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22. Hadith Al-Zuhd, Correcting An Exaggeration
Shaykh Ibn Taymiyyah (d. 728 H) states about both Abu Bakr and ‘Umar:
ﺮ و ﻋﻤﺮ و ذﻟﻚ أن أﺑﻮ ﺑﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ اﻟﺰﻫﺪ اﻟﺸﺮﻋ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠأﻫﻞ اﻟﻌﻠﻢ ﺑﺤﺎﻟﻬﻤﺎ ﻳﻘﻮﻟﻮن ازﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﺑﻌﺪ رﺳﻮل اﻟ
ﻪ ﺳﺒﻴﻞ اﻟﺘﺴﺒﻪ ﻓﺄﻧﻔﻘﻪ ﻛﻠﻪ ﻓﺮ ﻛﺎن ﻟﻪ ﻣﺎل ﻳأﺑﺎ ﺑ
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:
 اﻟﺒﻠﺨ ﺑﻦ زﻳﺎد اﻟﺴﺮي ﺛﻨﺎ ﺣﺎﻣﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺤﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ إﺳﺤﺎق أﻧﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠﻓﺤﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺑﺸﺮح ﻫﺬا اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ اﻟﺸﻴﺦ أﺑﻮ ﺑ
 اﻟﺴﻮق إذ ﺣﺎزم ﻗﺎل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﺒﻴﻨﺎ أﻧﺎ أﻃﻮف ﻓ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﻋﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺔ ﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﻋﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﺑﻦ أﺑﺑﻤ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ واﻟﻨﺎس وﻗﻮف ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻓﺎرس ﻗﺪ رﻛﺐ داﺑﺔ وﻫﻮ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠﺑﻠﻐﺖ أﺣﺠﺎر اﻟﺰﻳﺖ ﻓﺮأﻳﺖ ﻗﻮﻣﺎ ﻣﺠﺘﻤﻌﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﻓﺘﻘﺪم ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ رﺟﻞ ﻳﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ:  ﻣﺎ ﻫﺬا ؟ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا:  وﻗﺎص ﻓﻮﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎلﺣﻮاﻟﻴﻪ إذ أﻗﺒﻞ ﺳﻌﺪ ﺑﻦ أﺑ
ﻦ أول ﻣﻦﻦ أول ﻣﻦ أﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﻃﺎﻟﺐ أﻟﻢ ﻳ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻣﺎ ﺗﺸﺘﻢ ﻋﻠ ﻳﺎ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠ:  وﻗﻒ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ ﻓﻘﺎلﻓﺄﻓﺮﺟﻮا ﻟﻪ ﺣﺘ
ﻦ ازﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس؟ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ وﺳﻠﻢ أﻟﻢ ﻳ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻊ رﺳﻮل اﻟﺻﻠ
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 اﻟﺰﻫﺎد ﻋﻨﺪ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ ﻓﻘﺎل: ﺑﻦ اﻟﺠﻌﺪ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﻗﺎل ﻋﻦ ﻋﻠ: ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦوﻗﺎل ﻳﺤﻴ
 ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﻋﻠ أزﻫﺪ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻓ: ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﻌﺰﻳﺰ، ﻓﻼن: وﻗﺎل ﻗﺎﺋﻠﻮن، ﻓﻼن:ﻗﺎﺋﻠﻮن.
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 إﻣﺎم اﻟﺠﺮح واﻟﺘﻌﺪﻳﻞ ﺑﻦ ﻣﻌﻴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻮن اﻟﻐﻄﻔﺎﻧﻳﺤﻴ
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:
ﻮن اﻟﻤﻴﻢ ﺑﺴ ﺑﻀﻢ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﻌﺠﻤﺔ واﻟﻔﺎء ﻣﺼﻐﺮ اﻟﻬﻤﺪاﻧ وﻫﻮ ﺣﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﺷﻔاﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﺑﻦ ﺻﺎﻟﺢ ﺑﻦ ﺣ
 ﺑﺎﻟﺘﺸﻴﻊاﻟﺜﻮري ﺛﻘﺔ ﻓﻘﻴﻪ ﻋﺎﺑﺪ رﻣ
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:
أن أﺑﺎ: ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﻴﺮ ﻋﻄﺎء ﻋﻦ ﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻼم أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﻣﺨﻠﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻳﺰﻳﺪ أﺧﺒﺮﻧﺎ اﺑﻦ ﺟﺮﻳﺞ ﻗﺎل أﺧﺒﺮﻧ
 ﻓﻔﺮغﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺆذن ﻟﻪ وﻛﺄﻧﻪ ﻛﺎن ﻣﺸﻐﻮﻻ ﻓﺮﺟﻊ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳ اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺨﻄﺎب رﺿ اﻷﺷﻌﺮي اﺳﺘﺄذن ﻋﻠﻣﻮﺳ
 ﻋﻠ ﻓﻘﺎل ﺗﺄﺗﻴﻨ.  ﻗﻴﻞ ﻗﺪ رﺟﻊ ﻓﺪﻋﺎه ﻓﻘﺎل ﻛﻨﺎ ﻧﺆﻣﺮ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ. ﻪ ﺑﻦ ﻗﻴﺲ اﺋﺬﻧﻮا ﻟﻪﻋﻤﺮ ﻓﻘﺎل أﻟﻢ أﺳﻤﻊ ﺻﻮت ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
 ﻫﺬا إﻻ أﺻﻐﺮﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻓﺬﻫﺐ ﺑﺄﺑ ﻣﺠﻠﺲ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻓﺴﺄﻟﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺎﻟﻮا ﻻ ﻳﺸﻬﺪ ﻋﻠذﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﺒﻴﻨﺔ ﻓﺎﻧﻄﻠﻖ إﻟ
 ﻳﻌﻨ.  اﻟﺼﻔﻖ ﺑﺎﻷﺳﻮاقﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ؟ أﻟﻬﺎﻧ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻣﻦ أﻣﺮ رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﻫﺬا ﻋﻠﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ أﺧﻔ

 ﺗﺠﺎرةاﻟﺨﺮوج إﻟ
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 AlKhudri.” 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 ﻳﺰﻳﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺣﺼﻴﻔﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺑﺴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻗﺎلﻴﺮ اﻟﻨﺎﻗﺪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻔﻴﺎن ﺑﻦ ﻋﻴﻴﻨﺔ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ واﻟ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﻣﺤﻤﺪ ﺑﻦ ﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨ
 ﻓﺰﻋﺎ أو ﻣﺬﻋﻮرا ﻗﻠﻨﺎ ﻣﺎ ﻣﺠﻠﺲ اﻷﻧﺼﺎر ﻓﺄﺗﺎﻧﺎ أﺑﻮ ﻣﻮﺳﺳﻤﻌﺖ أﺑﺎ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﺨﺪري ﻳﻘﻮل ﻛﻨﺖ ﺟﺎﻟﺴﺎ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓ
 ﻓﺮﺟﻌﺖ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻣﺎ ﻣﻨﻌﻚ أن ﺗﺄﺗﻴﻨﺎ ؟ ﻓﻘﻠﺖ أن آﺗﻴﻪ ﻓﺄﺗﻴﺖ ﺑﺎﺑﻪ ﻓﺴﻠﻤﺖ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺮد ﻋﻠﺷﺄﻧﻚ ؟ ﻗﺎل إن ﻋﻤﺮ أرﺳﻞ إﻟ
ﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ إذا اﺳﺘﺄذن اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠ ﻓﺮﺟﻌﺖ وﻗﺪ ﻗﺎل رﺳﻮل اﻟ ﺑﺎﺑﻚ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺮدوا ﻋﻠ أﺗﻴﺖ ﻓﺴﻠﻤﺖ ﻋﻠإﻧ
 ﺑﻦ ﻛﻌﺐ ﻻ ﻳﻘﻮم ﻣﻌﻪ إﻻ أﺻﻐﺮأﺣﺪﻛﻢ ﺛﻼﺛﺎ ﻓﻠﻢ ﻳﺆذن ﻟﻪ ﻓﻠﻴﺮﺟﻊ ﻓﻘﺎل ﻋﻤﺮ أﻗﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ اﻟﺒﻴﻨﺔ وإﻻ أوﺟﻌﺘﻚ ﻓﻘﺎل أﺑ
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:
 ﻋﻦ، ة ﺑﺰ ﻋﻦ اﻟﻘﺎﺳﻢ ﺑﻦ أﺑ، ﺎة أﻧﻪ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴﺎ وﺷﻌﺒﺔ أﻳﻀﺮﻋﺮ ﻋﻦ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺑﻦ ﻋ، ﺎكﻤ ﻋﻦ ﺳ، ﻗﺎل ﺷﻌﺒﺔ ﺑﻦ اﻟﺤﺠﺎج
ﻮﻓﺔ أﻧﻪ ﺻﻌﺪ ﻣﻨﺒﺮ اﻟ:  ﻃﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻦ أﺑ ﻋﻦ أﻣﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺆﻣﻨﻴﻦ ﻋﻠ، ﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻏﻴﺮ وﺟﻪ وﺛﺒﺖ أﻳﻀ.ﺎ ﺳﻤﻊ ﻋﻠﻴ، ﻞ اﻟﻄﱡﻔَﻴأﺑ
ﻢ ﺑﺬﻟﻚ إﻻ أﻧﺒﺄﺗ، ﻪ وﻻ ﻋﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻋﻦ رﺳﻮل اﻟ، ﻪ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟ ﻋﻦ آﻳﺔ ﻓ ﻻ ﺗﺴﺄﻟﻮﻧ: ﻓﻘﺎل.
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:
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ اﻟ ﻋﻤﺮ رﺿ ﻣﻄﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ أﻳﻮب ﻗﺎل ﻗﻠﺖ ﻟﻨﺎﻓﻊ ﻫﻞ ﻛﺎن ﻋﻠ ﺑﻦ إﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻞ ﻗﺎل ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﺳﻼم ﺑﻦ أﺑﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻣﻮﺳ
 دﻳﻦ ﻓﻘﺎل وﻣﻦ أﻳﻦ ﻳﺪع ﻋﻤﺮ دﻳﻨﺎ وﻗﺪ ﺑﺎع 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:

 ﻋﻤﺮ دﻳﻦ وﻗﺪ ﺑﺎع رﺟﻞ ﻣﻦﻮن ﻋﻠ ﻛﺘﺎب اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﺑﺈﺳﻨﺎد ﺻﺤﻴﺢ ان ﻧﺎﻓﻌﺎ ﻗﺎل ﻣﻦ أﻳﻦ ﻳﻓﺮوى ﻋﻤﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺷﺒﺔ ﻓ
ﻮن اﻟﺸﺨﺺ ﻛﺜﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺎل وﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﻠﺰمﻮن ﻋﻨﺪ ﻣﻮﺗﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ دﻳﻦ ﻓﻘﺪ ﻳ ان ﻳ وﻫﺬا ﻻ ﻳﻨﻔورﺛﺘﻪ ﻣﻴﺮاﺛﻪ ﺑﻤﺎﺋﺔ اﻟﻒ اﻧﺘﻬ
ﻮن دﻳﻨﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻘﺾﺮ ان ﻳ اﻟﺪﻳﻦ ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻠﻌﻞ ﻧﺎﻓﻌﺎ أﻧﻧﻔ
‘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:
،ﻪ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ، وﻋﺎﺻﻢ، وزﻳﺪ اﻷﺻﻐﺮ، وﻫﻢ زﻳﺪ اﻷﻛﺒﺮ،ﻪ ﻋﻨﻪ وأرﺿﺎه ﺛﻼﺛﺔ ﻋﺸﺮ وﻟﺪا اﻟ ﻓﺠﻤﻠﺔ أوﻻده رﺿ:ﻗﻠﺖ
،ﻪ وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷﺻﻐﺮ وﻋﺒﻴﺪ اﻟ،ﺎر وﻫﻮ أﺑﻮ ﺷﺤﻤﺔ ﻗﺎل اﻟﺰﺑﻴﺮ ﺑﻦ ﺑ، وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷوﺳﻂ،وﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ اﻷﻛﺒﺮ
ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻢ اﻟ رﺿ، وﻓﺎﻃﻤﺔ، وزﻳﻨﺐ، ورﻗﻴﺔ، وﺣﻔﺼﺔ،وﻋﻴﺎض.
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:
 اﻟﺨﻤﺮ ﺛﻢ ﺣﻤﻠﻪ إﻟوﻋﺒﺪ اﻟﺮﺣﻤﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻤﺮ اﻷوﺳﻂ ﻫﻮ أﺑﻮ ﺷﺤﻤﺔ ﻫﻮ اﻟﺬي ﺿﺮﺑﻪ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ اﻟﻌﺎص ﺑﻤﺼﺮ ﻓ
اﻟﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻓﻀﺮﺑﻪ أﺑﻮه أدب اﻟﻮاﻟﺪ ﺛﻢ ﻣﺮض وﻣﺎت 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:
 ﻗﺎل ﺧﻄﺒﻨﺎ اﻟﺤﺴﻦ ﺑﻦ ﻋﻠ إﺳﺤﺎق ﻋﻦ ﻋﻤﺮو ﺑﻦ ﺣﺒﺸ ﺛﻨﺎ وﻛﻴﻊ ﻋﻦ إﺳﺮاﺋﻴﻞ ﻋﻦ أﺑ أﺑﻪ ﺣﺪﺛﻨﺣﺪﺛﻨﺎ ﻋﺒﺪ اﻟ
ﻢ رﺟﻞ ﺑﺎﻷﻣﺲ ﻣﺎ ﺳﺒﻘﻪ اﻷوﻟﻮن ﺑﻌﻠﻢ وﻻ أدرﻛﻪ اﻵﺧﺮون ان ﻛﺎن ﻟﻘﺪ ﻓﺎرﻗ:ﻪ ﻋﻨﻬﻤﺎ ﻓﻘﺎل اﻟ رﺿﺑﻌﺪ ﻗﺘﻞ ﻋﻠ
 ﻳﻔﺘﺢ ﻟﻪ وﻣﺎ ﺗﺮك ﻣﻦ ﺻﻔﺮاء وﻻ ﺑﻴﻀﺎء اﻻﻪ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ و ﺳﻠﻢ ﻟﻴﺒﻌﺜﻪ وﻳﻌﻄﻴﻪ اﻟﺮاﻳﺔ ﻓﻼ ﻳﻨﺼﺮف ﺣﺘ اﻟﻪ ﺻﻠرﺳﻮل اﻟ
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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