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v From what we have stated earlier, those who refrain from Bay’ah are sinful and disobedient
and committing a great evil.

The obligation upon the Imam is to remove the evil and we know the reason why the Children

of Isra’il (Banu Isra’il) were cursed. Because:

 164َُّّيهجيحيخيميىي

[Because] : “They used not to forbid one another from the evils which they 
committed”.

And it has been narrated authentically from the Prophet – blessings of Allah and peace be 
upon him – that he said:

“Whoever amongst you who sees an evil, then let him change it with his 
hand; if he cannot, then with his tongue; if he cannot, then with his heart.
And that is the weakest of Faith.” 165

So removing the evil with the hand, when capable, is an obligatory matter. And that is
especially in the case of the Imam. 

al-Imam Abu Bakr al-Jassaas said:

“Commanding good and forbidding evil – it has two situations:

A situation in which it is possible to change the evil and remove it. In such a 
case it is an obligation upon one who is able to remove that with his hand to 
remove it. And its removal with the hand could be in many ways; from them: 

[In the case] if it is not possible to remove except by way of the sword and by 
coming upon the soul of one who commits the evil - he should do that. Like 
one who sees a man who intends to kill him or another person, or intends to 
take another’s property, or intends to fornicate with a woman or something 
similar to that; and he knows that this person would not stop even if he is 
warned with words, or even if he is fought without weapons, then it is upon 
him to kill such a person ... This is based on the saying of the Prophet – 
blessings of Allah and peace be upon him: (Whoever amongst you who sees 
an evil, then let him change it with his hand) … So if he is not able to change 
it with his hand except by killing the one who does this evil, then he should kill 
him, as an obligation upon him.” 166

al-Qadi Abu Bakr ibn al-‘Arabi said:

“And if he is not able [to remove evil] except by fighting, and using weapons. 
Then let him leave him. That is because doing so is only upon the ruler”. End
Quote.167

164 al-Ma’idha (5:79) 
165 Narrated by Muslim, an-Nasa’ii, Abu Dawud, ibn Majah, at-Tirmidhi, Ahmad and others. 
166 See ahkaam al-Quran by ah-Jassaas (v2-p317) – paraphrased. 
167 See Ahkaam al-Quran by ibn al-‘Arabi (v1-p383)
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And al-Imam an-Nawawi said:  

“Imam al-Haramain [al-Juwainee] – may Allah have mercy on him – said: It is 

justified for one among the subjects to push away the one who commits a 

major sin if he isn't prevented from it by using his words – as long as the 

matter doesn’t end up in battle and drawing the weapons. And if the matter 

reaches that. Then dealing with the matter falls upon the leader.” End 

Quote.168 

 And ash-Shawkani said:  

“However, he should start with admonishing with soft words, and if that 

doesn’t affect him, then he comes with harsh words, and if that doesn’t affect 

him, he goes to change it with his hands, and thereafter to fighting – that is if 

he is not able to change it except with fighting.” End Quote. 169 

So, if it is not possible to remove the evil except by fighting, then it is obligatory upon the 

leader to remove it by fighting. And this is what is needed and not what is desired – so take 

care [to understand this]. 

And this is exactly what the Khalifah ‘Ali bin Abi Talib applied upon those who rejected to 

pledge Allegiance to him - After having tried to remove this evil by the tongue. Thereafter he 

switched to removing it by fighting. And the following are some examples. 

 ‘Ali bin Abi Talib fighting against the people of ash-Sham when they refrained from giving 

Bay’ah 

al-Hafidh ibn Kathir said in al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah: 

 (( Thereafter, the year 36 from Hijra started. This year started with the 

appointment of ‘Ali bin Abi Talib as the Khalifah. ... And he appointed 

representatives upon the various lands. And he appointed Sahl bin Hunaif 

upon ash-Sham instead of Mu’awiyah, and he went to it till he reached Tabuk 

where he met with the cavalrymen of Mu’awiyah and they asked him: Who 

are you? 

So he replied: An Emir (a governor/a leader) 

They asked: Over what thing? 
He said: Over ash-Sham 
So they said: If it was ‘Uthman who had sent you then go forth. And if it was 
another besides him who sent you, then return. 
So he said: Haven’t you heard of what had happened? 170 
They said: Indeed! [we have]. 
So he returned to ‘Ali. …. 

                                                           
168 See sharh Sahih Muslim by Imam an-Nawawi (v2-p25) 
169 See as-Sayl al-Jaraar by ash-Shawkani (p982) 
170 This is in reference to the appointment of 'Ali as the new Khalifahh. 
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So ‘Ali – may Allah be pleased with him – determined to fight the people of 

ash-Sham. And he wrote to Qays bin Sa’d who was in Egypt commanding him 

to send the people to fight them. … 

And [he wrote] to Abu Musa who was in al-Kufa, and he also sent to ‘Uthman 

bin Hunaif with the same order, and he gave a sermon to the people 

encouraging them upon that. … 

And he determined to get ready.  And he went out of al-Madinah appointing 

Qutham bin al-Abbas to watch over it. And he was determined to fight along 

with those who obeyed him, against those who disobeyed him and rebelled 

against him and refrained from pledging allegiance to him along with the 

people. Al-Hassan bin ‘Ali came to him and said: ‘O my beloved father, leave 

this! For in it is spilling the blood of the Muslims, and differences occurring 

between them’ However ‘Ali didn’t accept that from al-Hassan. Rather he 

made his mind up upon fighting, and he arranged his army. … and no one 

[from the army] remained back in al-Madinah and they all went out of al-

Madinah intending to go to ash-Sham, till something came to him that made 

him preoccupied from all of that.171)) End Quote. 172 

This is ‘Ali bin Abi Talib who was determined to fight against the people of ash-Sham due to 

their refusal to give the Bay’ah. And this is clear in the statement of ibn Kathir: 

“And he was determined to fight along with those who obeyed him, against 

those who disobeyed him and rebelled against him and refrained from 

pledging allegiance along with the people”. End Quote. 173 

 And al-Imam ibn al-‘Arabi said:  

“‘Ali fought against a group that refused to enter into a pledge of allegiance 

with him, and they are the people of ash-Sham (the Levant)”. End Quote. 174 

 And likewise the compulsion of ‘Ali bin Abi Talib upon Talha and az-Zubair upon the Bay’ah. 

Likewise, Talha and az-Zubair. Ibn Kathir mentions in his book on History, that each one from 

them answered, when they were asked:  

“‘Didn’t you give your Bay’ah to ‘Ali?’ He said: ‘Indeed, when the Sword was 

upon my neck’ “. End Quote.175 

Likewise, Ibn Kathir mentioned that Ka’b bin Soor al-Qadi came to al-Madinah on Friday, and 

he stood amongst the people and asked them: 

                                                           
171 That is the news of the people of the Camel, lead by the mother of the Believers ‘Aisha, Talha and az-Zubair 

– who had gone to al-Basrah to gather strength which would help them force ‘Ali to succumb to their demands. 

May Allah be pleased with them all.  
172 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p429-431) – Summarised by Author. 
173 al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah (v10-p430) 
174 See ahkaam al-Qur’an by ibn al-‘Arabi (v4-p153) 
175 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p434) 
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 “So he came to al-Madinah on Friday, and stood amongst the people and 

asked them: Did Talha and az-Zubair give Bay’ah willingly or forcefully? The 

people stayed silent and no one spoke except Usamah bin Zayd, who said: 

‘Rather, they were both forced’.” End Quote.176 

Rather, ‘Ali wrote to ‘Uthman bin Hunaif on the very same point regarding Talha and az-

Zubair’s matter: 

“And ‘Ali wrote to ‘Uthman bin Hunaif saying: Indeed, they both were not 

forced upon division. They were forced upon unity and goodness. And if they 

were wanting the removal [of the Khalifah], then there is no excuse for them 

both. And if they were wanting a view other than that, we also have a view”. 

End Quote. 177 

So ‘Ali confirmed that he had forced them upon giving the Bay’ah and upon unity. And this is 

what is correct, that is, whoever who refuses to give the Bay’ah, he is forced upon it. 

 Likewise, ‘Ali bin Abi Talib fighting against the people of a village (Khiribta) in Egypt when 

they refused to give the Bay’ah. 

al-Hafidh ibn Kathir said:  

“Qays bin Sa’d stood and gave a sermon to the people and called them to give 

the Bay’ah to ‘Ali, and the people stood and gave the pledge of allegiance to 

him. Obedience to him was established in Egypt except in a village from it 

which was called Khiribta. There were people in it who made the killing of 

‘Uthman something severe. These people were amongst their elders and 

leaders. These people numbered to approximately ten thousand. … Their leader 

was a man named: Yazeed bin al-Harith al-Mudlaji.” End Quote. 178 

So, the Village of Khiribta refrained from giving the Bay’ah because they possessed strength, 

so what did ‘Ali do with them? 

al-Hafidh ibn Kathir said:  

 “ ‘Ali wrote to Qays bin Sa’d179 commanding him to battle the people of 

Khiribta who refrained from giving the Bay’ah. So he replied giving the excuse 

that they were a great number and that these people were the leaders of the 

people” End Quote. 180 

‘Ali ordered Qays bin Sa’d to fight them, he refrained for no reason except that he lacked the power 

to do so, because their number was great and because they were the leaders of the people. 

So in this, there is evidence for the permissibility of fighting – with the ability to do so - against those 

who refrain from giving the Bay’ah. And this is exact intention of this study. 

                                                           
176 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p437) 
177 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p437) 
178 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p487) 
179 Rephrased by author for clarity – Actual wording is  وكتب إليه- which means: and he wrote to him 
180 See al-Bidayah wa an-Nihayah by Ibn Kathir (v10-p489) 
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And al-Imam al-Qurtubi stated that and said:

“If al-Imamah is established with the consensus of the ahl al-Hal wa al-Aqd or with 
one of them according to what has preceded, it is obligatory on everyone to give their 
pledge of allegiance to him upon listening and obedience and upon the
implementation of the book of Allah and the Sunnah of his Messenger – blessings of 
Allah and peace be upon him. And whoever refuses to give the pledge with an excuse, 
such is excused. And whoever who refuses for other than an excuse, he is coerced and 
forced, so that the unity of the Muslims would not be split”. End Quote.181

He also said, regarding those who disobeyed and rebelled against the obedience of the Imam: 

“The Imam should call them before that [i.e.before fighting] to obedience and to 
return to the Jama’ah (i.e. unity), and if they refuse to return and make peace, then 
they are fought.” End Quote. 182

So fighting this category is due to their rebellion and for refusing to enter into the obedience and for 
refusing to return back to the Jama’ah. And not due to their disbelief. And if they had a reasonable 

Ta'weel (interpretation) then they would not be sinful. 

al-Hafidh Ibn Hajar said: 

“and the meaning of the death of al-Jahiliyyah, is that the state of the death is like the 
death of the people of al-Jahiliyyah upon misguidance, and without having an obeyed 
Imam for himself, because they didn’t recognize that, and the intention of it is not that
he dies as disbeliever, rather, that he dies while sinful.” End Quote. 183

Thereafter, we have indeed mentioned what ‘Ali bin Abi Talib did regarding those who refused to give 
the Bay’ah to him, because Ijma’ (consensus) has been attained upon the correctness of ‘Ali bin Abi 
Talib, and also in ruling that those who disputed with him were indeed rebels.

However, we consider it religion for the sake of Allah, that the Sahabah didn’t dispute regarding the 
Bay’ah of ‘Ali bin Abi Talib to seek leadership and rule. They are far away from such! That is the case, 
even if they refrained from the Bay’ah till retribution was taken from those who killed ‘Uthman and 
intended a conditional Bay’ah, and were mistaken in it. And ‘Ali fought against them for unity. And he 
was the one who was correct.

181 See tafsir al-Qurtubi (v1-p272) the Tafsir of the Aayah (2:30) 
182 See Tafsir al-Qurtubi (v16-p320) for the Aayah (49:9 
183 See fath al-Bari (v7-p13)
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al-Qadi ibn al-Arabi said: 

“When he was given Bay’ah, the people of ash-Sham sought in their condition for 
Bay’ah to give them power over those who killed ‘Uthman to take revenge from them. 

So ‘Ali said to them: Enter into the Bay’ah. And seek the truth then you would 
reach it. 
So they said: You do not deserve a Bay’ah when the killers of ‘Uthman are with 
you. We seek them day and night! 

‘Ali was more rightly guided in his opinion regarding that. And he was more correct in his view.” 

End Quote.184 
 

Muhammad Hassan ‘Abdul Ghafir said in his Sharh of Usool I’thiqaad ahlu as-Sunnah: 185 

 “And as for Mu’awiyah, he didn’t give Bay’ah till he stipulated a condition. And he 

didn’t dispute regarding the Khilafah. However, he stipulated taking revenge from 

those who killed ‘Uthman – may Allah be pleased with him and may he please Him – 

And we would [later on] explain that Mu’awiyah wasn’t correct. He had made an 

Ijtihad and made a mistake so he has a reward – may Allah be pleased with him and 

may he please Him – and ‘Ali bin Abi Talib made an Ijtihad and he was correct so he 

has two rewards”. End Quote.186  

And he also said stating the correctness of what ‘Ali did:  

“He said: The Messenger of Allah – blessings of Allah and peace be upon him – said: 

(Woe be upon ‘Ammar, He would be killed by the rebellious group), Therefore, ‘Ammar 

would be with group which is upon the truth. Rather, it has come clearly in some of 

the Aathar and Ahadith that the Prophet – blessings of Allah and peace be upon him 

– said: (Wherever the truth is, ‘Ammar would be there). This is another evidence that 

‘Ali was upon the truth. This is because ‘Ammar was with ‘Ali – may Allah be pleased 

with him and may he please Him. And ‘Ammar was killed in the battle of Siffeen that 

occurred between the army of ‘Ali and the army of Mu’awiyah. [And the man who 

killed ‘Ammar entered {upon Mu’awiyah and his commanders} and said: I have killed 

‘Ammar and this is his spoils”. So ‘Abdullah bin ‘Amr bin al-‘Aas said: Have good tidings 

of Hell! (For indeed the Prophet – blessings of Allah and peace be upon him has indeed 

given the tidings of Hell for one who kills Ibn Sumaiyyah!) Thereafter he stated that 

the Prophet – blessings of Allah and peace be upon him – said: (Woe be upon ‘Ammar! 

He would be killed by the rebellious group).]187This led to many of those in the army 

                                                           
184 See ahkaam al-Qur’an (v4-p150) 
185 The author has mistakenly attributed the following quote and the subsequent quote to Imam Abu al-Qasim 

Hibathullah al-Laali’kaa’ee, but this is not correct. Because the reference book of Imam Abu al-Qasim is only a 

book of narrations which includes what the ahlu as-Sunnah believe. And the text that he has taken was found in 

a Sharh or an explanation of the book by Muhammad Hassan ‘Abdul Ghafir. And Allah knows best. 
186 See Sharh Usool I’thiqaad ahl as-Sunnah by Muhammad Hassan ‘Abdul Ghafir (see transcript of the audio 

lessons, lesson number 70, page 6)  
187 The author has chosen to remove this section in [ ] brackets, while paraphrasing to summarise. However, 

seeing the benefit of keeping it, the translator chose to included it.  
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of ash-Sham to go and give their Bay’ah to ‘Ali. This is because they knew that the 
truth was with ‘Ali. So Mu’awiyah couldn’t do anything except say: He was killed by 
those who had brought him out! i.e. to mean ‘Ali. So ‘Ali bin Abi Talib responded with 
his sound understanding: If so, Muhammad killed Hamzah because he was the one 
who brought him out to Uhud!“ End Quote.188

Having reached this, it would be that we have completed this series regarding the matter of the 
Khilafah in general, and the matter of the Khilafah of Abu Bakr al-Qurayshi al-Baghdadi. And we have 
established its validity, and the obligation of pledging allegiance (giving Bay’ah) to him. And we have 
established the obligation of fighting against those who refrain from giving Bay’ah, with the capability 
to fight them. 

O Allah, whatever that is correct in this is from Allah alone, and whatever errors it may contain is from 
my own self and the devil. O Allah, bless us with justice in disputes, and mercy upon the Muslims, and 
severity upon the disbelievers, O the most generous among those who are generous!

Written by one who hopes for the mercy of His Lord, the Most High: 

Abu AbdurRahman Raed al-Libi

Saturday, 6 th of Rajab 1436H. 
Corresponding to: 25 th of April 2015.



188 See Sharh Usool I’thiqaad ahl as-Sunnah by Muhammad Hassan ‘Abdul Ghafir (see transcript of audio lessons, 
lesson number 70, page 12)


