And they (the mushrikoon) have another doubt, when they say that the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam rebuked Usaamah who had killed a person who had stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah and he sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam said:

Did you kill him after he said “Laa ilaaha ill Allaah”? 

And likewise his sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam statement:

I was commanded to fight the people until they say “Laa ilaaha ill Allaah”. 

 - and other ahaadeeth with regard to refraining from the one who says it.

And the intent of these ignoramuses (with whom you are debating) is that whoever says it
 will not become a kaafir  nor is he to be killed no matter what he does.

So it is said to these ignorant mushrikoon:

It is well known that the Messenger of Allaah sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam fought against the Jews and took them as prisoners, and they would say laa ilaaha ill Allaah;

and that the Companions of the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam fought against Banoo Haneefah, and they would bear witness that laa ilaaha ill Allaah and that Muhammad was the Messenger of Allaah, and they would offer their prayers and they would claim to be Muslims

and likewise those whom ‘Alee ibn Abee Taalib burned

and these ignoramuses affirm that whoever rejects the Resurrection has committed kufr  and is to be fought, even if he says laa ilaaha ill Allaah  and that whoever rejects a single thing from the pillars of Islaam has committed kufr  and is to be fought even if he states laa ilaaha ill Allaah.

So how does it
 not benefit him if he rejects something from the furoo’ (subsidiary matters of Islaam), and yet it does benefit him if he rejects tawheed, which is the foundation of the religion of the Messengers and is the head of it?

However the enemies of Allaah do not understand the meaning of the ahaadeeth.

As for the hadeeth of Usaamah, then indeed he killed the man who was claiming Islaam because he thought that he (the man) was only claiming it out of fear for his own blood and wealth. And it is obligatory to hold back from the man who manifests Islaam until something which opposes this becomes evident from him. And with regards to this, Allaah revealed:

O you who believe ! When you go out on a journey in the path of Allaah, making jihaad against your enemies, then verify (and do not rush into killing the person whose affair is unclear to you, and you do not know the reality of his Islaam nor of his kufr).

Meaning – proceed with caution, and verify.

So the aayah proves that it is obligatory to hold back from him and to verify. So if, after that, something which opposes Islaam becomes apparent from him, then he is killed, according to His Statement:

…then verify..

so if he were not to killed once he had said it
 then there would not be any purpose in verifying. 

And likewise, the meaning of the other hadeeth and its like is just as we have mentioned – that it is obligatory to hold back from whoever manifests Islaam and tawheed unless something which would nullify that appears from him.

And the proof for that is that the Messenger of Allaah sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam, the one who said:

Did you kill him after he said “Laa ilaaha ill Allaah”?
and who said:

I was commanded to fight the people until they say “Laa ilaaha ill Allaah”
was the (same) one who said about the Khawaarij:

Wherever you find them, then kill them.

And if I were to reach them then I would certainly kill them with the killing of ‘Aad.

This being despite their being the people who engaged most in worship, and saying laa ilaaha ill Allaah, such that the Companions looked down on themselves compared to them (the Khawaarij). And they (the Khawaarij) had gained their knowledge from the Companions, yet when opposition to the Sharee’ah appeared from them, their (saying) laa ilaaha ill Allaah did not benefit them, nor did their abundance of worship, nor their claiming Islaam (for themselves). 

And likewise what we have mentioned from the fighting against the Jews and the Companions’ fighting against Banoo Haneefah; 

and likewise he sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam wanted to wage a military expedition against Banoo al Mustaliq when a man informed him that they were withholding from (paying) the zakaah, until Allaah, the Most High, revealed:

O you who believe! If there comes to you a faasiq (sinful person) with some information, then verify it…

And this man was lying upon them.

And all of this proves that the intent of the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam in the ahaadeeth was that which we have mentioned.

318) Why did Usaamah radi Allaahu ‘anhu kill the person even though he had stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah? (F)

Usaamah radi Allaahu ‘anhu thought that the man was saying this only to save himself from being killed.

319) How does the mushrik that you are debating with try to misuse this hadeeth of Usaamah? (F)

He seeks to twist its meaning to show that whoever states laa ilaaha ill Allaah is a Muslim, even if this person also commits acts of major shirk that would nullify his Islaam.

So therefore this mushrik is allowed to perform his acts of shirk, such as worshipping the graves and seeking deliverance from the dead people, so long as he says laa ilaaha ill Allaah as well.

320) What is the next evidence quoted by the Imaam ibn ‘Abdil Wahhaab rahimahullaah that the mushrik will try to twist when he debates with you? (F)

It is the hadeeth of the Prophet:

I was commanded to fight the people until they say “Laa ilaaha ill Allaah”, and if they say this, then their blood and their wealth has been rendered inviolable from me, except with its right. And their account is with Allaah, the Mighty and Majestic.

321) How does the mushrik try to twist the meaning of this hadeeth? (F)

He will say that it proves that whoever states laa ilaaha ill Allaah is not to be killed, regardless of whatever type of shirk in worship that this person falls into.

So the worship of the dead people and the tombs and other acts of worship which are directed to other than Allaah do not take him out of Islaam as long as he states laa ilaaha ill Allaah.

322) The Imaam rahimahullaah refutes these false arguments with a series of points. What is the first point he makes? (F)

It is that the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam fought against people who stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah, such as the Jews and Banoo Haneefah when there appeared from them that which would negate this statement of laa ilaaha ill Allaah. 

323) What is the second point? (F) 

It is to highlight the contradiction inherent in their argument when they assert that the person who rejects for example, the obligation of the Prayer or the Zakaah or Hajj or who rejects belief in the Resurrection has committed kufr – yet at the same time, these mushrikoon will say that the person who rejects Tawheed has not fallen into kufr!

324) What is the third point that the imaam rahimahullaah makes? (F)

It is that the hadeeth of Usaamah ibn Zayd is not to be understood as the mushrikoon claim it is i.e. that whoever says laa ilaaha ill Allaah is Muslim, even if he commits major shirk.

Rather the correct understanding of the hadeeth is that it is obligatory to hold back from whoever says laa ilaaha ill Allaah until there appears from him some shirk or kufr which would oppose laa ilaaha ill Allaah.

325) What is the fourth point? (F and U)

It is that there is no benefit in verifying the true state of the person who states laa ilaaha ill Allaah if it were the case that once a person has said it, he can never be killed for apostasy, regardless of the shirk that he commits.

Rather it is permissible to execute the person who says laa ilaaha ill Allaah if something occurs from him which necessitates that he be executed.

326) What is the fifth point? (F) 

It is that the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam commanded that the Khawaarij be killed, although they were people who stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah and who engaged most in worship and prayer and recitation of the Qur’aan. 

For despite these acts of goodness and the fact that the Khawaarij had studied under the Companions, this sect fell into matters that were incompatible with Islaam.

327) What is the sixth point (F)?

It is that the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam was on the point of launching a military expedition against Banoo al Mustaliq  - and they were a people who stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah - when he thought that they were refusing to pay the zakaat.

So even though they stated laa ilaaha ill Allaah, their withholding from paying the zakaah would have nullified this statement. For what other reason could the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam have considered waging war against them and killing them?
� Reported by al Bukhaaree in his Saheeh 5/88 in the Book of Military Expeditions, and the Usaamah referred to here is Usaamah ibn Zayd radi Allaahu ‘anhu.


� Reported by al Bukhaaree in his Saheeh 8/140 to 141 in the Book of al I’tisaam from the hadeeth of Aboo Hurayrah radi Allaahu ‘anhu.


� Meaning : whoever states the shahaadah “laa ilaaha ill Allaah.”


� Referring to his saying laa ilaaha ill Allaah .


� Soorah an Nisaa (4) aayah 94, with the explanation based on that of at Tabaree rahimahullaah.


� Soorah an Nisaa (4) aayah 94.


� Referring to his saying laa ilaaha ill Allaah .


� Reported by al Bukhaaree in the Book of Istitaabah al Murtaddeen (Asking the apostates to repent), Aboo Daawud, an Nasaa.ee and others.


� Soorah al Hujuraat (49) aayah 6





