. Hurayth – alNu’man b. Bashir:
Abu Bakr sought the permission of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, to enter his house, and
heard the voice of ‘Aishah, very loud. She was saying, “I swear by Allah, I have discovered that ‘Ali is
more beloved to you than my father and me.” She said it twice or thrice. So, Abu Bakr sought
permission (again) and entered, and reached for her, and said, “O daughter of such-and-such woman!
Did I hear you raising your voice upon the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him?”15
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ
Its chain is hasan.16
Apparently, the Prophet had tried to conceal the matter from her due to her notorious jealousy. But, it
was too obvious, especially after the Incident of al-Mubahala. So, she went on the offensive, and never
relented thereafter. Eventually, she commanded a very bloody armed insurrection against Amir alMuminin during his khilafah, and thousands of Muslims died tragically as a result. It is very signiﬁcant
that the Messenger of Allah did not deny her claim. If she was wrong, he would have told her.
Yet, despite that, Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah continued to re-write history after the death of the
Messenger. ‘Allamah al-Albani reports her:

ﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻮاﺣﺪ اﻟﺤﺪاد ﻋﻦ ﻛﻬﻤﺲ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ: (6/241) ﻓﻘﺎل اﻹﻣﺎم أﺣﻤﺪ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟ أي اﻟﻨﺎس ﻛﺎن أﺣﺐ إﻟ: ﻗﻠﺖ ﻟﻌﺎﺋﺸﺔ: ﻗﺎل،ﺑﻦ ﺷﻘﻴﻖ

."  أﺑﻮﻫﺎ: ﻓﻤﻦ اﻟﺮﺟﺎل؟ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ: ﻗﻠﺖ، ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ:ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ؟ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ
Imam Ahmad (6/241) records: ‘Abd al-Wahid al-Hadad – Kahmas – ‘Abd Allah b. Shaqiq:
I said to ‘Aishah, “Which of mankind was the most beloved to the Messenger of Allah, peace be
upon him?” ‘Aishah said, “’Aishah”. I said, “What about among the men?” She replied, “Her father.”17
The ‘Allamah states:

. وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﻛﻠﻬﻢ ﺛﻘﺎت رﺟﺎل اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ:ﻗﻠﺖ
I say: This chain is sahih. Its narrators are trustworthy, narrators of the Sahih.18
Is that not strange? Despite “knowing” and “discovering” what she did, she still went ahead to claim this!
Meanwhile, was she really the best of mankind after the Messenger of Allah as she was telling people?
Besides, why did the Prophet exclude her from the mubahala despite that she was one of his “women”?
Was ‘Aishah telling the people that the Messenger cheated?!!
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28. Hadith Al-Ta’rif, Understanding Its
Background
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

 ﺻﻠ ﻋﻬﺪ اﻟﻨﺒاﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺬي روى ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻣﺎ ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﻌﺮف اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻓﻘﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إﻻ ﺑﺒﻐﻀﻬﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺈن ﻫﺬا ﻣﻤﺎ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ ﻛﻞ ﻋﺎﻟﻢ أﻧﻪ ﻛﺬب ﻷن اﻟﻨﻔﺎقاﻟ
 اﻟﻨﻔﺎقﻮن ﻋﻠﻴﻒ ﻻ ﻳ ﻓﻟﻪ ﻋﻼﻣﺎت ﻛﺜﻴﺮة وأﺳﺒﺎب ﻣﺘﻌﺪدة ﻏﻴﺮ ﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠ
ﻋﻼﻣﺔ إﻻ ﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠ
The hadith which is narrated from Ibn ‘Umar, “We were not able to recognize the hypocrites during the
lifetime of the Prophet, peace be upon him, except through their hatred of ‘Ali”, verily this is known to
all scholars that it is a lie. This is because hypocrisy has several signs and causes apart from hatred
of ‘Ali. So, how could the hatred of ‘Ali have been the only sign of hypocrisy?1
Our Shaykh then proceeds:

ﺎن ﻣﺘﻮﺟﻬﺎ ﻛﻤﺎ أﻧﻬﻢ أﻳﻀﺎ ﻳﻌﺮﻓﻮن ﻟﻟﻮ ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﻌﺮف اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻓﻘﻴﻦ ﺑﺒﻐﺾ ﻋﻠ
ﺮ وﻋﻤﺮ وﺑﺒﻐﺾ ﻫﺆﻻء ﻓﺈن ﻛﻞ ﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﺑﺑﺒﻐﺾ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﺑﻞ وﺑﺒﻐﺾ أﺑ
 ﺻﻠﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﺤﺒﻪ وﻳﻮاﻟﻴﻪ وأﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟﻨﺒ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻣﻦ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ أن اﻟﻨﺒ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وﻳﻮاﻟﻴﻪ ﻛﺎن ﺑﻐﻀﻪ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺷﻌﺐ اﻟﻨﻔﺎقاﻟ
If he had said “We used to recognize the hypocrites through their hatred of ‘Ali” then he would have

been correct. They (the hypocrites) were also recognized through their hatred of the Ansar, rather
through the hatred of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar, and through the hatred of these people. This is because
everyone who hates anyone who is known to have been loved by the Prophet, peace be upon him, and
who also loved the Prophet, peace be upon him, such hatred is a sign of hypocrisy.2
This was during the lifetime of the Prophet, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. Our Shaykh accepts that hatred of
‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, was truly then a sign of hypocrisy. What he rejects is the possibility that hatred of
Amir al-Muminin was the only sign to recognize hypocrisy – something that is NOT claimed in the hadith
anyway! To him, the determining question is: did the Prophet love the person being hated? If the answer
were positive, then such hatred was unmistakable evidence of hypocrisy.
Under this principle, anyone who hated Amir al-Muminin during the lifetime of the Messenger was
certainly a hypocrite. Our Shaykh has no problem with that. But then, he further insists that the same
rule applied in favour of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar too. It is his belief that the Prophet loved both of them more
than Amir al-Muminin. Therefore, hatred of either Abu Bakr or ‘Umar would be an even bigger form of
hypocrisy.
What about events after the death of the Messenger? Was love or hatred of someone, by the Prophet
during his lifetime, evidence of their permanent, immutable status? In simpler words, once an individual
was able to earn the love of Allah and His Messenger, was it ever possible for him to forfeit it? This
question stands at the centre of our research in this chapter. The Qur’an states categorically several
times that any individual who has become Allah’s beloved can also turn into His enemy anytime! For
instance, Allah says to all His prophets:

ﻮﻧﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺒﻠﻚ ﻟﺌﻦ أﺷﺮﻛﺖ ﻟﻴﺤﺒﻄﻦ ﻋﻤﻠﻚ وﻟﺘ إﻟﻴﻚ وإﻟوﻟﻘﺪ أوﺣ
اﻟﺨﺎﺳﺮﻳﻦ
And indeed it has been revealed to you (O Muhammad), as it was revealed to those before you: if you
commit idolatry, then surely all your deeds will be in vain, and you will certainly be among the
losers.3
The Qur’an also states:

 ﻋﺬاب ﻳﻮم ﻋﻈﻴﻢ أﺧﺎف إن ﻋﺼﻴﺖ رﺑﻗﻞ إﻧ
Say: “I fear, if I disobey my Lord, the torment of a Mighty Day.”4

Therefore, the love of Allah for Muhammad and all His promises of Paradise to him were conditioned
upon his continued obedience and servitude to his Lord Alone. Should he have become otherwise during
his lifetime, Allah would have hated him and thrown him into Hellﬁre. As such, Muhammad remained in
constant fear of disobeying his Lord till his death. This was the case with the most beloved of all creation
to Allah. Apparently, the same condition applied indiscriminately to all the Sahabah, and to all beings till
the Hour. So, even if any of them had earned the love of Allah and His Prophet, the story did not end
there. If he ever did certain acts, before or after the Messenger’s death, he would forfeit such love.
Before proceeding further, we must ask whether the Messenger of Allah, during his lifetime, loved ‘Ali or
not. Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) answers with this hadith:

 اﻟﻠﻔﻆ( ﻗﺎﻻ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺎﺗﻢ )وﻫﻮﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻗﺘﻴﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎد )وﺗﻘﺎرﺑﺎ ﻓ
 وﻗﺎص ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻤﺎر ﻋﻦ ﻋﺎﻣﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑاﺑﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ( ﻋﻦ ﺑ
 ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺳﻌﺪا ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺴﺐ أﺑﺎ اﻟﺘﺮاب؟ ﻓﻘﺎلﻗﺎل أﻣﺮ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻮنﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻠﻦ أﺳﺒﻪ ﻷن ﺗ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠأﻣﺎ ذﻛﺮت ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﻬﻦ ﻟﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻦ ﺣﻤﺮ اﻟﻨﻌﻢ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ واﺣﺪة ﻣﻨﻬﻦ أﺣﺐ إﻟﻟ
 ﻣﻊﻪ ﺧﻠﻔﺘﻨ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺑﻌﺾ ﻣﻐﺎزﻳﻪ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﻪ ﺧﻠﻔﻪ ﻓ
ﻮن أن ﺗﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠاﻟﻨﺴﺎء واﻟﺼﺒﻴﺎن؟ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻟﻪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
 إﻻ أﻧﻪ ﻻ ﻧﺒﻮة ﺑﻌﺪي وﺳﻤﻌﺘﻪ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻳﻮم ﺧﻴﺒﺮ ﺑﻤﻨﺰﻟﺔ ﻫﺎرون ﻣﻦ ﻣﻮﺳﻣﻨ
ﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻓﺘﻄﺎوﻟﻨﺎ ﻟﻬﺎ ﻓﻘﺎلﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻳﺤﺒﻪ اﻟﻷﻋﻄﻴﻦ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ رﺟﻼ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﻟﻤﺎ ﻋﻴﻨﻪ ودﻓﻊ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ إﻟﻴﻪ ﻓﻔﺘﺢ اﻟ ﺑﻪ أرﻣﺪ ﻓﺒﺼﻖ ﻓ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﺄﺗادﻋﻮا ﻟ
ﻪ[ دﻋﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ61/آل ﻋﻤﺮان/3] ﻢﻧﺰﻟﺖ ﻫﺬه اﻵﻳﺔ ﻓﻘﻞ ﺗﻌﺎﻟﻮا ﻧﺪع أﺑﻨﺎءﻧﺎ وأﺑﻨﺎﺋ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ وﺣﺴﻨﺎ وﺣﺴﻴﻨﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟﻠﻬﻢ ﻫﺆﻻء أﻫﻠ اﻟﺻﻠ
Qutaybah b. Sa’id and Muhammad b. ‘Ibad – Hatim b. Isma’il – Bukayr b. Musmar – ‘Amir b. Sa’id b. Abi
Waqqas – his father (Sa’d b. Abi Waqqas):
Mu’awiyah commanded Sa’d, and therefore said, “What prevented you from cursing Abu al-Turab
(i.e. ‘Ali)?” So, he (Sa’d) replied, “As long as I remember three things which the Messenger of Allah,
peace be upon him, said about him, I will never curse him. If just one of them had been for me, it
would have been dearer to me than a red camel. I heard the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
saying to him. He made him his khalifah during one of his military expeditions. So, ‘Ali said to him, “O
Messenger of Allah, are you leaving me behind with women and children?”
So, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said to him, “Are you not pleased that you are to me of

the status of Harun to Musa except that there is no prophethood after me?” And I heard him saying on
the Day of Khaybar, “I will give the ﬂag to a man who loves Allah and His Messenger, and Allah
and His Messenger too love him.” So, we longed for it (i.e. the ﬂag).
Then he said, “Call ‘Ali for me”, and he was brought to him. He was sore-eyed. He applied saliva to
his eye and gave the ﬂag to him, and Allah granted him victory. And when this verse was revealed {Say:
Come, let us call our sons and your sons....} [3/61], the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, called
‘Ali, Faṭimah, Hasan and Husayn, and said, “O Allah! These are my family.”5
There are three quick points from this hadith, with speciﬁc reference to this chapter:
1. Mu’awiyah commanded Sa’d to do something, before asking him why he (Sa’d) refused to curse ‘Ali.
3. Sa’d did not have any of those three merits mentioned for ‘Ali, and very strongly wished he did any of
them.
5. Allah and His Messenger loved ‘Ali, and he loved them too.
So, what did Mu’awiyah command Sa’d to do? In order to uncover what that was, we must pay attention
to the former’s question:

ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺴﺐ أﺑﺎ اﻟﺘﺮاب؟
What prevented you from cursing Abu al-Turab (i.e. ‘Ali)?
In classical Arabic, this sentence structure was used to ask why a direct order had been disobeyed, by
the commandant himself. In other words, if A ordered B to, say, hit C, and B refused to do so, then A
would say to B, “What prevented you from hitting C?” The other manner in which it was applied was
where A did not command B to do something, but was nonetheless unpleasantly surprised or shocked
that B had not done it. So A would ask, “What prevented you from doing such-and-such?”
An example is in this verse:

ﺒﺮت أم ﻛﻨﺖ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﺎﻟﻴﻦﻗﺎل ﻳﺎ إﺑﻠﻴﺲ ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺴﺠﺪ ﻟﻤﺎ ﺧﻠﻘﺖ ﺑﻴﺪي أﺳﺘ
He (Allah) said, “O Iblis! What prevented you from prostrating yourself to one whom I have created
with Both My Hands?!6
Another is here:

ﻗﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أﻻ ﺗﺴﺠﺪ إذ أﻣﺮﺗﻚ
He (Allah) said, “What prevented you (O Iblis) that you did not prostrate when I commanded you
personally?”7
An example of the other use of that expression can be found here:

ﻗﺎل ﻳﺎ ﻫﺎرون ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ إذ رأﻳﺘﻬﻢ ﺿﻠﻮا
He (Musa) said, “O Harun! What prevented you when you saw them going astray?”8
We know that the situation of Sa’d fell into the ﬁrst category. There was an explicit order to do
something. As such, from Mu’awiyah’s question, we realize that he had ordered Sa’d to curse ‘Ali.
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah agrees:

 ﺑﻦ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺴﺐ ﻋﻠوأﻣﺎ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺳﻌﺪ ﻟﻤﺎ أﻣﺮه ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﺴﺐ ﻓﺄﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻠﻦ أﺳﺒﻪ ﻷن اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﻘﺎل ﺛﻼث ﻗﺎﻟﻬﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟأﺑ
 ﻣﻦ ﺣﻤﺮ اﻟﻨﻌﻢ اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻓﻬﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ واﺣﺪة ﻣﻨﻬﻦ أﺣﺐ إﻟﻮن ﻟﻳ
 ﺻﺤﻴﺤﻪرواه ﻣﺴﻠﻢ ﻓ
As for the hadith of Sa’d, when Mu’awiyah commanded him to curse, and he refused, and he
(Mu’awiyah) therefore said, “What prevented you from cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib?”, and he replied,
“There are three things that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said. So, I will never curse him.
If just one of them had been for me, it would have been dearer to me than a red camel”, this hadith is
sahih. Muslim has narrated it.9
In simpler words, Mu’awiyah ordered Sa’d to curse someone who was loved by the Messenger during
his lifetime. So, one asks: did ‘Ali forfeit this love after the Prophet’s death, before Mu’awiyah’s
command to Sa’d? Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah even has some more news for us:

 ﻗﻠﺐ ﻛﻞ ﻣﺴﻠﻢ ﻻ ﺳﻴﻤﺎ اﻟﺨﻠﻔﺎءﻪ ﻗﺪ ﺟﻌﻞ ﻟﻠﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻣﻮدة ﻓو ﻣﻌﻠﻮم أن اﻟ
ﺮ و ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﺎن ﻋﺄﻣﺔاﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ و اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ ﻛﺎﻧﻮاﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻢ ﻻ ﺳﻴﻤﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟرﺿ
 ﻓﺎن ﻛﺜﻴﺮا ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ وﻦ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﻋﻠﻳﻮدوﻧﻬﻤﺎ و ﻛﺎﻧﻮا ﺧﻴﺮ اﻟﻘﺮون و ﻟﻢ ﻳ

اﻟﺘﺎﺑﻌﻴﻦ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا ﻳﺒﻐﻀﻮﻧﻪ و ﻳﺴﺒﻮﻧﻪ و ﻳﻘﺎﺗﻠﻮﻧﻪ
What is known is that Allah has certainly put the love of the Sahabah in the hearts of every Muslim,
especially love of the khalifahs, may Allah be pleased with them, especially love of Abu Bakr and ‘Umar.
This is because the generality of the Sahabah and Tabi’in loved them both, and they (i.e. Sahabah and
Tabi’in) were the best of generations. But, the matter was not the same for ‘Ali, for A LOT of the
Sahabah and Tabi’in used to hate, curse and ﬁght him.10
The question is: why? Had ‘Ali had forfeited the love of Allah and His Messenger for him? Had he
become worthy of hatred, curses and armed hostility? This is the big test for our Sunni brothers. If ‘Ali
had not forfeited the love of Allah and His Messenger for himself, then those Sahabah and Tabi’in who
hated, cursed or fought him had forfeited their own, if any! Allah has said:

ﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟﻈﺎﻟﻤﻴﻦواﻟ
And Allah does NOT love the unjust people.11
It all boils down to whether those Sahabah and Tabi’in treated ‘Ali justly by hating, cursing and ﬁghting
him. If they had NOT done so, then they all forfeited Allah’s prior love for them with those unjust actions.
In line with our Shaykh’s words, they also turned hypocrites:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﺤﺒﻪ وﻳﻮاﻟﻴﻪ وأﻧﻪ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻓﺈن ﻛﻞ ﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﻣﻦ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ أن اﻟﻨﺒ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وﻳﻮاﻟﻴﻪ ﻛﺎن ﺑﻐﻀﻪ ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﻣﻦ ﺷﻌﺐ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻛﺎن ﻳﺤﺐ اﻟﻨﺒ
اﻟﻨﻔﺎق
This is because everyone who hates anyone who is known to have been loved by the Prophet, peace be
upon him, and who also loved the Prophet, peace be upon him, such hatred is a sign of hypocrisy.12
The Sunni dilemma explodes here. Their theology is based on a rigid theory that all the Sahabah earned
Allah’s love and never forfeited it. How do they treat the case of those of them who hated, cursed and
fought ‘Ali - like Mu’awiyah and Umm al-Muminin ‘Aishah? Our Sunni brothers want to eat the cake, and
still have it! To them, those Sahabah were not unjust people, and therefore never forfeited Allah’s love
for them. Does this mean that ‘Ali truly deserved their hatred, curses and armed hostility? Sunni Islam
says “no” again. ‘Ali remained a loyal, beloved friend of Allah throughout his lifetime, and never
deserved anyone’s hatred, curse or hostility!

The matter takes a new dimension with this hadith of the Prophet, copied by ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420
H):

ﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺐ اﻟ وﻣﻦ أﺣﺒﻨﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨ
.ﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﺾ اﻟ وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﻀﻨﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﻀﻨ
Whosoever loves ‘Ali has loved me. And whosoever loves me has loved Allah the Almighty. Moreover,
whosoever hates ‘Ali has hated me. And whosoever hates me has hated Allah the Almighty.13
The ‘Allamah comments:

( ﺑﺴﻨﺪ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ أم ﺳﻠﻤﺔ1 / 5 / 10) "  " اﻟﻔﻮاﺋﺪ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﻘﺎةرواه اﻟﻤﺨﻠﺺ ﻓ
. ﻓﺬﻛﺮه:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ أﺷﻬﺪ أﻧ:ﻗﺎﻟﺖ
Al-Mukhlis recorded it in al-Fawaid al-Muntaqat (10/5/1) with a sahih chain from Umm Salamah, she
said: “I testify that I heard the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, saying:” and he (al-Mukhlis)
mentioned it (i.e. the hadith).14
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) also records:

 اﻟﻌﻮامﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑ اﻟﻤﻘﺮي ﺑﺒﻐﺪاد ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﻟﻨﻬﺪي ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ زﻳﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ أوس اﻷﻧﺼﺎري ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻮف ﺑﻦ أﺑاﻟﺮﻳﺎﺣ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﺳﻤﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ:  ﻗﺎلﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل رﺟﻞ ﻟﺴﻠﻤﺎن ﻣﺎ أﺷﺪ ﺣﺒﻚ ﻟﻌﻠ
 وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﻀﻨ ﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨ: ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل
Ahmad b. ‘Uthman b. Yahya al-Maqri – Abu Bakr b. Abi al-‘Awwam al-Rayahi – Abu Zayd Sa’id b. Aws
al-Ansari – ‘Awf b. Abi ‘Uthman al-Hindi:
A man said to Salman (al-Farisi), “What do you love ‘Ali severely like that?” He replied, “I heard the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, saying: ‘Whosoever loves ‘Ali has loved me and whosoever
hates ‘Ali has hated me.’”15
Al-Hakim says:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.16
Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) concurs:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim.17
The game changes here completely. Allah made the love of ‘Ali an umbilical part of His Own love. He
equally made the hatred of ‘Ali like that. This grand merit was exclusive to ‘Ali alone among all the
Sahabah. A few points can be gleaned from it:
1. Allah would never hate ‘Ali, because doing so would mean hating Himself and His Messenger.
3. Therefore, Allah – in His inﬁnite wisdom, justice and mercy - would always protect ‘Ali from doing
anything that could harm His love for him, just as He did with His Prophet.
5. There can be no excuse or justiﬁcation ever for hating ‘Ali – not even ignorance or mistake – just as
there can be none for hating Allah or His Messenger. The love of Allah, His Messenger and ‘Ali is one,
and so is their hatred.
7. Whosoever hates ‘Ali – whether by the heart, or by words, or by deeds – is guilty of hating Allah and
His Messenger. As such, all the Sahabah who hated, cursed or fought ‘Ali hated Allah and His
Messenger – no matter what the Sunnis believe or say.
This is the point. The Sahabah, like the rest of the Ummah, earned, lost, re-gained, re-lost, etc Allah’s
love as well, depending on their current actions. This was the case even during the Prophet’s lifetime.
Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records about the case of Buraydah, a prominent Sahabi:

 ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺠﻠﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل اﻧﺘﻬﻴﺖ إﻟ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
: ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﻗﺎل أﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﻠﻘﺔ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺠﻠﺰ وﺑﻦ ﺑﺮﻳﺪة ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 وﻗﺎل أﺗﺒﻐﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﻧﻌﻢ ﻗﺎل.... أﺑﻐﻀﺖ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﺑﻐﻀﺎ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﻐﻀﻪ أﺣﺪ ﻗﻂ
 ﻓﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻣﻦ اﻟﻨﺎس أﺣﺪ ﺑﻌﺪ ﻗﻮل.... ﻓﻼ ﺗﺒﻐﻀﻪ وان ﻛﻨﺖ ﺗﺤﺒﻪ ﻓﺎزدد ﻟﻪ ﺣﺒﺎ
 ﻣﻦ ﻋﻠﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﺣﺐ إﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ

‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya b. Sa’id – ‘Abd al-Jalil – Abd Allah b.
Buraydah – my father, Buraydah:
I hated ‘Ali with a hatred that I never hated anyone else.... And he (the Prophet) said (to me), “Do
you hate ‘Ali?” I said, “Yes”. He said, “Do not hate him, and if you love him, then increase your love for
him”.... Therefore, after the statement of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, there was no
person among all mankind who was more beloved to me than ‘Ali.18
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ says:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺣﺴﻦ ﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺠﻠﻴﻞ
It is a sahih hadith, and this chain is hasan due to ‘Abd al-Jalil.19
Buraydah was an extreme hater of Allah and His Messenger. At that point, he certainly had lost Allah’s
love for him. However, when the Prophet advised him, and he obeyed, he re-earned Allah’s love once
more. During his anti-‘Ali days, whoever hated him was NOT a hypocrite. In fact, it could be
praiseworthy to hate him then. Meanwhile, the moment he loved ‘Ali above everyone else except the
Messenger of Allah, it became haram to hate him.
The bottomline is: the Sahabah – like everyone else – ﬂuctuated between love and hatred of Allah and
His Messenger, depending upon their current actions. So, it may be compulsory to love them at one
point, and haram to do so at another. As such, love or hatred of any of them was not (and is not) a
failproof measure to determine anyone’s hypocrisy.
The only exception among them was ‘Ali. He stayed permanently within Allah’s love, and was protected
by Him from ever losing it, till his death. Therefore, hatred of him – like that of the Prophet - always
produces the same result anytime anywhere. It was, and still is – after that of the Messenger - the best
bet to unearth the hypocrites.
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29. Hadith Al-Ta’rif, Proving Its Authenticity
Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H) records:

 ﻗﺜﻨﺎ اﺳﻮد ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﻣﺮ ﻗﺜﻨﺎ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻪ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﺑﺒﻐﻀﻬﻢ إﻧﻤﺎ ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﻌﺮف ﻣﻨﺎﻓﻘ:  ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻗﺎل ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻋﻦ أﺑأﺑ
ﻋﻠﻴﺎ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Aswad b. ‘Amir – Israil – al-A’mash – Abu Salih
– Abu Sa’id al-Khudri:
We were able to recognize the hypocrites among the Ansar only through their hatred of ‘Ali.1
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says about the ﬁrst narrator:

 أﺑﻮ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﻟﺪ اﻹﻣﺎم ﺛﻘﺔﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
‘Abd Allah b. Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal al-Shaybani, Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman: son of the Imam,

thiqah (trustworthy).2
Of course, Imam Ahmad needs no introduction. But, let’s get the verdict of al-Haﬁz anyway:

 اﻟﻤﺮوزي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﺑﻐﺪاد أﺑﻮأﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻫﻼل ﺑﻦ أﺳﺪ اﻟﺸﻴﺒﺎﻧ
ﻪ أﺣﺪ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﺣﺠﺔﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
Ahmad b. Muhammad b. Hanbal b. Hilal b. Asad al-Shaybani al-Maruzi, a Baghdad resident, Abu ‘Abd
Allah: One of the Imams, thiqah (trustworthy), haﬁz, jurist, hujjah (an authority).3
Concerning the third narrator, al-Haﬁz says:

 أﺑﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ وﻳﻠﻘﺐ ﺷﺎذان ﺛﻘﺔﻨ ﻧﺰﻳﻞ ﺑﻐﺪاد ﻳاﻷﺳﻮد ﺑﻦ ﻋﺎﻣﺮ اﻟﺸﺎﻣ
Al-Aswad b. ‘Amir al-Shami, he lived in Baghdad, and was nicknamed Abu ‘Abd al-Rahman and given
the laqab Shadhan: Thiqah (trustworthy).4
The fourth narrator is like that as well, as stated by al-Haﬁz:

ﻠﻢ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺗﻮﻓ أﺑﻮ ﻳﻮﺳﻒ اﻟ اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ إﺳﺤﺎق اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌإﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻓﻴﻪ ﺑﻼ ﺣﺠﺔ
Israil b. Yunus b. Abi Ishaq al-Sabi’i al-Hamdani, Abu Yusuf al-Kuﬁ: Thiqah (trustworthy). He is
criticized without evidence.5
Al-A’mash, the ﬁfth narrator, is thiqah (trustworthy) too, according to al-Haﬁz:

 اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆ ﻋﺎرفﻮﻓ أﺑﻮ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺎﻫﻠﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻣﻬﺮان اﻷﺳﺪي اﻟ
ﻨﻪ ﻳﺪﻟﺲﺑﺎﻟﻘﺮاءات ورع ﻟ
Sulayman b. Mahran al-Asadi al-Kahili, Abu Muhammad al-Kuﬁ al-A’mash: Thiqah (trustworthy),
haﬁz (a hadith scientist), a scholar of al-qiraat (Qur’anic recitation modes), pious. However, he used
to do tadlis.6

About the last narrator, al-Haﬁz has these words:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖذﻛﻮان أﺑﻮ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ اﻟﺴﻤﺎن اﻟﺰﻳﺎت اﻟﻤﺪﻧ
Dhakwan Abu Salih al-Saman al-Zayat al-Madani: Thiqah (trustworthy), thabt (accurate).7
All the narrators are therefore trustworthy, and the chain is well-connected. The only issue is that alA’mash was a mudalis, and has narrated in an ‘an-‘an manner. So, does this affect the hadith? The
answer is a negative. Al-A’mash’s ‘an-‘an reports from Abu Salih are accepted by scholars of the Ahl
al-Sunnah. They apparently reject any notion that al-A’mash did tadlis in his reports from Abu Salih,
even in his ‘an-‘an reports. For instance, Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) records this ‘an-‘an chain in his
Sahih:

 ﻫﺮﻳﺮة ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻋﻦ أﺑ زﻫﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺮب ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺟﺮﻳﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ أﺑوﺣﺪﺛﻨ
Zuhayr b. Harb – Jarir – al-A’mash – Abu Salih – Abu Hurayrah8
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H)9, Shaykh Shu’ayb al-Arnauṭ10, Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H)11, Shaykh
Dr. Asad12, and Shaykh Dr. Al-A’zami13 have all also declared chains containing ‘an-‘an transmission
by al-A’mash from Abu Salih to be sahih. With this, it is obvious that the hadith of Abu Sa’id al-Khudri
above, recorded by Imam Ahmad, has a perfectly sahih chain.
The hadith establishes some very crucial points. The ﬁrst is that there were hypocrites among the Ansar.
Of course, the Ansar were Sahabah. Therefore, there were hypocrites among the Sahabah.
Interestingly, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah agrees on this point too:

ﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﻬﺎﺟﺮﻳﻦ ﻣﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻖوﻟﻬﺬا ﻗﺎل اﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﺒﻞ وﻏﻴﺮه ﻣﻦ اﻟﻌﻠﻤﺎء اﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳ
.… ﻗﺒﺎﺋﻞ اﻷﻧﺼﺎرو إﻧﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن اﻟﻨﻔﺎق ﻓ

ﻴﺔ ﻓﻼ ذﻛﺮ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ اﻟﺴﻮر اﻟﻤﺪﻧﻴﺔ و إﻣﺎ اﻟﺴﻮر اﻟﻤوﻟﻬﺬا إﻧﻤﺎ ذﻛﺮ اﻟﻨﻔﺎق ﻓ
ﻟﻠﻤﻨﺎﻓﻘﻴﻦ
This is why Ahmad b. Hanbal and other scholars said that there was no hypocrite among the Muhajirun

and that hypocrisy existed only within the tribes of the Ansar….
And this is why hypocrisy is mentioned only in the Madinan suwar (chapters of the Qur’an). As for the
Makkan suwar, there is no mention in them of hypocrites.14
Well, in one of the earliest Makkan surah, Allah does mention the existence of Muslims “in whose hearts
is a disease” during the Makkan era15. Apparently, our Shaykh and the classical Sunni scholars missed
that crucial fact!
Whatever the case, the fact that hypocrites existed among the Ansar – at the least - fatally undermines
the Sunni doctrine that all the Sahabah earned Allah’s love, and that none of them ever forfeited it. Allah
does not love hypocrites. By contrast, He has cursed them:

 ﺣﺴﺒﻬﻢﻔﺎر ﻧﺎر ﺟﻬﻨﻢ ﺧﺎﻟﺪﻳﻦ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻫﻪ اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻓﻘﻴﻦ واﻟﻤﻨﺎﻓﻘﺎت واﻟوﻋﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ وﻟﻬﻢ ﻋﺬاب ﻣﻘﻴﻢوﻟﻌﻨﻬﻢ اﻟ
Allah has promised the hypocrites, men and women, and the disbelievers, the Fire of Jahannam. They
shall remain therein forever. It will be sufﬁcient for them. Allah has also cursed them, and for them is
the lasting torment.16
So, there were people cursed by Allah, and who shall reside forever in Jahannam, among the Sahabah.
The second point in the hadith is that the righteous Sahabah were unable to recognize the hypocritical
Sahabah except through the latter’s hatred of ‘Ali. It is noteworthy that there is no claim whatsoever that
hatred of Amir al-Muminin was the only sign of hypocrisy. Rather, it was the most effective, the only
failproof tool. All the other signs – such as lying, failure to fulﬁl promises, laziness during Salat, and so
on – could be found in some people who were not hypocrites too, albeit in smaller quantities. However,
as for hatred of ‘Ali, it is an absolute proof of hypocrisy. It is wholly impossible for a true believer to hate
him in any circumstance, in line with the testimony of the Messenger of Allah.
Imam Muslim records:

 ﺷﻴﺒﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ وأﺑﻮ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ح وﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 )واﻟﻠﻔﻆ ﻟﻪ( أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻌﺎوﻳﺔ ﻋﻦ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺪي ﺑﻦ ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﻳﺤﻴ
 ﺻﻠ اﻷﻣ واﻟﺬي ﻓﻠﻖ اﻟﺤﺒﺔ وﺑﺮأ اﻟﻨﺴﻤﺔ إﻧﻪ ﻟﻌﻬﺪ اﻟﻨﺒﻋﻦ زر ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل ﻋﻠ
 إﻻ ﻣﻨﺎﻓﻖ إﻻ ﻣﺆﻣﻦ وﻻ ﻳﺒﻐﻀﻨ أن ﻻ ﻳﺤﺒﻨﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إﻟاﻟ

Abu Bakr b. Abi Shaybah – Waki’ and Abu Mu’awiyah – al-A’mash, AND Yahya b. Yahya – Abu
Mu’awiyah – al-A’mash – Adi b. Thabit – Zirr:
‘Ali said: “I swear by the One Who split up the seed and created something living, the Ummi Prophet
verily informed me that none loves me except a believer and that none hates me except a
hypocrite.”17
Imam Ahmad also records his mutaba’ah for Ibn Abi Shaybah:

 ﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺪى ﺑﻦ ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ زر ﺑﻦ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻧﻪ ﻻ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻨﺒﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻬﺪ إﻟ اﻟ رﺿﺣﺒﻴﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
ﻳﺤﺒﻚ اﻻ ﻣﺆﻣﻦ وﻻ ﻳﺒﻐﻀﻚ اﻻ ﻣﻨﺎﻓﻖ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Waki’ – al-A’mash – ‘Adi b. Thabit – Zirr b.
Hubaysh – ‘Ali, may Allah be pleased with him:
The Prophet, peace be upon him, informed me saying, “None loves you except a believer, and none
hates you except a hypocrite.”18
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs19
Imam al-Tirmidhi has also a third mutaba’ah for Waki’:

 ﻋﻦ اﻟﺮﻣﻠ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﻴﺴ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺴ ﻳﺤﻴ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺜﻤﺎن اﺑﻦ أﺧﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻴﺴ
 اﻟﻨﺒ ﻗﺎل ﻟﻘﺪ ﻋﻬﺪ إﻟاﻷﻋﻤﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺪي ﺑﻦ ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ زر ﺑﻦ ﺣﺒﻴﺶ ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ أﻧﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺤﺒﻚ إﻻ ﻣﺆﻣﻦ وﻻ ﻳﺒﻐﻀﻚ إﻻ ﻣﻨﺎﻓﻖ اﻟ ﺻﻠاﻷﻣ
‘Isa b. ‘Uthman, son of the brother of Yahya b. ‘Isa – Abu ‘Isa al-Ramli – al-Am’ash – ‘Adi b. Thabit –
Zirr b. Hubaysh – ‘Ali:
The Ummi Prophet, peace be upon him, had informed me saying, “None loves you except a believer

and none hates you except a hypocrite.”20
Al-Tirmidhi states:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
This hadith is hasan sahih.21
‘Allamah al-Albani conﬁrms:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih22
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30. Hadith Al-Tashbih, Establishing Its
Authenticity
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ذﻟﻚ ﻣﻤﺘﻨﻊ ﻻن أﺣﺪا ﻻ ﻳﺴﺎوي رﺳﻮل اﻟﺑﻞ ﺣﻤﻠﻪ ﻋﻠ
ﻻ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﻻ ﻏﻴﺮه
Rather, interpreting it like that is impossible, because there is none who is equal to the Messenger of
Allah, neither ‘Ali nor any other person.1
We agree with our Shaykh that neither Abu Bakr nor ‘Umar was like, similar or equal to, the Messenger
of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, in absolutely any way or form. However, it seems that the Shaykh has
not properly understood the Shi’i position. We never claim total equality between the Prophet and the
Amir.
What we profess, instead, is that ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, reached the level of the Messenger in many of his
merits. In other words, in a lot of qualities, ranks and statuses, both the Prophet and the Amir were, and
are, equal. However, in all others, the Messenger of Allah was, and is, inﬁnitely superior to ‘Ali. Overall,
the Prophet was, and is, the master, teacher and saviour of ‘Ali in both this world and the next.
Imam al-Nasai (d. 303 H) records an authentic hadith that conﬁrms just that:

أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ اﻟﻌﺒﺎس ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻷﺣﻮص ﺑﻦ ﺟﻮاب ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ

ﻪ ذر ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺜﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ أﺑ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ أﺑأﺑ
 ﻳﻨﻔﺬ ﻓﻴﻬﻢﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻴﻨﺘﻬﻴﻦ ﺑﻨﻮ وﻟﻴﻌﺔ أو ﻷﺑﻌﺜﻦ إﻟﻴﻬﻢ رﺟﻼ ﻛﻨﻔﺴ اﻟﺻﻠ
 ﻣﻦ ﺣﺠﺰﺗ إﻻ وﻛﻒ ﻋﻤﺮ ﻓ اﻟﺬرﻳﺔ ﻓﻤﺎ راﻋﻨأﻣﺮي ﻓﻴﻘﺘﻞ اﻟﻤﻘﺎﺗﻠﺔ وﻳﺴﺒ
 ﻗﻠﺖ ﺧﺎﺻﻒ وﻻ ﺻﺎﺣﺒﻚ ﻗﺎل ﻓﻤﻦ ﻳﻌﻨ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ ﻣﺎ إﻳﺎك ﻳﻌﻨ ﻣﻦ ﻳﻌﻨﺧﻠﻔ
 ﻳﺨﺼﻒ ﻧﻌﻼاﻟﻨﻌﻞ ﻗﺎل وﻋﻠ
Al-‘Abbas b. Muhammad – al-Ahwas b. Jawab – Yunus b. Abi Ishaq – Abu Ishaq – Zayd b. Yathi’ – Abu
Dharr:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “If the Banu Wali’ah do not desist, I will appoint over
them a man who is exactly like myself to implement my command among them. So, he will execute
the combatants and take the offspring as war captives.”
I had not even moved when ‘Umar held my cloth and asked, “Who is he referring to?” I replied, “He is
not referring to you or your companion (i.e. Abu Bakr).” He said, “In that case, who is he referring to?”
So, I said, “(He is) referring to the one repairing the shoe.” And ‘Ali was repairing a shoe.2
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) says about this report:

 وﻛﺎن، ‐ ﻣﺪﻟﺲﻦ أﺑﺎ إﺳﺤﺎق ‐ وﻫﻮ اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت؛ ﻟ:ﻗﻠﺖ
. واﺑﻨﻪ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ روى ﻋﻨﻪ ﺑﻌﺪ اﺧﺘﻼﻃﻪ،اﺧﺘﻠﻂ
I say: This chain, all its narrators are trustworthy. However, Abu Ishaq – and he is al-Sabi’i – was a
mudalis, and he became confused, and his son Yunus narrated from him after he had become
confused.3
So, all the narrators are trustworthy. However, Abu Ishaq was a mudalis, and has narrated in an ‘an-‘an
manner. Moreover, his son, Yunus, allegedly narrated from him only after he (Abu Ishaq) had become
confused. These are ‘Allamah al-Albani’s only objections to the authenticity of the hadith.
The arguments of our ‘Allamah are a bit disappointing. While it is true that Abu Ishaq was a mudalis, his
tadlis was largely of the harmless grade. Therefore, his ‘an-‘an reports are accepted without objection.
Let us brieﬂy examine how the muhadithun of the Ahl al-Sunnah have treated a well-known, strictly ‘an‘an narration of Abu Ishaq. Imam Muslim (d. 261 H) records:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻠﻤﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻌﻨﺐ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﺘﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ رﻗﺒﺔﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟ

 ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻋﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻘﻠﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إن اﻟﻐﻼم اﻟﺬي ﻗﺘﻠﻪ اﻟﺨﻀﺮ ﻃﺒﻊ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻛﺎﻓﺮا وﻟﻮ ﻋﺎش ﻷرﻫﻖ أﺑﻮﻳﻪ ﻃﻐﻴﺎﻧﺎ وﻛﻔﺮا
‘Abd Allah b. Musalamah b. Qa’nab – Mu’tamir b. Sulayman – his father – Raqabah b. Masqalah – Abu
Ishaq – Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas – Ubayy b. Ka’b:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “Verily, the boy killed by al-Khidhr was created an
unbeliever. If he had lived, he would have grieved his parents with his obstinate rebellion (against Allah)
and disbelief (in Allah)”.4
Abu Ishaq has narrated it ‘an-‘an, and Imam Muslim has nonetheless accepted the hadith as sahih.
Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) has also included the same riwayah with the same ‘an-‘an chain in
his Musnad5. Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments about it this way:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.6
Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H) has equally documented it with Abu Ishaq’s ‘an-‘an narration7. Al-Tirmidhi
says:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻏﺮﻳﺐ
This hadith is hasan sahih gharib.8
Interestingly, even ‘Allamah al-Albani accepts its authenticity:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih9
Elsewhere, the ‘Allamah explains his decision:

 ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﺘﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ رﻗﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻘﻠﺔﺮ اﻟﻤﻘﺪﻣ ﺑﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻨﺒ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﻴﺮ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻋﻦ أﺑﻋﻦ أﺑ
. اﻟﻐﻼم اﻟﺬي ﻗﺘﻠﻪ اﻟﺨﻀﺮ ﻃﺒﻊ ﻛﺎﻓﺮا:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺻﻠ

 إﺳﺤﺎق وﻫﻮ اﻟﻨﻔﺲ ﻣﻦ ﻋﻨﻌﻨﺔ أﺑ ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦ ﻣﻊ ﻣﺎ ﻓإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
ء ﻣﻦ ﺷ ﻟﻢ أﺟﺪ ﺗﺼﺮﻳﺤﻪ ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻓ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌﻋﻤﺮو اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻦ ﻟﻌﻞ رﻗﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻘﻠﺔ ﺳﻤﻌﻪ ﻣﻨﻪ ﻗﺒﻞاﻟﺮواﻳﺎت ﻋﻨﻪ ﻣﻊ أﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن اﺧﺘﻠﻂ ﻟ
 ﻣﺎت ﻓﻴﻬﺎ اﺑﻮ اﻟﺴﻨﺔ اﻟﺘ وﻫ129 اﻻﺧﺘﻼط ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻗﺪﻳﻢ اﻟﻮﻓﺎة ﻓﻘﺪ ﻣﺎت ﺳﻨﺔ
.إﺳﺤﺎق ﻧﻔﺴﻪ ﻓﻬﻮ ﻣﻦ أﻗﺮاﻧﻪ
Muhammad b. Abi Bakr al-Muqaddami – Mu’tamir b. Sulayman – his father – Raqabah b. Masqalah –
Abu Ishaq – Sa’id b. Jubayr – Ibn ‘Abbas – Ubayy b. Ka’b – the Prophet, peace be upon him:
“The boy killed by al-Khidhr was created an unbeliever.”
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs, despite what is in the heart concerning its
‘an-‘an narration by Abu Ishaq, and his real name was ‘Amr b. ‘Abd Allah al-Sabi’i. I have NOT found
any explicit tahdith (i.e. non-‘an-‘an transmission) of it by him in the reports, despite that he also
became confused. However, maybe Raqabah b. Masqalah heard it from him before he became
confused because he (Raqabah) died early (in history). His (i.e. Raqabah’s) death was in 129 H, and it
was the year of Abu Ishaq’s death too. Therefore, they both were contemporaries.10
So, the ‘an-‘an report of Abu Ishaq is accepted as sahih upon the standard of both al-Bukhari and
Muslim by the leading muhadithun of the Ahl al-Sunnah, including ‘Allamah al-Albani himself. But then,
al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) documents a rather interesting dissenting viewpoint concerning Abu Ishaq’s ‘an-‘an
reports:

 ﻋﻦ رﺟﻞ ﻗﻠﺖ ﻟﻪ ﻫﺬا أﻛﺒﺮ ﻣﻨﻚ ﻓﺈن ﻗﺎلﻗﺎل ﺷﻌﺒﺔ وﻛﺎن أﺑﻮ إﺳﺤﺎق إذا أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
. وإن ﻗﺎل اﻧﺎ أﻛﺒﺮ ﻣﻨﻪ ﺗﺮﻛﺘﻪﻧﻌﻢ ﻋﻠﻤﺖ أﻧﻪ ﻟﻘ
Shu’bah said: “Whenever Abu Ishaq narrated to me in an ‘an-‘an form from any person, I used to say to
him, ‘Is he older than you?’ If he answered, ‘Yes’, then I would know that he met (the narrator) [i.e. there
was no tadlis in the report]. But, if he said, ‘I am older than him’, I would abandon him.”11

In other words, Shu’bah assured us that whenever Abu Ishaq transmitted from people older than him, he
never did tadlis, even if he narrated in an ‘an-‘an manner from them. This is very crucial. Shu’bah was of
an ultra-strict attitude towards Abu Ishaq’s tadlis. So, he would not accept even the above hadith of the
boy, since Sa’id b. Jubayr was far younger than Abu Ishaq12. Yet, despite this, Hadith al-Tashbih
passes his ultra-strict standards and is covered by his expert assurance. Zayd b. Yathi’ was much older
than Abu Ishaq. Al-Haﬁz states:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﻣﺨﻀﺮمﻮﻓ اﻟزﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺜﻴﻊ … اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ
Zayd b. Yathi’.... al-Hamadani al-Kuﬁ: Thiqah (trustworthy). He witnessed both the Jahiliyyah and the
Islamic era.13
Therefore, Zayd b. Yathi’ was born even before any verse of the Qur’an was revealed! This means that
he was even older than a lot of the Sahabah. Meanwhile, al-Haﬁz further records this about Abu Ishaq:

ﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﺎش ﻗﺎل ﻣﺎت أﺑﻮ إﺳﺤﺎق وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﺋﺔ ﺳﻨﺔ أو ﻧﺤﻮﻫﺎ ﺑوﻋﻦ أﺑ
Abu Bakr b. ‘Ayyash said: Abu Ishaq died while he was 100 years old or thereabout.14
Since he died in 129 AH, that means he was born in 29 AH. As such, Zayd b. Yathi’ was decades older
than him. Based upon the testimony of Shu’bah, the ‘an-‘an reports of Abu Ishaq from him were, without
doubt, free from tadlis. But, even if we ignored Shu’bah’s assurance, Hadith al-Tashbih would still pass
through, considering the lenient attitude of Sunni muhadithun to Abu Ishaq’s patently ‘an-‘an reports
generally. With these facts, the ﬁrst leg of ‘Allamah al-Albani’s criticism against Hadith al-Tashbih is cut
off from its root completely.
The ‘Allamah further asserts that Yunus heard from his father, Abu Ishaq, only after the latter had
become confused due to memory loss. The question is: where is the evidence? There is none! In fact,
this submission of our ‘Allamah is more farfetched statement than the other. Yunus was largely
contemporaneous with his father. He even met Anas, one of the senior Sahabah! Imam al-Dhahabi (d.
748 H) states about him:

...  ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ.ﻮﻓ اﻟ اﻟﺴﺒﻴﻌﻪ اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻦ إن ﻟﻢ ﻳ، ﻋﺸﺮ اﻟﺘﺴﻌﻴﻦ وﻫﻮ ﻓ، ﻣﺎت ﻳﻮﻧﺲ ﺳﻨﺔ ﺗﺴﻊ وﺧﻤﺴﻴﻦ وﻣﺎﺋﺔ:ﻗﻠﺖ
.ﺗﺠﺎوزﻫﺎ

Yunus b. Abi Ishaq ‘Amr b. ‘Abd Allah al-Hamdani al-Sabi’i al-Kuﬁ: He narrated from Anas ... I say:
Yunus died in 159 AH, and he was close to 90, if not older.15
So, when Abu Ishaq died in 129 AH, Yunus was already about 60 years old. Does it make sense to
claim that such a person narrated from Abu Ishaq only during the latter’s last days when his memory
deteriorated?16 He even narrated from Anas who apparently died decades before his father!17 Al-Haﬁz
tells us more why ‘Allamah al-Albani’s submission was completely out-of-touch with reality, while writing
about Abu Ishaq:

وﻋﻨﻪ اﺑﻨﻪ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ واﺑﻦ اﺑﻨﻪ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻮﻧﺲ واﺑﻦ اﺑﻨﻪ اﻵﺧﺮ ﻳﻮﺳﻒ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق
His son (Yunus) narrated from him, as well as his grandson Israil b. Yunus and his other grandson
Yusuf b. Ishaq.18
If Yunus could not hear any ahadith from his father until the latter’s last period on earth, when exactly did
the grandsons take from Abu Ishaq? Obviously, Yunus heard ahadith from Abu Ishaq long before the
latter lost his memory. No wonder, Imam Ibn Khuzaymah has included a chain in which Yunus has
narrated ‘an-‘an from Abu Ishaq, who in turn has also transmitted ‘an-‘an from the Sahabi, in his
Sahih19 while Shaykh Dr. al-A’zami further declares that sanad to be sahih.20
Shaykh Dr. Asad has equally graded an exactly similar chain as sahih.21 Meanwhile, Shaykh al-Arnauṭ
prefers to class an identical sanad only as hasan.22 Basically, ‘Allamah al-Albani has no valid objection
to Hadith al-Tashbih. It has a sahih chain. The narration (including ‘an-‘an) of Yunus from his father,
Abu Ishaq, is sahih. Furthermore, the ‘an-‘an transmission of Abu Ishaq from Zayd b. Yathi’ is equally of
the perfectly sahih grade, in any circumstance.
Hadith al-Tashbih, as narrated by Abu Dharr, is supported by this shahid documented by Imam ‘Abd alRazzaq (d. 211 H):

ﻪأﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻃﺎووس ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﻄﻠﺐ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
:ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻮﻓﺪ ﺛﻘﻴﻒ ﺣﻴﻦ ﺟﺎءوا اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ:ﺑﻦ ﺣﻨﻄﺐ ﻗﺎل
 وﻟﻴﺴﺒﻴﻦ،ﻢ ﻓﻠﻴﻀﺮﺑﻦ أﻋﻨﺎﻗ ﻣﺜﻞ ﻧﻔﺴ: ‐ أو ﻗﺎلﻟﺘﺴﻠﻤﻦ أو ﻟﻨﺒﻌﺜﻦ رﺟﻼ ﻣﻨ
،ﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺗﻤﻨﻴﺖ اﻻﻣﺎرة إﻻ ﻳﻮﻣﺌﺬ ﻓﻮاﻟ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ،ﻢ وﻟﻴﺄﺧﺬن أﻣﻮاﻟ،ﻢذرارﻳ
 ﻓﺄﺧﺬ ﺑﻴﺪه، ﻋﻠ ﻓﺎﻟﺘﻔﺖ إﻟ: ﻗﺎل، ﻫﻮ ﻫﺬا:ﺟﻌﻠﺖ أﻧﺼﺐ ﺻﺪري رﺟﺎء أن ﻳﻘﻮل
. ﻫﻮ ﻫﺬا، ﻫﻮ ﻫﺬا:ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل

‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – Ibn Tawus – his father – al-Muṭalib b. ‘Abd Allah b. Hanṭab:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, when the delegation of (Banu) Thaqif came (to him), said
(to them), “You either submit or I appoint a man from me or who is my similarity, and he will hit your
necks and take your offspring as war prisoners, and will conﬁscate your properties.” So, ‘Umar said, “I
swear by Allah, I never wished for power except on that day. I volunteered for it, wishing that he would
say, “This is the one”. But, he instead looked towards ‘Ali, and held his hand and said, “This is the one.
This is the one.”23
‘Allamah al-Albani comments about this report:

.ﻨﻪ ﻣﺮﺳﻞ وﻫﺬا إﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ؛ وﻟ:ﻗﻠﺖ
I say: This chain is sahih. However, it is mursal.24
There is no doubt that this is an effective strengthening shahid for the report of Abu Dharr. So, even if,
for the sake of argument, the invalid submissions of ‘Allamah al-Albani concerning Abu Dharr’s hadith
are accepted, the above narration of al-Muṭalib nonetheless raises its grade to at least hasan.
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31. Hadith Al-Tashbih, Instances Of Equality
When the Prophet, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, described Amir al-Muminin, ‘alaihi al-salam, as being
“exactly like” himself, or his own “similarity”, what was he saying? Was he talking about physical
identicalness? Or, was it about tribal afﬁliations? What was it exactly?
Basically, those statements have deliberately been made general and left open by the Messenger of
Allah. As such, everything is the same between them both except whatever has been excluded as
exceptions. In other words, the only differences between the Nabi and the Amir are those that have been
proved through the Qur’an or authentic ahadith. In everything else, they were, and are, the same.
Meanwhile, it would not be inappropriate to cite a few examples of equality between the Messenger of
Allah and Imam ‘Ali. ‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H), for instance, records that the Prophet said:

 وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﻀﻨﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨ

Whosoever loves ‘Ali has loved me, and whosoever hates ‘Ali has hated me.1
The ‘Allamah says:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih2
In simple terms, the obligations to love the Messenger, and to love Amir al-Muminin, are the same. Love
or hatred of either of them attracts the same recognition, reward or punishment from Allah the Almighty.
Interestingly, Imam ‘Ali was not the only one with this status. Imam Abu Ya’la (d. 307 H) further records:

 ﺣﻔﺼﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ ﻓﻀﻴﻞ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﺎﻟﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻫﺸﺎم اﻟﺮﻓﺎﻋ
ﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ـ ﺻﻠ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ:  ﻫﺮﻳﺮة ﻗﺎلﺣﺎزم ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﻀﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﻀﻨاﻟﺤﺴﻦ واﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨ
Abu Hisham al-Rufa’i – Ibn Fudhayl – Salim b. Abi Hafsah – Abu Hazim – Abu Hurayrah:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said: “Whosoever loves al-Hasan and al-Husayn has
loved me, and whosoever hates them has hated me.”3
Shaykh Dr. Asad says:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺣﺴﻦ
Its chain is hasan.4
Imam Ibn Majah (d. 273 H) has also recorded the hadith through a different ṭariq (route):

 ﻋﻮف أﺑ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ داود ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻫﺮﻳﺮة ﻗﺎل ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺣﺎزم ﻋﻦ أﺑاﻟﺠﺤﺎف وﻛﺎن ﻣﺮﺿﻴﺎ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﻀﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ واﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨاﻟ
أﺑﻐﻀﻨ

‘Ali b. Muhammad – Waki’ – Sufyan – Dawud b. Abi ‘Awf Abi al-Jihaf – Abu Hazim – Abu Hurayrah:
The Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, said, “Whosoever loves al-Hasan and al-Husayn has
loved me, and whosoever hates them has hated me.”5
‘Abd al-Baqi states:

. رﺟﺎﻟﻪ ﺛﻘﺎت،إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih. Its narrators are trustworthy.6
‘Allamah al-Albani also comments:

ﺣﺴﻦ
Hasan7
So, the Prophet, Amir al-Muminin, Imam al-Hasan and Imam al-Husayn, ‘alaihim al-salam, were, and
are, all equal in terms of love and hatred from any others among the creation. Moreover, their love has
been umbilically fused by Allah. Therefore, just as there can never be an excuse – including even
ignorance or mistake - for hating the Prophet, there can be none either with regards to any other among
them. Their love is one indivisible entity, and so is their hatred.
The signiﬁcance of the above reports is better reﬂected in this hadith, copied by ‘Allamah al-Albani:

ﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺐ اﻟ وﻣﻦ أﺣﺒﻨﻣﻦ أﺣﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺣﺒﻨ
.ﻪ ﻋﺰ وﺟﻞ ﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﺾ اﻟ وﻣﻦ أﺑﻐﻀﻨﻓﻘﺪ أﺑﻐﻀﻨ
Whosoever loves ‘Ali has loved me. And whosoever loves me has loved Allah the Almighty. Moreover,
whosoever hates ‘Ali has hated me. And whosoever hates me has hated Allah the Almighty.8
The ‘Allamah comments:

( ﺑﺴﻨﺪ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ1 / 5 / 10) "  " اﻟﻔﻮاﺋﺪ اﻟﻤﻨﺘﻘﺎةرواه اﻟﻤﺨﻠﺺ ﻓ

Al-Mukhlis recorded it in al-Fawaid al-Muntaqat (10/5/1) with a sahih chain from Umm Salamah.9
In other words:
1. Love of Muhammad is love of Allah, and hatred of Muhammad is hatred of Allah.
3. Love of ‘Ali is love of Allah, and hatred of ‘Ali is hatred of Allah.
5. Love of al-Hasan is love of Allah, and hatred of al-Hasan is hatred of Allah.
7. Love of al-Husayn is love of Allah, and hatred of al-Husayn is hatred of Allah.
So, Amir al-Muminin, Imam al-Hasan and Imam al-Husayn are equal with the Messenger of Allah in
terms of the love or hatred of any of them. Our focus at this point, of course, is only Amir al-Muminin.
Another area of equality between the Prophet of Allah and Imam ‘Ali is indicated in this hadith
documented by Imam Ahmad (d. 241 H):

 إﺳﺤﺎقﻴﺮ ﻗﺎل ﺛﻨﺎ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﺑ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻳﺤﻴ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻪ أﻳﺴﺐ رﺳﻮل اﻟ أم ﺳﻠﻤﺔ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﺖ ﻟ ﻗﺎل دﺧﻠﺖ ﻋﻠﻪ اﻟﺠﺪﻟ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻋﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ أو ﻛﻠﻤﺔ ﻧﺤﻮﻫﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﺖﻪ أو ﺳﺒﺤﺎن اﻟﻢ ﻗﻠﺖ ﻣﻌﺎذ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻴ اﻟﺻﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻣﻦ ﺳﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ ﺳﺒﻨ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺳﻤﻌﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – Yahya b. Abi Bukayr – Israil – Abu Ishaq – Abu
‘Abd Allah al-Jadali:
I entered upon Umm Salamah and she said to me, “Is the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
being cursed among you?” I said, “Allah forbid!” or “Glory to Allah!” or a similar statement. She said, “I
heard the Messenger of Allah saying: ‘Whosoever curses ‘Ali has cursed me.’”10
Shaykh al-Arnauṭ comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih.11
Imam al-Haythami (d. 807 H) also states:

 وﻫﻮ ﺛﻘﺔﻪ اﻟﺠﺪﻟ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟرواه أﺣﻤﺪ ورﺟﺎﻟﻪ رﺟﺎل اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ ﻏﻴﺮ أﺑ
Ahmad recorded it, and its narrators are narrators of the Sahih, apart from Abu ‘Abd Allah al-Jadali and
he was trustworthy.12
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) too has this verdict upon the exact same hadith:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain13
And Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) agrees with him:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih14
It is natural logic, anyway. Cursing is an act of hatred. So, whosoever curses ‘Ali apparently hates him.
By that very token, such a person is guilty of hating Allah. Looking further, there is yet another point of
equality between the Nabi and the Amir. ‘Allamah al-Albani documents this hadith:

ﻣﻦ آذى ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻓﻘﺪ آذاﻧ
Whosoever hurts ‘Ali has hurt me.15
The ‘Allamah states:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih16
Imam al-Hakim also comments:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.17
Imam al-Dhahabi afﬁrms the verdict:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih18
Imam al-Haythami also declares about this hadith:

 ورﺟﺎل أﺣﻤﺪ ﺛﻘﺎت... رواه أﺣﻤﺪ
Ahmad recorded ... and the narrators of Ahmad are trustworthy.19
In Islam, to hurt someone means to do anything that causes physical or emotional discomfort to them.
For example, notice what Allah has said here:

ﻢ ﻓﺂذوﻫﻤﺎواﻟﻠﺬان ﻳﺄﺗﻴﺎﻧﻬﺎ ﻣﻨ
And the two persons among you who commit it (i.e. fornication), hurt them both.20
This is clearly about physical hurt. Let us compare that with this noble verse:

ﻪ ﻣﻤﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا وﻛﺎن ﻋﻨﺪ ﻓﺒﺮأه اﻟﻮﻧﻮا ﻛﺎﻟﺬﻳﻦ آذوا ﻣﻮﺳﻳﺎ أﻳﻬﺎ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا ﻻ ﺗ
ﻪ وﺟﻴﻬﺎاﻟ
O you who believe! Do not be like those who hurt Musa, but Allah cleared him of that which they said,
and he was honourable before Allah.21
They made incorrect statements about Musa, ‘alaihi al-salam. Such statements apparently hurt the
feelings and image of this noble prophet. Therefore, to Allah, they had thereby hurt him. Another

example is given in this hadith documented by Imam al-Hakim:

 ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺎﺻﻢ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺗﻤﻴﻢ اﻟﻘﻨﻄﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻗﻼﺑﺔ اﻟﺮﻗﺎﺷأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
ﻴﺔ ﻋﻦ أﺑﻴﻪ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻠﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ أﺑﻮ ﺑﻪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻞ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻳﺎ: ﺟﺎء رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻞ اﻟﺸﺎم ﻓﺴﺐ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻋﻨﺪ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻓﺤﺼﺒﻪ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻓﻘﺎل
ﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ إن اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺆذون اﻟ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ آذﻳﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻋﺪو اﻟ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ واﻵﺧﺮة وأﻋﺪ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻋﺬاﻳﺎ ﻣﻬﻴﻨﺎ ﻟﻮ ﻛﺎن رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﻓﻟﻌﻨﻬﻢ اﻟ
ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﺣﻴﺎ ﻵذﻳﺘﻪ
Muhammad b. Ahmad b. Tamim al-Qanṭari – Abu Qilabah al-Raqashi – Abu ‘Asim – ‘Abd Allah b. alMu-mal – Abu Bakr b. ‘Ubayd Allah b. Abi Malikah – his father:
A Syrian man came and cursed ‘Ali in the presence of Ibn ‘Abbas. So, Ibn ‘Abbas threw pebbles at him
and said, “O enemy of Allah! You have hurt the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. Verily, those
who hurt Allah and His Messenger, Allah has cursed them in this world, and in the Hereafter, and has
prepared for them a humiliating torment. If the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, had been alive,
you would have hurt him.”22
Al-Hakim declares:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.23
Imam al-Dhahabi also states:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih24
There is a lot of fawaid in this hadith. Some of them are listed below:
1. Cursing ‘Ali b. Abi Talib falls under the act of hurting him.
3. Whoever hurts ‘Ali is an enemy of Allah.

5. Whoever hurts ‘Ali falls under Qur’an 33:57
7. ‘Ali b. Abi Talib does not need to be physically present before the hurt is done. As long as the act
would have hurt him had he been present or would have hurt his name, the crime is completed.
9. Whatsoever hurts ‘Ali also hurts the Messenger of Allah, and by extension Allah.
11. Therefore, whoever hurts ‘Ali has hurt Allah and His Messenger.
There is no doubt that if Amir al-Muminin had been physically present when the Syrian man was cursing
him, his feelings would have been hurt. Since whatsoever hurts ‘Ali also hurts the Prophet, it is then the
case that the feelings of the latter too would have been hurt. This is what matters in the Sight of Allah.
Would the feelings of ‘Ali have been hurt if he were present? If the answer were positive, then indeed the
treason is committed.
Ibn ‘Abbas, radhiyallahu ‘anhu, quoted this verse as applying to all cases where ‘Ali has been hurt:

 اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ واﻵﺧﺮة وأﻋﺪ ﻟﻬﻢ ﻋﺬاﺑﺎ ﻣﻬﻴﻨﺎﻪ ﻓﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﻟﻌﻨﻬﻢ اﻟإن اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺆذون اﻟ
Verily, those who hurt Allah and His Messenger, Allah has cursed them in this world, and in the
Hereafter, and has prepared for them a humiliating torment.25
This is the case with ‘Ali. Whoever hurts the Prophet has hurt Allah. Therefore, Allah will curse such a
person in both this world and the next, and will throw him into Hellﬁre. The same is exactly the case with
‘Ali. Whosoever hurts Amir al-Muminin has hurt Allah too. As such, the same punishments that apply in
the case of the Messenger also apply in the case of the Amir.
By contrast, if any believer - other than ‘Ali - had been hurt, the applicable laws are different! Our
Creator states:

واﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺆذون اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ واﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﺎت ﺑﻐﻴﺮ ﻣﺎ اﻛﺘﺴﺒﻮا ﻓﻘﺪ اﺣﺘﻤﻠﻮا ﺑﻬﺘﺎﻧﺎ وإﺛﻤﺎ
ﻣﺒﻴﻨﺎ
And those who hurt the believing men and women undeservedly bear on themselves the crime of
slander and plain sin.26
This verse proves the absolute superiority of Amir al-Muminin over the entire Ummah. If any Muslim is
hurt – whether physically or emotionally – the ﬁrst question to ask is: did he deserve the hurt? In other

words, there are cases when the body or feelings of a believer can be deservedly hurt. In such cases,
there is no retribution against the person causing the hurt. Even then, where the hurt was undeserved,
the offender is only guilty of slander and sin. Therefore, the punishment is different from what is
applicable in the cases of the Messenger of Allah and Amir al-Muminin. Allah has conjoined hurt of
Himself with hurt of His Messenger with waw al-musharikah – the conjunction of partnership. In other
words, whatsoever applies for Allah, in any case that He is hurt, also applies for His Messenger in any
similar circumstance. So, since Allah never deserves to be hurt, then His Messenger too is of the same
status. By extension, Amir al-Muminin as well can never be justiﬁably hurt. Allah has protected both the
Nabi and the Amir from ever deserving to be hurt, either physically or emotionally.
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32. Hadith Al-Ikhtiyar, Examining The Verse Of
The Cave
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states:

 اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧﻪ إﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟﻳﻘﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ اﻟﻐﺎر إذ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن أن اﻟﻓ

 و اﻷﻓﻀﻠﻴﺔ إﻧﻤﺎ ﺗﺜﺒﺖ... ﺮ ﻗﻄﻌﺎ ﺑو ﻣﺜﻞ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻔﻀﻴﻠﺔ ﻟﻢ ﺗﺤﺼﻞ ﻟﻐﻴﺮ أﺑ
 ﻣﻦ اﻟﻔﻀﺎﺋﻞ ﻓﻬو ﻗﺪ ﻗﺎل اﻟﻌﻠﻤﺎء ﻣﺎ ﺻﺢ ﻟﻌﻠ... ﺑﺎﻟﺨﺼﺎﺋﺺ ﻻ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺸﺘﺮﻛﺎت
ﻣﺸﺘﺮﻛﺔ ﺷﺎرﻛﻪ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻏﻴﺮه ﺑﺨﻼف اﻟﺼﺪﻳﻖ ﻓﺎن ﻛﺜﻴﺮا ﻣﻦ ﻓﻀﺎﺋﻠﻪ و أﻛﺜﺮﻫﺎ
ﺧﺼﺎﺋﺺ ﻟﻪ ﻻ ﻳﺸﺮﻛﻪ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻏﻴﺮه
Allah says: {If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out, the
second of two, when they both were in the cave, when he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear,
surely Allah is with us.”} (9:40)
This merit never reached absolutely anyone other than Abu Bakr ... And superiority is established
only through exclusive merits, and not through shared qualities ... The scholars have said: “What
has been authentically transmited among the merits of ‘Ali are only shared qualities, which others too
share with him, as opposed to al-Siddiq, for lots of his merits and most of them are exclusive to him, and
not shared with him by anyone.”1
In other words, the above verse establishes the superiority of Abu Bakr over all the Sahabah. It contains
his exclusive merit. Our Shaykh says further:

 اﻟﻬﺠﺮة ﻟﻢ ﺗﺤﺼﻞ ﻟﻐﻴﺮه ﻣﻦﺮ ﻗ ﺑ ﺣﺼﻠﺖ ﻷﺑﻓﻴﻘﺎل ﻻ رﻳﺐ أن اﻟﻔﻀﻴﻠﺔ اﻟﺘ

ﻮن ﻫﺬه اﻷﻓﻀﻠﻴﺔ ﺛﺎﺑﺘﺔ ﻟﻪ دون ﻋﻤﺮ وﺘﺎب و اﻟﺴﻨﺔ و اﻹﺟﻤﺎع ﻓﺘاﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﺑﺎﻟ
ﻮن ﻫﻮ اﻹﻣﺎم و ﻏﻴﺮﻫﻢ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺼﺤﺎﺑﺔ ﻓﻴﻋﺜﻤﺎن و ﻋﻠ
So, it is said that there is no doubt that the merit achieved by Abu Bakr during the Hijrah, none other of
the Sahabah achieved it, in accordance with the Book, the Sunnah and the consensus (of the Sunni
scholars). Therefore, this superiority becomes established for him, and not for ‘Umar, ‘Uthman, ‘Ali or
other Sahabah. As such, he was the Imam.2
Our Shaykh’s line of argument goes like this:
1. Whichever of the Sahabah had a merit which none other possessed was the best of them.
3. Such a Sahabi was also the true Imam among them.
In line with this reasoning, he argues – citing unnamed Sunni scholars as support - that most of Abu
Bakr’s “merits” were exclusive to him, and none of Amir al-Muminin’s merits was exclusive to him! This
is very strange though. Throughout this book of ours, we have investigated only authentic ahadith on
exclusive merits of ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, in the most authoritative Sunni sources! Our esteemed readers
can themselves verify this. Moreover, Imam al-Nasai (d. 303 H) authored a well-known book – Khasais
Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali (The Exclusive Merits of Amir al-Muminin ‘Ali) – in which he compiled only Sunni
ahadith on the exclusive merits of Imam ‘Ali! No similar book has ever been written for Abu Bakr, ‘Umar
or ‘Uthman.
Anyway, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah thinks that the Verse of the Cave above contains an exclusive merit of
Abu Bakr, which establishes his overall superiority and Imamah over the Sahabah. In our view – as we
will prove – the verse actually does the direct opposite! It basically exposes Abu Bakr and all the Sunnionly “ahadith” about him in very uncomfortable lights. It also totally brings down the Sunni creed, leaving
it no chance of revival!
We will begin our analysis by looking ﬁrst at the full text of the verse:

 اﻟﻐﺎر إذ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧإﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟ
ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وأﻳﺪه ﺑﺠﻨﻮد ﻟﻢﻪ ﺳﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ
ﻴﻢﻪ ﻋﺰﻳﺰ ﺣ اﻟﻌﻠﻴﺎ واﻟﻪ ﻫ وﻛﻠﻤﺔ اﻟﺗﺮوﻫﺎ وﺟﻌﻞ ﻛﻠﻤﺔ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا اﻟﺴﻔﻠ
If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out - the second of
two when they both were in the cave - when he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah
is with us.” So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him, and helped him with forces which you saw not,

and made the word of those who disbelieved the lowermost, while it was the Word of Allah that became
the uppermost, and Allah is All-Mighty, All-Wise.3
The verse is primarily about the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi. The following points can
be deduced from it:
1. The disbelievers drove him out of Makkah. So, he was ordered to migrate to Madinah by Allah.
3. He was the second of two people, when they both were together in the cave.
5. Abu Bakr was the ﬁrst of the two, as he was the only one present with him in the cave. He has also
been called the Prophet’s companion.
7. Abu Bakr exhibited fear. So, the Messenger ordered him not to fear. The meaning of the phrase “Allah
is with us” will be discussed in detail soon.
9. Allah ignored Abu Bakr, and sent down His sakinah upon His Prophet alone, and further helped him
alone with unseen forces.
11. Through these actions, Allah made the plan of the disbelievers to fail, and His Own Plan to succeed.
Particular attention must be paid to this part:

 اﻟﻐﺎر إذ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧإﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟ
ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ
If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out - the second of
two when they both were in the cave - and he was saying to his companion
The expression “the second of two” is a description of the one who was driven out by the disbelievers
and helped by Allah. He was the second of two people in the cave, and it was he who said what he said
to his companion. This is so obvious from the text of the verse. Meanwhile, Prof. Ibn Yasin, a
contemporary Sunni mufassir, also states in support of our proposition under the verse:

 أول )إﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه( ذﻛﺮ ﻣﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻓ:أﺧﺮج اﻟﻄﺒﺮي ﺑﺴﻨﺪه اﻟﺼﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ
 ﻛﻤﺎ ﻧﺼﺮﺗﻪ إذ ذاك وﻫﻮ، ﻓﺄﻧﺎ ﻓﺎﻋﻞ ذﻟﻚ ﺑﻪ وﻧﺎﺻﺮه:ﻪﺷﺄﻧﻪ ﺣﻴﻦ ﺑﻌﺜﻪ ﻳﻘﻮل اﻟ
. اﺛﻨﻴﻦﺛﺎﻧ

Al-Tabari records with his sahih chain from Mujahid that he said: “(If you help him not) He mentioned
what was his affair since He appointed him (on a prophetic mission). Allah says: I do that with Him and I
am his Helper, and I helped him when he was like that, and he was the second of two.4
In very simple terms, the Messenger of Allah was the second of two as we have stated. Abu Bakr was
the ﬁrst. Getting this part of the verse straight is extremely crucial to our discussion. This is because the
alleged “exclusive merit” of Abu Bakr in it is only a widespread Sunni misconception that he was the one
referred to as “the second of two”! For instance, Imam al-Bukhari (d. 256 H) records:

 أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻫﺸﺎم ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮيﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻮﺳ

ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﺧﻄﺒﺔ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻵﺧﺮة ﺣﻴﻦ ﺟﻠﺲ اﻟ أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ رﺿأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
ﺮﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺘﺸﻬﺪ وأﺑﻮ ﺑ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻨﺒ اﻟﻤﻨﺒﺮ وذﻟﻚ اﻟﻐﺪ ﻣﻦ ﻳﻮم ﺗﻮﻓﻋﻠ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻠﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ أرﺟﻮ أن ﻳﻌﻴﺶ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺻﺎﻣﺖ ﻻ ﻳﺘ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻗﺪ اﻟﻮن آﺧﺮﻫﻢ ﻓﺈن ﻳﻚ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺻﻠ ﻳﺪﺑﺮﻧﺎ ﻳﺮﻳﺪ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ أن ﻳﺣﺘ
ﻪ ﻣﺤﻤﺪا ﻗﺪ ﺟﻌﻞ ﺑﻴﻦ أﻇﻬﺮﻛﻢ ﻧﻮرا ﺗﻬﺘﺪون ﺑﻪ ﺑﻤﺎ ﻫﺪى اﻟﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟﻣﺎت ﻓﺈن اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺮ ﺻﺎﺣﺐ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وإن أﺑﺎ ﺑ اﻟﺻﻠ
 اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ ﺑﺄﻣﻮرﻛﻢ ﻓﻘﻮﻣﻮا ﻓﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮه وﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻃﺎﺋﻔﺔ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻗﺪ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ أوﻟﺛﺎﻧ
 اﻟﻤﻨﺒﺮ ﺳﺎﻋﺪة وﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﺑﻴﻌﺔ اﻟﻌﺎﻣﺔ ﻋﻠ ﺳﻘﻴﻔﺔ ﺑﻨﺑﺎﻳﻌﻮه ﻗﺒﻞ ذﻟﻚ ﻓ
Ibrahim b. Musa – Hisham – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Anas b. Malik, may Allah be pleased with him:
I heard ‘Umar's second sermon which he delivered while he was sitting on the pulpit on the day following
the death of the Prophet, peace be upon him. He testiﬁed while Abu Bakr was silent and did not say
anything. He (‘Umar) said, “I wish that the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, had outlived all of
us. But if Muhammad is dead, Allah nonetheless has kept a light amongst you from which you can
receive the same guidance as Allah guided Muhammad, peace be upon him, with that. And Abu Bakr
is the companion of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him. He is (also) the second of two.
He is the most entitled person among the Muslims to manage your affairs. Therefore get up and swear
allegiance to him.”5
Imam ‘Abd al-Razzaq (d. 211 H) has recorded the same report with the same chain:

...  أﻧﺲ ﺑﻦ ﻣﺎﻟﻚ أﺧﺒﺮﻧ: أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﻗﺎل:أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﻗﺪ ﺟﻌﻞ ﺑﻴﻦ أﻇﻬﺮﻛﻢ ﻓﺈن ﻳﻚ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻗﺪ ﻣﺎت ﻓﺈن اﻟ...  أﻣﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ:ﺛﻢ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ
ﻪ ﺑﻪ ﻣﺤﻤﺪا ﺗﻬﺘﺪون ﻟﻤﺎ ﻫﺪى اﻟ،ﻪ ﻓﺎﻋﺘﺼﻤﻮا ﺑﻪ ﻫﺬا ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ،ﻧﻮرا ﺗﻬﺘﺪون ﺑﻪ
ﻪ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻪ ‐ ﺻﺎﺣﺐ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺮ رﺣﻤﻪ اﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﺛﻢ إن أﺑﺎ ﺑ اﻟﺻﻠ
 ﻓﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮه، ﻓﻘﻮﻣﻮا، اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺄﻣﻮرﻛﻢ وإﻧﻪ أوﻟ، اﺛﻨﻴﻦﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ وﺛﺎﻧ
‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – al-Zuhri – Anas b. Malik:
... Then ‘Umar said: “... But if Muhammad is dead, Allah nonetheless has kept a light amongst you from
which you can receive guidance. This is the Book of Allah. So, hold fast to it. You will receive the same
guidance as Allah guided Muhammad, peace be upon him, with that. Then, Abu Bakr, may Allah be
merciful to him, is the companion of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, AND the second
of two. He is the most entitled person among mankind to manage your affairs. Therefore get up and
swear allegiance to him.”6
Commenting on these reports, al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) states:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﺦ )ﻗﺎل اﺑﻦ اﻟﺘﻴﻦ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﺮ ﺻﺎﺣﺐ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻗﻮﻟﻪ( وان أﺑﺎ ﺑ
ﻗﺪم اﻟﺼﺤﺒﺔ ﻟﺸﺮﻓﻬﺎ وﻟﻤﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻏﻴﺮه ﻗﺪ ﻳﺸﺎرﻛﻪ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻋﻄﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ ﻣﺎ اﻧﻔﺮد ﺑﻪ أﺑﻮ
ﻮن اﻟﺨﻠﻴﻔﺔ اﺳﺘﺤﻖ ﺑﻬﺎ ان ﻳ أﻋﻈﻢ ﻓﻀﺎﺋﻠﻪ اﻟﺘ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ وﻫﺮ وﻫﻮ ﻛﻮﻧﻪ ﺛﺎﻧﺑ
 اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﺄﻣﻮرﻛﻢﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ وﻟﺬﻟﻚ ﻗﺎل واﻧﻪ أوﻟ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻣﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ اﻟﻨﺒ
His statement (Abu Bakr is the companion of the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, etc): Ibn alTin said: “He mentioned the companionship ﬁrst due to its honour. However, since others shared it with
him (i.e. Abu Bakr), he (‘Umar) conjoined it with what was exclusive to Abu Bakr, and that was his
being the second of two, and it is the greatest of his merits which entitled him to be the khalifah
after the Prophet, peace be upon him. This was why he (‘Umar) said: “He is the most entitled person
among mankind to manage your affairs”.7
It is apparent that the Ahl al-Sunnah, based upon the submissions of ‘Umar and others, consider Abu
Bakr to have been the one referred to by Allah as “the second of two” in this verse:

 اﻟﻐﺎر إذ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧإﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟ
ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وأﻳﺪه ﺑﺠﻨﻮد ﻟﻢﻪ ﺳﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ

ﺗﺮوﻫﺎ
If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out - the second of
two when they both were in the cave – when he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah
is with us.” So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him, and helped him with forces which you saw not.
If the Sunni theory were correct, then the following would be true:
1. Allah helped Abu Bakr when the disbelievers drove him out. Allah did not help His Messenger.
3. It was Abu Bakr who said to the Prophet “Do not fear, surely Allah is with us”. The Messenger was
the “companion” of Abu Bakr.
5. Allah sent down sakinah upon Abu Bakr and helped him with unseen forces. He did not send sakinah
upon His Prophet and did not strengthen him with any forces.
Would a believer ever make any of the above submissions? This is the grand Sunni dilemma!
The patent Sunni logic is this:
1. Abu Bakr was the second of two in the cave with the Messenger.
3. Therefore, he was second in rank only to the Prophet.
The truth, however, is that Abu Bakr was actually the ﬁrst of two, while the Messenger of Allah was the
second! By the Sunni logic, the Prophet was in reality second in rank to Abu Bakr!
Well, let us agree, for the sake of argument, that Abu Bakr was the one referred to as “the second of
two” in the Verse of the Cave. In that case, the Messenger was the ﬁrst of two. By Sunni logic, Abu Bakr
then is the second highest ranking Muslim in this Ummah, after the Prophet, due to his status in that
verse. In other words, the ﬁrst of two is the ﬁrst in the Ummah; and the second of two is the second in
the Ummah. But, does this arrangement really help the Ahl al-Sunnah? The best way to ﬁnd out is
through this hadith recorded by Imam al-Bukhari:

ﻪ اﻟﺮ رﺿ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻨﺎن ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﻤﺎم ﻋﻦ ﺛﺎﺑﺖ ﻋﻦ أﻧﺲ ﻋﻦ أﺑ
 اﻟﻐﺎر ﻟﻮ أن أﺣﺪﻫﻢ ﻧﻈﺮ ﺗﺤﺖﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ وأﻧﺎ ﻓ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻗﻠﺖ ﻟﻠﻨﺒ: ﻋﻨﻪ ﻗﺎل
ﻪ ﺛﺎﻟﺜﻬﻤﺎﺮ ﺑﺎﺛﻨﻴﻦ اﻟﻗﺪﻣﻴﻪ ﻷﺑﺼﺮﻧﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻇﻨﻚ ﻳﺎ أﺑﺎ ﺑ
Muhammad b. Sinan – Hamam – Thabit – Anas – Abu Bakr, may Allah be pleased with him:

I said to the Prophet, peace be upon him, while I was in the cave, “If any of them should look under his
feet, he would see us.” He said, "O Abu Bakr! What do you think of two, the third of whom is
Allah?”8
So, the Messenger is ﬁrst of three, Abu Bakr the second, and Allah the third. By Sunni logic therefore,
Abu Bakr is superior to Allah?! May Allah forgive us and save us from such blasphemies. The above
question of the Prophet was picked from this verse:

ﻮن ﻣﻦ ﻧﺠﻮى ﺛﻼﺛﺔ إﻻ اﻷرض ﻣﺎ ﻳ اﻟﺴﻤﺎوات وﻣﺎ ﻓﻪ ﻳﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻓأﻟﻢ ﺗﺮ أن اﻟ
 ﻣﻦ ذﻟﻚ وﻻ أﻛﺜﺮ إﻻ ﻫﻮ ﻣﻌﻬﻢ أﻳﻦﻫﻮ راﺑﻌﻬﻢ وﻻ ﺧﻤﺴﺔ إﻻ ﻫﻮ ﺳﺎدﺳﻬﻢ وﻻ أدﻧ
ﻣﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا
Have you not seen that Allah knows whatsoever is in the heavens and whatsoever is on the earth?
There is no private conversation of three, except He is their fourth, nor ﬁve except He is their
sixth, nor of less than that or more, except He is with them wherever they may be.9
Let us connect everything now. First, we have the verse:

ﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎإذ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ
When he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah is WITH US.”
Then the hadith:

ﻪ ﺛﺎﻟﺜﻬﻤﺎﺮ ﺑﺎﺛﻨﻴﻦ اﻟﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻇﻨﻚ ﻳﺎ أﺑﺎ ﺑ
He said, “O Abu Bakr! What do you think of two, the third of whom is Allah?”
Both sentences are then connected by Allah Himself:

 ﻣﻦﻮن ﻣﻦ ﻧﺠﻮى ﺛﻼﺛﺔ إﻻ ﻫﻮ راﺑﻌﻬﻢ وﻻ ﺧﻤﺴﺔ إﻻ ﻫﻮ ﺳﺎدﺳﻬﻢ وﻻ أدﻧﻣﺎ ﻳ
ذﻟﻚ وﻻ أﻛﺜﺮ إﻻ ﻫﻮ ﻣﻌﻬﻢ أﻳﻦ ﻣﺎ ﻛﺎﻧﻮا

There is no private conversation of three, except He is their fourth, nor ﬁve except He is their sixth,
nor of less than that or more, except He is WITH THEM wherever they may be.10
It is obvious. Allah was with His Prophet and Abu Bakr, only in the sense that He was present with them
both in the cave. He was with them solely on account of His being their third. However, this was no merit
at all, much less an exclusive achievement! Allah is similarly present with every single individual, or any
number of individuals, staying secretly anywhere. As such, He is present with even pagans and criminals
whenever they plot their disbelief and evil deeds!
Here, we get to the most serious aspect of the Verse of the Cave. The ﬁrst undeniable fact, at this stage,
is that Allah ignored Abu Bakr and did not help him, even though there were two of them together in the
cave:

 اﻟﻐﺎر اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧإﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟ
If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out - the second of
two when they both were in the cave.
We ask: why? Allah has made a promise in His Book:
O you who believe! If you help Allah, He will help you.11
So, was Abu Bakr a believer? Was he helping the Cause of Allah with his Hijrah? If the answers to both
questions were “yes”, then why did Allah refuse to help him? Or, is it that Abu Bakr actually needed no
help? In that case, why was he hiding with the Prophet in the cave? The fact that Allah ignored Abu Bakr
and did not help him raises red ﬂags concerning his iman and his real intentions with his migration.
Allah provided two kinds of help in the cave:

ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وأﻳﺪه ﺑﺠﻨﻮد ﻟﻢ ﺗﺮوﻫﺎﻪ ﺳﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ
So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him, and helped him with forces which you saw not.
Al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir (d. 774 H) comments:

 أﺷﻬﺮ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓ ﻋﻠ:  أي،  ﺗﺄﻳﻴﺪه وﻧﺼﺮه ﻋﻠﻴﻪ: ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ{ أيﻪ ﺳ}ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ
، ﺔ اﻟﻤﻼﺋ: }وأﻳﺪه ﺑﺠﻨﻮد ﻟﻢ ﺗﺮوﻫﺎ{ أي:  وﻟﻬﺬا ﻗﺎل... اﻟﻘﻮﻟﻴﻦ

{So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him}: meaning, (He sent down) His assistance and help upon
him, that his, upon the Messenger according to the more popular of two views ... This is why He said:
{and helped him with forces which you saw not}, that is, the angels.12
When this verse was revealed – about ten years after the incident – some (if not all) of the disbelievers
who wanted to kill the Prophet that day had become Muslims. So, the phrase “which you saw not” was
apparently directed at them. Allah sent His sakinah upon His Messenger, and further helped him with
unseen forces, namely the angels. Abu Bakr was ignored. The foundational fact to note about sakinah is
that it is revealed into the heart:

 ﻗﻠﻮب اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻟﻴﺰدادوا إﻳﻤﺎﻧﺎ ﻣﻊ إﻳﻤﺎﻧﻬﻢﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي أﻧﺰل اﻟﺴ
He it is Who sent down sakinah into the hearts of the believers, that they may grow more in faith
(iman) along with their (present) faith (iman).13
The following points are clear from the verse:
1. Sakinah is revealed into the heart.
3. It only strengthens the already existing iman (faith) in the heart.
5. As such, it never enters a heart with no iman (faith), since there would be nothing for it to strengthen.
In particular, before Allah sends down sakinah to any heart, He ﬁrst looks at what is inside it to ﬁnd iman:

 ﻗﻠﻮﺑﻬﻢ ﻓﺄﻧﺰلﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮﻧﻚ ﺗﺤﺖ اﻟﺸﺠﺮة ﻓﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻓ اﻟﻟﻘﺪ رﺿ
ﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢاﻟﺴ
Indeed, Allah was pleased with the believers when they gave their ba’yah to you (O Muhammad) under
the tree. He knew what was in their hearts. Therefore, He sent down sakinah upon them.14
The question is: why did Allah send down sakinah into the heart of His Prophet alone, despite the
presence of Abu Bakr with him? In similar cases, He had equally revealed it to whichever believer was
with him:

 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ رﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻋﻠﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ ﺳﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ

So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon His Messenger and upon the believers.15
And:

 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ وأﻧﺰل ﺟﻨﻮدا ﻟﻢ ﺗﺮوﻫﺎ رﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻋﻠﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ ﺳﺛﻢ أﻧﺰل اﻟ
Then Allah sent down His sakinah upon His Messenger and upon the believers, and sent down forces
which you saw not.16
So, why did He exclude Abu Bakr in the cave? It is obvious that He checked the latter’s heart, alongside
that of His Prophet. Then, He decided to send His sakinah to His Messenger only. We again ask our
Sunni brothers: why? According to the Ahl al-Sunnah, Abu Bakr was the sayyid of believers. If that were
true, then his iman would be the greatest among the Sahabah. In that case, Allah would certainly have
blessed him with His sakinah as He did with His Messenger. But, He did not! We ask once more: why
would Allah refuse to send sakinah into a heart ﬁlled with strong, undiluted iman? Looking at everything,
the only logical explanation is that Allah looked at the heart of Abu Bakr and found no iman there.
Therefore, He decided to send down His sakinah upon His Prophet alone.
Expectedly, Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah feels severely troubled by this conclusion:

ﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠ إن اﻟﻘﺮآن ﺣﻴﺚ ذﻛﺮ إﻧﺰال اﻟﺴوأﻣﺎ ﻗﻮل اﻟﺮاﻓﻀ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﺷﺮك ﻣﻌﻪ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إﻻ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﻮﺿﻊ وﻻ ﻧﻘﺺ أﻋﻈﻢ ﻣﻨﻪاﻟ

 ﻣﻮاﺿﻊ ﻣﺘﻌﺪدة وﻟﻴﺲ ﻛﺬﻟﻚ ﺑﻞ ﻟﻢﻓﺎﻟﺠﻮاب أوﻻ أن ﻫﺬا ﻳﻮﻫﻢ أﻧﻪ ذﻛﺮ ذﻟﻚ ﻓ
 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ وﻟﻴﺲﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠ وﻗﺪ ذﻛﺮ إﻧﺰال اﻟﺴ...  ﻗﺼﺔ ﺣﻨﻴﻦﻳﺬﻛﺮ ذﻟﻚ إﻻ ﻓ
 ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي إﻟ1  ﻗﻮﻟﻪ إﻧﺎ ﻓﺘﺤﻨﺎ ﻟﻚ ﻓﺘﺤﺎ ﻣﺒﻴﻨﺎ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢﻣﻌﻬﻢ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟ اﻵﻳﺔ وﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻟﻘﺪ رﺿ4  ﻗﻠﻮب اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢﻴﻨﺔ ﻓأﻧﺰل اﻟﺴ
ﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻗﻠﻮﺑﻬﻢ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﺴاﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮﻧﻚ ﺗﺤﺖ اﻟﺸﺠﺮة ﻓﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻓ
18 ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢ
As for the statement of the Raﬁdhi that “the Qur’an, whenever it mentions the descent of sakinah upon
the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, always conjoined the believers with him, except in this one
place (i.e. in the cave), and there is no disgrace worse than it.”

The ﬁrst answer is that this one (i.e. the Raﬁdhi) hallucinates that it (i.e. the Qur’an) mentions that (i.e.
the descent of sakinah upon the Prophet and the believers together) as having occurred at several
places. But this is not so. Rather, it has not mentioned that except in the story of Hunayn... It has (also)
mentioned the descent of sakinah upon the believers and the Messenger was not included with them in
His Statement {Verily, We have given you [O Muhammad] a manifest victory} (48:1) until His Statement
{He it is Who sent down sakinah into the hearts of the believers} (48:4) and His Statement {Indeed,
Allah was pleased with the believers when they gave their ba’yah to you [O Muhammad] under the tree.
He knew what was in their hearts, and He sent down sakinah upon them} (48:18)17
First and foremost, the Raﬁdhi did not claim that sakinah was revealed upon the Prophet and the
believers together at several places. His statement is very clear:

ﻪ ﺻﻠ رﺳﻮل اﻟﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠ إن اﻟﻘﺮآن ﺣﻴﺚ ذﻛﺮ إﻧﺰال اﻟﺴوأﻣﺎ ﻗﻮل اﻟﺮاﻓﻀ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﺷﺮك ﻣﻌﻪ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إﻻ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻤﻮﺿﻊ وﻻ ﻧﻘﺺ أﻋﻈﻢ ﻣﻨﻪاﻟ
As for the statement of the Raﬁdhi that “the Qur’an, whenever it mentions the descent of sakinah
upon the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, always conjoined the believers with him, except
in this one place (i.e. in the cave), and there is no disgrace worse than it.
To refute him, our Shaykh only has to show us a single place in the Qur’an where Allah has revealed His
sakinah upon His Prophet alone, without joining the believers with him. The truth is: the Raﬁdhi was
correct! The only instance where sakinah descended upon the Messenger alone was during his stay in
the cave with Abu Bakr. That indeed is a severe slur on the latter.
Secondly, our Shaykh’s claim that sakinah descended upon the Prophet and the believers together only
at Hunayn (8 H), and at no other place, is equally untrue! The same thing occurred at al-Hudaybiyyah (6
H) too:

ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ ﺳ ﻗﻠﻮﺑﻬﻢ اﻟﺤﻤﻴﺔ ﺣﻤﻴﺔ اﻟﺠﺎﻫﻠﻴﺔ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟإذ ﺟﻌﻞ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﻓ
ﻪ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ وأﻟﺰﻣﻬﻢ ﻛﻠﻤﺔ اﻟﺘﻘﻮى وﻛﺎﻧﻮا أﺣﻖ ﺑﻬﺎ وأﻫﻠﻬﺎ وﻛﺎن اﻟرﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻋﻠ
ﻪ رﺳﻮﻟﻪ اﻟﺮؤﻳﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﺤﻖ ﻟﺘﺪﺧﻠﻦ اﻟﻤﺴﺠﺪ اﻟﺤﺮام إنء ﻋﻠﻴﻤﺎ ﻟﻘﺪ ﺻﺪق اﻟﻞ ﺷﺑ
ﻢ وﻣﻘﺼﺮﻳﻦ ﻻ ﺗﺨﺎﻓﻮن ﻓﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻟﻢ ﺗﻌﻠﻤﻮا ﻓﺠﻌﻞﻪ آﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻣﺤﻠﻘﻴﻦ رءوﺳﺷﺎء اﻟ
ﻣﻦ دون ذﻟﻚ ﻓﺘﺤﺎ ﻗﺮﻳﺒﺎ
When those who disbelieve had put in their hearts pride and haughtiness, the pride and haughtiness of

Jahiliyyah, then Allah sent down His sakinah upon His Messenger and upon the believers, and
made them stick to the Word of Piety, and they were well entitled to it and worthy of it. And Allah is the
All-Knower of everything. Indeed Allah shall fulﬁl the true vision which He showed to His Messenger.
Certainly you shall enter the Masjid al-Haram (in Makkah), insha Allah, secure, (some) having your
heads shaved, and (some) having your hair cut short, having no fear. He knew what you knew not, and
He granted besides that a near victory.18
This was two years before Hunayn, when the unbelievers – who were still in control of Makkah –
arrogantly prevented the Messenger and the believers from performing Hajj there. Instead, the Muslims,
headed by the Prophet, entered into a peace agreement with the pagan Makkans, granting the latter lots
of concessions. Allah then promised the believers of a near conquest of Makkah. It happened soon
thereafter, in a bloodless manner.
In the light of the above fact, the fallacy of this submission of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah also comes to the
fore:

 ﻗﻮﻟﻪ إﻧﺎ ﻓﺘﺤﻨﺎ ﻟﻚ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ وﻟﻴﺲ ﻣﻌﻬﻢ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠوﻗﺪ ذﻛﺮ إﻧﺰال اﻟﺴ
 ﻗﻠﻮب اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦﻴﻨﺔ ﻓ ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي أﻧﺰل اﻟﺴ إﻟ1 ﻓﺘﺤﺎ ﻣﺒﻴﻨﺎ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢ
ﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮﻧﻚ ﺗﺤﺖ اﻟﺸﺠﺮة اﻟ اﻵﻳﺔ وﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﻟﻘﺪ رﺿ4 ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢ
18 ﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﻔﺘﺢ ﻗﻠﻮﺑﻬﻢ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﺴﻓﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻓ
It has (also) mentioned the descent of sakinah upon the believers and the Messenger was not included
with them in His Statement {Verily, We have given you [O Muhammad] a manifest victory} (48:1) until
His Statement {He it is Who sent down sakinah into the hearts of the believers} (48:4) and His
Statement {Indeed, Allah was pleased with the believers when they gave their ba’yah to you [O
Muhammad] under the tree. He knew what was in their hearts, and He sent down sakinah upon them}
(48:18)
All of those verses were revealed about al-Hudaybiyyah! Allah mentions His revelation of sakinah, on
that occasion, upon His Prophet only once, and mentions its descent upon the believers on the same
occasion thrice – all of them in the same Surah which was speciﬁcally sent down about that singular
event. Yet, the bottomline remains that the sakinah came upon the Messenger and the believers
together at Hudaybiyyah!
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s lowly attempt to wreck the verses out of context and to impose a misleading tag
upon them does not augur well for his image as a scholar. The truth remains: whenever sakinah
descended upon the Prophet, it always also descended upon all believers with him, excluding only the
hypocrites and the pagans. Moreover, Allah never excluded His Messenger from His sakinah while

sending it upon the believers present with him.
This takes us back to the beginning. Why did Allah exclude Abu Bakr from His sakinah, even though he
was with His Prophet?
Having failed woefully in his “ﬁrst answer”, our Shaykh attempts a second:

ﻴﻨﺘﻪﻪ ﺳ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ ﻗﻮﻟﻪ ﺗﻌﺎﻟ ﻋﻮد اﻟﻀﻤﻴﺮ ﻓوﻳﻘﺎل ﺛﺎﻧﻴﺎ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻗﺪ ﺗﻨﺎزﻋﻮا ﻓ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟ ﺻﻠ اﻟﻨﺒ ﻓﻤﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺎل إﻧﻪ ﻋﺎﺋﺪ إﻟ40 ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﺳﻮرة اﻟﺘﻮﺑﺔ
ﺮ ﻷﻧﻪ أﻗﺮب اﻟﻤﺬﻛﻮرﻳﻦ وﻷﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺤﺘﺎﺟﺎ إﻟ ﺑ أﺑوﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺎل إﻧﻪ ﻋﺎﺋﺪ إﻟ
 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﺑﺎﻳﻌﻮه ﺗﺤﺖﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻛﻤﺎ أﻧﺰﻟﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﺴإﻧﺰال اﻟﺴ
ﻤﺎل ﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﺎل ﻟﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺴﺘﻐﻨﻴﺎ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ ﻓ اﻟ ﺻﻠاﻟﺸﺠﺮة واﻟﻨﺒ
ﻃﻤﺄﻧﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﺑﺨﻼف إﻧﺰاﻟﻬﺎ ﻳﻮم ﺣﻨﻴﻦ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺤﺘﺎﺟﺎ إﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻻﻧﻬﺰام ﺟﻤﻬﻮر
 اﻟﻌﺪوأﺻﺤﺎﺑﻪ وإﻗﺒﺎل اﻟﻌﺪو ﻧﺤﻮه وﺳﻮﻗﻪ ﺑﺒﻐﻠﺘﻪ إﻟ
It is said, secondly: people disagree on exactly who was intended with His statement {So Allah sent
down His sakinah upon him) in Surah al-Tawbah (9), verse 40 [i.e. the Verse of the Cave]. Some of
them say that it refers to the Prophet, peace be upon him, and some of them say it refers to Abu Bakr,
because he was the last mentioned character before the statement, and because he needed the descent
of sakinah. Therefore, He sent down sakinah upon him as He sent it down upon the believers who gave
the ba’yah under the tree. And the Prophet, peace be upon him, did not need it in this condition, due to
his perfect calm, as opposed to its descent on the Day of Hunayn, for he was then (i.e. at Hunayn) in
need of it due to the ﬂight of the majority of his Sahabah (from the battleﬁeld), and the approach of the
enemy troops, and his drive with his female mule towards the enemy troops.19
This one is even far worse! To begin with, suggesting that the sakinah descended upon Abu Bakr in the
Verse of the Cave, and not the Prophet, is high blasphemy. Let us have a renewed look at the verse:

 اﻟﻐﺎر إذ اﺛﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻫﻤﺎ ﻓﻪ إذ أﺧﺮﺟﻪ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻛﻔﺮوا ﺛﺎﻧإﻻ ﺗﻨﺼﺮوه ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺼﺮه اﻟ
ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وأﻳﺪه ﺑﺠﻨﻮد ﻟﻢﻪ ﺳﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ
ﺗﺮوﻫﺎ
If you help him not, for Allah did indeed help him when the disbelievers drove him out - the second of
two when they both were in the cave – when he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah

is with us.” So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him, and helped him with forces which you saw
not.
For Allah’s sake, why would He help Abu Bakr with angels, at the expense of His Messenger?! Besides,
is the verse not clear enough about who was helped? The world is strange, indeed. The context of the
verse has perfectly removed any need for any grammatical acrobatics in understanding its meaning.
What our Shaykh suggests only applies where there is ambiguity in the statement. There is none here.
Anyway, as stated by al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir, the majority of Sunni scholars agree with the apparent
teaching of the verse:

 أﺷﻬﺮ اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓ ﻋﻠ:  أي،  ﺗﺄﻳﻴﺪه وﻧﺼﺮه ﻋﻠﻴﻪ: ﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ{ أيﻪ ﺳ}ﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ
اﻟﻘﻮﻟﻴﻦ
{So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon him}: meaning, (He sent down) His assistance and help upon
him, that his, upon the Messenger according to the more popular of two views.20
Our Shaykh also suggests that sakinah is revealed to remove fear and restore calm, a submission
completely contradictory to the Qur’an:

 ﻗﻠﻮب اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻟﻴﺰدادوا إﻳﻤﺎﻧﺎ ﻣﻊ إﻳﻤﺎﻧﻬﻢﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي أﻧﺰل اﻟﺴ
He it is Who sent down sakinah into the hearts of the believers, THAT THEY MAY GROW MORE IN
FAITH (IMAN) along with their (present) faith (iman).21
It is not about fear. It is about iman. Since growth in iman is needed in both periods of calm and unrest,
then the foundation of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah’s second “answer” collapses at this point. Besides, the
Messenger of Allah was perfectly calm at al-Hudaybiyyah, as our Shaykh himself confesses. Yet, Allah
sent down His sakinah upon him. Interestingly, the believers were also calm then, and He still sent down
His sakinah upon them! Where has our Shaykh got his idea that the Prophet did not need sakinah at alHudaybiyyah or in the cave? Is he accusing Allah of doing needless things, by sending down His
sakinah upon His Messenger when the latter did not need it? This reveals the extent to which some
people can go to blaspheme Allah and His Prophet just to uplift Abu Bakr!
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah now moves to his ﬁnal “answer”:

ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻫﻮ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ واﻟﻨﺒ ﻫﺬا ﻟﻤﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ إن اﻟﻳﻘﺎل ﻋﻠ

ﻪ ﻣﻌﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﺈذا ﺣﺼﻞﺮ ﺗﺎﺑﻊ ﻣﻄﻴﻊ وﻫﻮ ﺻﺎﺣﺒﻪ واﻟاﻟﻤﺘﺒﻮع اﻟﻤﻄﺎع وأﺑﻮ ﺑ
ﻢ اﻟﺤﺎل ﻓﺈﻧﻪﻴﻨﺔ وﺗﺄﻳﻴﺪ ﻛﺎن ذﻟﻚ ﻟﻠﺘﺎﺑﻊ أﻳﻀﺎ ﺑﺤ ﻫﺬه اﻟﺤﺎل ﺳﻟﻠﻤﺘﺒﻮع ﻓ
ﻤﺎل اﻟﻤﻼزﻣﺔ واﻟﻤﺼﺎﺣﺒﺔﺮ ﻟﺻﺎﺣﺐ ﺗﺎﺑﻊ ﻻزم وﻟﻢ ﻳﺤﺘﺞ أن ﻳﺬﻛﺮ ﻫﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 اﻟﺘﺄﻳﻴﺪﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﺗﻮﺟﺐ ﻣﺸﺎرﻛﺔ اﻟﻨﺒاﻟﺘ
It is said upon this: when he said to his companion, “Allah is with us”, the Prophet, peace be upon him,
was the leader while Abu Bakr was the follower and was his companion, and Allah was with them both.
So when sakinah and help got to the leader in this circumstance, it also got to the follower in the same
circumstance. This is because he was a companion and a sticking follower, and there was no need here
to mention Abu Bakr here, due to the perfect connection and companionship, which necessitated his
beneﬁtting in the help along with the Prophet, peace be upon him.22
Put in clearer words, Abu Bakr was a necessary beneﬁciary of Allah’s Help to His Messenger. So, the
Qur’an sees no need to mention the former’s name again. Well, it might truly be said that Abu Bakr also
beneﬁtted from Allah’s provision of security to His Prophet. However, the same cannot be said about His
sakinah, which has to do only with the growth of iman in the heart:

 ﻗﻠﻮب اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻟﻴﺰدادوا إﻳﻤﺎﻧﺎ ﻣﻊ إﻳﻤﺎﻧﻬﻢﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي أﻧﺰل اﻟﺴ
He it is Who sent down sakinah into the hearts of the believers, THAT THEY MAY GROW MORE IN
FAITH (IMAN) along with their (present) faith (iman).23
It would be very illogical to claim that a growth in iman by the Messenger of Allah somehow also means
a similar situation for Abu Bakr. This is why, at al-Hudaybiyyah, despite that the believers among the
Sahabah present there were also “companions” and “sticking followers” of the Prophet, Allah still saw
the need to separately send down sakinah upon them:

 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ رﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻋﻠﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ ﺳﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ
So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon His Messenger and upon the believers.24
Interestingly, the believing Sahabah at al-Hudaybiyyah – along with the Prophet - were in perfect calm,
and not in fear. Nonetheless, Allah revealed His sakinah upon them. This further debunks the notion of
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah that sakinah is sent down only to remove fears in precarious situations. How
would he explain what Allah did at al-Hudaybiyyah? On the other hand, Abu Bakr displayed demeaning

levels of fear in the cave:

ﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎإذ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ
When he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah is with us.”
He did not say it once! He was repeatedly saying it to him. The meaning would have been different if
Allah had said “while he was saying....” or “when he said.... ”. Abu Bakr, apparently, did not have
sufﬁcient belief in the words of the Messenger of Allah. This was why he did not calm down even though
the Prophet had assured him of Allah’s Presence. Allah was certainly aware of their situation, and would
surely help them both if He found iman and sincerity in their hearts. But, even after repeated assurances
by the Messenger of Allah, Abu Bakr was still in fear.
What exactly did he doubt? The presence of Allah with them? The existence of Allah? The nubuwwah of
Muhammad? His own iman and sincerity? Is there really any justiﬁcation for Abu Bakr’s failure to believe
the Prophet? That was thirteen years after he supposedly accepted Islam! Since he was like that after so
many years, what guarantees were there that he became better during the ten, more prosperous and
more politicized years of the Madinan era? How could he even have doubted at all a single letter uttered
by the Messenger if he really was a believer? No wonder, when Allah looked into Abu Bakr’s heart
during his stay in the cave, He refused to send down His sakinah upon him.
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33. Hadith Al-Ikhtiyar, ‘Ali: The True Second Of
Two
In the cave, the Messenger of Allah, sallallahu ‘alaihi wa alihi, repeatedly assured Abu Bakr of Allah’s
Presence. But it did not work:

ﻪ ﻣﻌﻨﺎإذ ﻳﻘﻮل ﻟﺼﺎﺣﺒﻪ ﻻ ﺗﺤﺰن إن اﻟ
When he was saying to his companion: “Do not fear, surely Allah is with us.”
Al-Haﬁz Ibn Kathir (d. 774 H) comments about this verse:

ﺎ ﻓﺨﺮج ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻫﺎر ﺑ،  ﻟﻤﺎ ﻫﻢ اﻟﻤﺸﺮﻛﻮن ﺑﻘﺘﻠﻪ أو ﺣﺒﺴﻪ أو ﻧﻔﻴﻪ، ﻋﺎم اﻟﻬﺠﺮة
 ﻏﺎر ﺛﻮر ﺛﻼﺛﺔ أﻳﺎم ﻓﻠﺠﺄ إﻟ،  ﻗﺤﺎﻓﺔﺮ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﺑﺻﺤﺒﺔ ﺻﺪِّﻳﻘﻪ وﺻﺎﺣﺒﻪ أﺑ
، ﺮ ﻓﺠﻌﻞ أﺑﻮ ﺑ،  ﺛﻢ ﻳﺴﻴﺮا ﻧﺤﻮ اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ،  آﺛﺎرﻫﻢ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﺧﺮﺟﻮا ﻓﻟﻴﺮﺟﻊ اﻟﻄﱠﻠَﺐ
 ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺴﻼم،  اﻟﺮﺳﻮل ﻓﻴﺨﻠﺺ إﻟ، ﻄﱠﻠﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ أﺣﺪ ﻳﺠﺰع أن ﻳ، ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟرﺿ
ﺮ " ﻳﺎ أﺑﺎ ﺑ: ِﺘﻪ وﻳﻘﻮلﺜﺒﻨﻪ و ﻳﺴﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻳ اﻟ ﺻﻠ ﻓﺠﻌﻞ اﻟﻨﺒ، ﻣﻨﻬﻢ أذى
"ﻪ ﺛﺎﻟﺜﻬﻤﺎ ﻣﺎ ﻇﻨﻚ ﺑﺎﺛﻨﻴﻦ اﻟ،

During the year of the Hijrah, the pagans tried to kill, imprison or expel him (i.e the Prophet). So, he
escaped with his friend and companion, Abu Bakr b. Abi Quhafah, to the Thawr Cave. They remained in
there for three days. So the scouts who were sent in their pursuit returned, and they proceeded to
Madinah. (While in the cave), Abu Bakr, may Allah be pleased with him, was afraid that they might be
discovered by someone, that some harm might come to the Messenger, peace be upon him, from them.
Therefore, the Prophet, peace be upon him, kept reassuring him and strengthening his resolve,
saying, “O Abu Bakr! What do you think of two, the third of whom is Allah?”1
Apparently, one word was not enough for Abu Bakr. When the Prophet mentioned the presence of Allah
the ﬁrst time, he obviously noticed that his companion was not convinced. So, he kept repeating it, telling
him not to fear. The Sunni argument is that Abu Bakr only had great, uncontrollable fears for the life and
safety of the Messenger of Allah. Well, there is nothing in the verse or hadith remotely suggesting that.
By contrast, the words of the Prophet, “Allah is with us”, suggest that Abu Bakr’s fears were about both
of them together in the cave. Otherwise, he would have said, “Allah is with me”, placing the emphasis
upon himself. Abu Bakr’s fears about the Prophet could also have actually been self-serving! Their fates
were interconnected in that dire situation. If the Messenger fell into any danger, Abu Bakr was sure to
have a good taste of it too. So, he wanted the Prophet safe, so that he too could be safe.
What support our contention – that Abu Bakr did not really care about the Prophet’s life – are his latter
actions on the battleﬁelds. For instance, he abandoned the Messenger of Allah to the mercy of the
pagans on different days of battle, and ﬂed away, again and again, with his life from jihad. Imam Muslim
(d. 261 H) records:

ﺮاوي وﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ وﺣﺎﻣﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻟﺒﺮ اﻟﻤﻘﺪﻣ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
 ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻗﺎﻟﻮا ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻤﻌﺘﻤﺮ )وﻫﻮ اﺑﻦ ﺳﻠﻴﻤﺎن( ﻗﺎل ﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﻋﺒﺪاﻷﻋﻠ
 ﺑﻌﺾ ﺗﻠﻚ اﻷﻳﺎم اﻟﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻋﺜﻤﺎن ﻗﺎل ﻟﻢ ﻳﺒﻖ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻃﻠﺤﺔ وﺳﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﻬﻤﺎ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠﻗﺎﺗﻞ ﻓﻴﻬﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
Muhammad b. Abi Bakr al-Muqaddami, Hamid b. ‘Umar al-Bakrawi and Muhammad b. ‘Abd al-A’la –
al-Mu’tamar (and he is Ibn Sulayman) – father – Abu ‘Uthman:
“None remained with the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, on some of the days in which the
Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him, was ﬁghting apart from Talhah and Sa’d. They both (i.e.
Talhah and Sa’d) narrated that to me.”2
On several expeditions of the Prophet, Abu Bakr, ‘Umar and ‘Uthman ﬂed and escaped from battle! They
ran way, and did not look back, knowing fully well that their actions could get the Prophet killed, injured

or imprisoned.
In any case, what matters to our discussion in this chapter is that Abu Bakr doubted the assurances of
the Messenger of Allah while they both were in danger, in the cave. He was unconvinced by them.
Therefore, when Allah sent down His sakinah, He excluded him. The same thing happened with ‘Umar
later on the Day of al-Hudaybiyyah. Imam Ibn Hibban (d. 354 H) records his own words concerning what
he did on that day:

ﺖ ﻣﻨﺬ أﺳﻠﻤﺖ إﻻ ﻳﻮﻣﺌﺬﻪ ﻣﺎ ﺷﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ واﻟﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب رﺿﻮان اﻟ
ﻪ ﺣﻖﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ أﻟﺴﺖ رﺳﻮل اﻟ اﻟ ﺻﻠﻓﺎﺗﻴﺖ اﻟﻨﺒ
So, ‘Umar b. al-Khaṭṭab, may Allah be pleased with him, said (about the Day of al-Hudaybiyyah): “By
Allah! I never doubted since I accepted Islam EXCEPT on that day. So, I went to the Prophet, peace
be upon him, and said, ‘Are you not truly the Messenger of Allah?’”3
‘Allamah al-Albani (d. 1420 H) comments:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih4
Moreover, Shaykh al-Arnauṭ agrees:

ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
It is a sahih hadith5
He doubted the nubuwwah of Muhammad on that day! This removed him from the ranks of believers.
So, when Allah sent down His sakinah, He excluded ‘Umar, and whoever was like him:

 اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ رﺳﻮﻟﻪ وﻋﻠﻴﻨﺘﻪ ﻋﻠﻪ ﺳﻓﺄﻧﺰل اﻟ
So, Allah sent down His sakinah upon His Messenger and upon the believers.6

And:

 ﻗﻠﻮﺑﻬﻢ ﻓﺄﻧﺰلﻪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ إذ ﻳﺒﺎﻳﻌﻮﻧﻚ ﺗﺤﺖ اﻟﺸﺠﺮة ﻓﻌﻠﻢ ﻣﺎ ﻓ اﻟﻟﻘﺪ رﺿ
ﻴﻨﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢاﻟﺴ
He knew what was in their hearts. Therefore, He sent down sakinah upon them.7
At this point, it is apposite to quote this verse:

ﻪ ورﺳﻮﻟﻪ ﺛﻢ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺮﺗﺎﺑﻮا وﺟﺎﻫﺪوا ﺑﺄﻣﻮاﻟﻬﻢ وأﻧﻔﺴﻬﻢإﻧﻤﺎ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻮن اﻟﺬﻳﻦ آﻣﻨﻮا ﺑﺎﻟ
ﻪ أوﻟﺌﻚ ﻫﻢ اﻟﺼﺎدﻗﻮن ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﻓ
The believers are only those who have believed in Allah and His Messenger, and do not doubt
afterwards, and they do jihad with their wealth and with their lives, for the Cause of Allah. They are the
truthful ones.8
Did Abu Bakr and ‘Umar ever doubt Allah or His Messenger after they had accepted Islam? Did Abu
Bakr and ‘Umar ever shield their lives from jihad by running away? Were they true believers then? Can
people like them really be the best ones in this Ummah after our Prophet? What about those of the
Sahabah, like Imam ‘Ali, ‘alaihi al-salam, and perhaps others, who never doubted after their acceptance
of Islam, and who never ﬂed the battleﬁeld? How could they have been inferior?
How can a doubter be superior to a ﬁrm, unshakable believer? How can someone who escapes with his
life from jihad be better than someone who completely sold his life to Allah? How can someone who
abandoned the Messenger of Allah in fatal danger and ran to save his own life be more valuable than
another who placed his life in the midst of pagan swords so that the Prophet could live?
Most importantly, the Messenger also speciﬁcally named the second best of the entirety of this Ummah –
during his lifetime – after himself. It is in Hadith al-Ikhtiyar, recorded by Imam al-Tabarani (d. 360 H):

 ﺛﻨﺎ:  اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮي ﻗﺎﻻﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺎﺑﺎت اﻟﺠﻨﺪ ﻧﻴﺴﺎﺑﻮري و اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس ﻗﺎل ﻟﻤﺎ زوجﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﻋﻦ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻪ زوﺟﺘﻨ ﻳﺎ رﺳﻮل اﻟ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ ﻗﺎﻟﺖ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ اﻟ ﺻﻠاﻟﻨﺒ
 أﻣﺎ ﺗﺮﺿﻴﻦ: ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠء ﻓﻘﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟﻣﻦ رﺟﻞ ﻓﻘﻴﺮ ﻟﻴﺲ ﻟﻪ ﺷ

ﻪ ﻋﺰ و ﺟﻞ اﺧﺘﺎر ﻣﻦ أﻫﻞ اﻷرض رﺟﻠﻴﻦ أﺣﺪﻫﻤﺎ أﺑﻮكﻳﺎ ﻳﺎ ﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ أن اﻟ
واﻵﺧﺮ زوﺟﻚ
Muhammad b. Jabat al-Jund Naysaburi AND al-Hasan b. ‘Ali al-Ma’mari – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar –
Ibn Abi Najih – Mujahid – Ibn ‘Abbas:
When the Prophet, peace be upon him, married Faṭimah to ‘Ali, Faṭimah said, “O Messenger of Allah!
You are marrying me to a poor man who has nothing.” So, the Messenger of Allah, peace be upon him,
said, “Are you not pleased, O Faṭimah, that Allah the Almighty the Most Glorious chose, from the
people of the earth, two men: one of them is your father and the other is your husband?”9
Concerning the First Narrator B, ‘Allamah al-Albani states:

 ﻫﻮ ﺻﺪوق ﺣﺎﻓﻆ...  اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮياﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ
Al-Hasan b. ‘Ali al-Ma’mari ... He is saduq (very truthful), a haﬁz (hadith scientist).10
Al-Haﬁz (d. 852 H) says something similar:

 ﺑﻦ ﺷﺒﻴﺐ اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮي اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ واﺳﻊ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ واﻟﺮﺣﻠﺔاﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ
Al-Hasan b. ‘Ali b. Shabib al-Ma’mari: the haﬁz (hadith scientist), very knowledgeable and widely
travelled (in search of knowledge).11
And Imam al-Dhahabi (d. 748 H) corroborates them:

 اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ، أﺑﻮ ﻋﻠ، ﻣﺤﺪث اﻟﻌﺮاق، اﻟﺒﺎرع، اﻟﻤﺠﻮد، اﻟﺤﺎﻓﻆ،اﻻﻣﺎم: اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮي
. ﺑﻦ ﺷﺒﻴﺐ اﻟﺒﻐﺪادي اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮيﻋﻠ
Al-Ma’mari: the Imam, the haﬁz (hadith scientist), the generous, the pious, the hadith master of
‘Iraq, Abu ‘Ali al-Hasan b. ‘Ali b. Shabib al-Baghdadi al-Ma’mari.12
Imam al-Hakim (d. 403 H) has equally documented his chain in his Mustadrak:

 اﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ أﺣﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻌﻘﻮب اﻟﺜﻘﻔ
.... ﻣﺼﻌﺐ اﻟﺰﻫﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ ﻫﺸﺎم ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺎر اﻟﺴﻠﻤ
Abu Sa’id Ahmad b. Ya’qub al-Thaqaﬁ – al-Hasan b. ‘Ali al-Ma’mari – Abu Mus’ab al-Zuhri - Hisham
b. ‘Ammar al-Sulami....13
Al-Hakim says about the chain:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ اﻹﺳﻨﺎد
This hadith has a sahih chain.14
And al-Dhahabi corroborates him:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih15
This proves that al-Ma’mari was thiqah (trustworthy).
Al-Haﬁz also states about the second narrator:

 ﺛﻘﺔ ﺣﺎﻓﻆﺮ اﻟﺼﻨﻌﺎﻧﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﺑﻦ ﻫﻤﺎم ﺑﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ اﻟﺤﻤﻴﺮي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
‘Abd al-Razzaq b. Hammam b. Naﬁ’ al-Humayri, their freed slave, Abu Bakr al-San’ani: Thiqah
(trustworthy), haﬁz (a hadith scientist).16
He further says about the third narrator:

ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ راﺷﺪ اﻷزدي ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ أﺑﻮ ﻋﺮوة اﻟﺒﺼﺮي ﻧﺰﻳﻞ اﻟﻴﻤﻦ ﺛﻘﺔ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻓﺎﺿﻞ
Ma’mar b. Rashid al-Azdi, their freed slave, Abu ‘Urwah al-Basri, he lived in Yemen: Thiqah
(trustworthy), thabt (accurate), fadhil (meritorious).17

The fourth narrator is like him, as conﬁrmed by Imam al-Dhahabi:

 وﻫﻮ، وﻋﻄﺎء، أﺧﺬ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ. ﺻﺎﺣﺐ اﻟﺘﻔﺴﻴﺮ، ﻧﺠﻴﺢ اﻟﻤﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
.ﻣﻦ اﻷﺋﻤﺔ اﻟﺜﻘﺎت
‘Abd Allah b. Abi Najih al-Makki: the scholar of tafsir. He learnt from Mujahid and ‘Aṭa and was one of
the thiqah (trustworthy) Imams.18
Al-Haﬁz adds:

 ﺑﺎﻟﻘﺪر ورﺑﻤﺎ ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢ ﺛﻘﺔ رﻣ أﺑﻮ ﻳﺴﺎر اﻟﺜﻘﻔ ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻳﺴﺎر اﻟﻤﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
دﻟﺲ
‘Abd Allah b. Abi Najih Yasar al-Makki, Abu Yasar al-Thaqaﬁ, their freed slave: Thiqah (trustworthy),
accused of believing in fatalism, and maybe he practised tadlis.19
There is a probability that he practised tadlis. It is not deﬁnite. In any case, his ‘an-‘an reports from
Mujahid are accepted as sahih. For instance, Imam Muslim records this chain in his Sahih:

 إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ ﻧﺎﻓﻊ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ زﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺒﺎب ﺣﺪﺛﻨ اﻟﺤﻠﻮاﻧ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠوﺣﺪﺛﻨ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ اﻟ ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺎﺋﺸﺔ رﺿﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﺒﺪاﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨ
Hasan b. ‘Ali al-Halwani – Zayd b. al-Habab – Ibrahim b. Naﬁ’ – ‘Abd Allah b. Abi Najih – Mujahid –
‘Aishah, may Allah be pleased with her.20
Imam Ahmad b. Hanbal (d. 241 H) also records:

 ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮزاق ﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻋﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺠﺮة ﻟﻴﻠﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
‘Abd Allah (b. Ahmad) – my father (Ahmad b. Hanbal) – ‘Abd al-Razzaq – Ma’mar – Ibn Abi Najih –
Mujahid – ‘Abd al-Rahman b. Abi Layli – Ka’b b. ‘Ujrah.21

And Shaykh al-Arnanuṭ comments:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦإﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
Its chain is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.22
Imam al-Hakim is not left out:

 ﺑﻬﻤﺪان ﺛﻨﺎ إﺑﺮاﻫﻴﻢ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻴﻦ ﺛﻨﺎ آدم ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺿأﺧﺒﺮﻧ
ﻪ اﻟ ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس رﺿ إﻳﺎس ﺛﻨﺎ ورﻗﺎء ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ أﺑﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ
‘Abd al-Rahman b. al-Hasan al-Qadi – Ibrahim b. al-Husayn – Adam b. Abi Iyas – Waraqa – Ibn Abi
Najih – Mujahid – Ibn ‘Abbas, may Allah be pleased with them both.23
Al-Hakim states:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺸﻴﺨﻴﻦﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ﻋﻠ
This hadith is sahih upon the standard of the two Shaykhs.24
Imam al-Dhahabi concurs:

 ﺷﺮط اﻟﺒﺨﺎري وﻣﺴﻠﻢﻋﻠ
(Sahih) upon the standard of al-Bukhari and Muslim.25
Imam al-Tirmidhi (d. 279 H) has documented a similar chain:

 ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ اﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻣﺴﻌﻮد

Ibn Abi ‘Umar – Sufyan – Ibn Abi Najih – Mujahid – Abi Ma’mar – Ibn Mas’ud26
Al-Tirmidhi says:

ﻫﺬا ﺣﺪﻳﺚ ﺣﺴﻦ ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
This hadith is hasan sahih.27
‘Allamah al-Albani agrees too:

ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Sahih28
Imam Abu Ya’la (d. 307 H) records as well:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ زﻫﻴﺮ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻫﺎرون أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس
Zuhayr – Yazid b. Harun – Muhammad b. Ishaq – ‘Abd Allah b. Abi Najih – Mujahid – Ibn ‘Abbas.29
Shaykh Dr. Asad comments:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih30
And ﬁnally, Imam Ibn Khuzaymah (d. 311 H) has documented this chain in his Sahih too:

ﻪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺛﻨﺎ اﻟﻔﻀﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﻌﻘﻮب اﻟﺠﺮزي ﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻷﻋﻠ
ﻧﺠﻴﺢ ﻋﻦ ﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﻋﻦ اﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس

Al-Fadhl b. Ya’qub al-Hirzi – ‘Abd al-A’la – Muhammad – ‘Abd Allah b. Abi Najih – Mujahid – Ibn
‘Abbas.31
Shaykh Dr. al-A’zami states:

إﺳﻨﺎده ﺻﺤﻴﺢ
Its chain is sahih.32
At this point, it is needless to prove that Mujahid, the last narrator of Hadith al-Ikhtiyar – was also thiqah
(trustworthy). However, we shall still do so, in case there is someone who prefers that. Al-Haﬁz says
about him:

 ﻣﻮﻻﻫﻢﻮن اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة أﺑﻮ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج اﻟﻤﺨﺰوﻣﻣﺠﺎﻫﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺟﺒﺮ ﺑﻔﺘﺢ اﻟﺠﻴﻢ وﺳ
 اﻟﻌﻠﻢ اﻟﺘﻔﺴﻴﺮ وﻓ ﺛﻘﺔ إﻣﺎم ﻓاﻟﻤ
Mujahid b. Jabr, Abu al-Hajjaj al-Makhzumi, their freed slave, al-Makki: Thiqah (trustworthy), an
Imam in tafsir and in (religious) knowledge.33
With this, it becomes absolutely proven that Hadith al-Ikhtiyar is sahih. All its narrators are thiqah
(trustworthy), and there is no disconnection whatsoever in the chain. The hadith establishes that Allah
chose only Muhammad and ‘Ali – in a special selection - out of all the people of the earth. It is clear
from the text that Allah had not chosen anyone else among them before He chose the two. As such,
whatever other selections were made by Him, apparently, came after this ﬁrst, unique selection.
The Qur’an makes it absolutely clear that creation and choosing are exclusive divine functions:

ورﺑﻚ ﻳﺨﻠﻖ ﻣﺎ ﻳﺸﺎء وﻳﺨﺘﺎر ﻣﺎ ﻛﺎن ﻟﻬﻢ اﻟﺨﻴﺮة
And your Lord creates whatever He wills, and He chooses. They have no right to choose.34
Among those He chose was His Messenger, Musa:

وأﻧﺎ اﺧﺘﺮﺗﻚ ﻓﺎﺳﺘﻤﻊ ﻟﻤﺎ ﻳﻮﺣ

And I have chosen you. So listen to that which is inspired to you.35
He equally chose the Israelites:

 اﻟﻌﺎﻟﻤﻴﻦ ﻋﻠﻢ ﻋﻠوﻟﻘﺪ اﺧﺘﺮﻧﺎﻫﻢ ﻋﻠ
And We had knowingly chosen them above the worlds.36
The chosen ones, of course, are also the best:

وإﻧﻬﻢ ﻋﻨﺪﻧﺎ ﻟﻤﻦ اﻟﻤﺼﻄﻔﻴﻦ اﻷﺧﻴﺎر
And with Us, they are verily from the chosen ones, the best.37
So, when Allah chose His Messenger and Amir al-Muminin out of all the people of the earth, He was
basically declaring them both as the best of all. Since Abu Bakr, ‘Umar, and ‘Uthman were alive at that
time, it is obvious that both Muhammad and ‘Ali were better than them, by Allah’s Own Decree. These
facts are very uncomfortable to mainstream Sunni teachings, and pose an existential threat to Sunni
Islam as a whole.
If the khilafah of Abu Bakr collapses, nothing else can survive from the Sunni madhhab. This is why
Sunnis generally feel very uneasy about Hadith al-Ikhtiyar. Perhaps, it is also why ‘Allamah al-Albani
grades the authentic hadith in this manner:

ﻣﻮﺿﻮع
Mawdu’ (fabricated)38
Fabricated?! By who? By the thiqah (trustworthy) narrators?! Then, our ‘Allamah states:

 وﻋﻠ، أﻳﻮب اﻷﻧﺼﺎري وأﺑ،ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺎس وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ، ﻫﺮﻳﺮةروي ﻣﻦ ﺣﺪﻳﺚ أﺑ
. وﻣﻌﻘﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺴﺎر،اﻟﻬﻼﻟ
It is narrated by Abu Hurayrah, ‘Abd Allah b. ‘Abbas, Abu Ayub al-Ansari, ‘Ali al-Hilali and Ma’qil b.

Yasar.39
Five Sahabah! That is enough to make it mutawatir by the standards of some Sunni muhadithun! What
exactly is the problem with our dear ‘Allamah al-Albani? The worst part of it all is that the ‘Allamah –
whether deliberately or by mistake – omits the sanad of al-Ma’mari above in his extensive discussion
against the authenticity of the hadith!
This, of course, makes it possible for him to reject it! However, if he had included that sahih chain in his
analysis, the story would have been far different. It is unclear how the ‘Allamah misses that sanad of alMa’mari, despite that he has quoted other chains of the same hadith from the same Mu’jam al-Kabir of
al-Tabarani! In any case, ‘Allamah al-Albani’s verdict upon the hadith is based upon incomplete
research. As such, it is void.
Sadly, our ‘Allamah takes things even more disturbing levels – to an all-time low - with this comment of
his over a chain that has some common names with that of al-Ma’mari:

ﻮن اﺣﺘﻤﺎل أن ﻳ وﻫ، ﺻﺤﺘﻪ ﻓﻴﻪ ﻋﻠﺔ أﺧﺮى ﺗﻘﺪح ﻓوﻟﻮ أﻧﻪ ﺛﺒﺖ ﻋﻨﻪ؛ ﻟﺒﻘ
ً ﻛﺘﺐ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ؛ ﻓﺈﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن راﻓﻀﻴﺎ ﻣﻌﻤﺮ ﻓﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ أﻳﻀﺎً ﻣﻤﺎ أدﺧﻠﻪ اﺑﻦ أﺧ
Even if it is established from him (i.e. ‘Abd al-Razzaq), there is still another defect in it which discredits
its authenticity. It is the possibility that this hadith too is one of those things which the nephew of Ma’mar
inserted into the books of Ma’mar, for he (that nephew) was a Raﬁdhi.40
Possibility?! Mere conjecture? So, there is no concrete evidence? But even then, no such possibility ever
exists, to begin with! We will simply round off this chapter with this angry reply of the Sunni hadith
master, ‘Allamah al-Maghribi:

 ﻻ ﺷﺨﺺ وﻫﻤ، ﻣﻌﻤﺮ أن اﺑﻦ أﺧ:  وﺑﻴﺎن ذﻟﻚ،  ﻫﺬا ﻛﻼم ﺑﺎﻃﻞ ﺟﺪا: ﻗﻠﺖ
 ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﻛﻴﻒ ﻳﻮﺟﺪ اﺑﻦ ﺑﺪون أب ﻏﻴﺮ ﻋﻴﺴ.  وﻻ ﻳﻌﺮف أخ ﻟﻤﻌﻤﺮ، وﺟﻮد ﻟﻪ
اﻟﺴﻼم ؟
I say: This is complete nonsense! The reason for this is: That nephew of Ma’mar was only an
imaginary ﬁgure. He never existed! Ma’mar was not known to have any brother. How could a son
exist without a father, apart from ‘Isa, peace be upon him?41
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