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The main reason for the Khawaarij going astray and exaggerating in
the matters of takfir was a direct result of  their blending the rules of
takfir together, thus it was all seen as one and the same. This major

mistake must be  answered and put straight, so the Ummah might not
fall into confusion when we see these matters. In this section, we will

lay out the different types of takfir related to our topic

TAKFIR UN-NASS
 (charge of kufr based on a decisive text).

This is when there is a decisive text  and after applying the rules of takfir, one levels
the charge of takfir. An example would be where Allah has said

 
“The hands of Abu Lahab are destroyed and may he be destroyed.” [Lahab : 1]

 
It is clear from this text that Allah has thus labeled Abu Lahab, one of the uncles of the
Prophet  who hated  Islam, without doubt to be a kaafir. If someone should come and

say that Abu Lahab is not a kaafir, but a Muslim, then the charge of kufr can be
leveled against this person. However, the impediments and rules surrounding takfir

should be examined before coming to a ruling on the individual. It may be that he is a
new Muslim and he doesn’t know this information. It may be he is insane or something

else of this nature. But the takfir should be given if the person can not be excused
from the rules of takfir and no one can deny that. This is not a takfir between two

people, but it is between the person and Allah since Allah called Abu Lahab by name.



TAKFIR AL IJTIHAAD
 (charge of kufr based on individual judgement)

This is when a particular  verse or set of verses taken from the Qur’an
state an action to be kufr. An example of this would be when Allah said,  
“Whoever doesn’t rule by what Allah sent down, then they are kaafirun

(unbelievers).” [Maida :44]
 

This kufr is studied and understood. It is after all the verses related to the
subject are studied carefully that one could come to a judgement and
say, ‘Any ruler today who is not judging by what Allah sent down is a

kaafir.’ This type of takfir people could differ on because of some rules
and regulations in regard to it. It could also have to do with the fact that
there are different grades of kufr with regard to the topic. One grade of

kufr is that one  who occasionally does not judge by what Allah sent
down has not become a kaafir, but he has indeed done a  major sin, a

kufr duna kufr (a kufr less than kufr) as reported in an authentic narration
by Ibn `Abbas.However, the one who makes a practice of it all the time

has most certainly done kufr and is a kaafir according  to another relation
of Ibn `Abbas and that of ibn Mas`ud  



TAKFIR AL MU`AYYIN
 (charge of kufr where the individual is actually named)

The  manifestation of this charge of kufr is where an actual person is named with the
title of kufr. However,  before this can happen, the takfir of ijtihaad must be exercised.

If we relate this to the same topic mentioned  above regarding ruling by what Allah
sent down, namely being, 

“Whoever does not judge by what Allah  sent down, then he is a kaafir,” the judgement
in ijtihaad will of course remain the same. If the ijtihaad has been made, and it is found

that major kufr is involved, the next thing is that it must be double- checked to make
sure that the verses from the Qur’an and the charge of kufr fits the person. 

 
He (the one making the charge of takfir) then next applies it to a person, for example
by saying, “President Q or King Y is a kaafir because of this verse or these verses,
due to the fact that he is ruling by other than what Allah  sent down.” Due to the fact
that mu`ayyin in takfir is arrived at by ijtihaad, there could be some difference in it

between one scholar and another. 
 

An example would be ta’wil (interpretation), where one scholar might pardon  the
individual under examination from takfir due to lack of knowledge and understanding

of the evidence on the  part of the one under suspicion. Some will not pardon him, like
in the case of the debate between Imaam Shaafi`ii and Imaam Ahmad ,where Imaam
Ahmad labeled the one who leaves prayer in  totality to be a kaafir. With this kind of
takfir, others may act on it and us it, but sometimes others might not  exercise it and

pardon the one in question. 
 



Some of the rules misused by the Khawaarij led to their misguidance, as well as
the others. What was their most  fatal mistake is when they mistook Takfir

alMu`ayyin (takfir on a particular person), Takfir alIjtihaad (takfir  based upon
independent judgement) and Takfir un-Nass (takfir based on the text) and

blended them into one thing. The rule of Takfir un-Nass (Takfir in which a clear
text is mentioned) is a very great principle of Ahl us Sunna walJama`ah and is in

all of the books of Ahl us-Sunna walJama`ah, in addition to Shaikh ul Islam
Muhammad ibn `Abdul Wahhaab’s ” Nawaaqid ul Islam” (What violates Islam).

This rule states, “Anyone 
who doesn’t declare the disbelief of the Mushrikun (pagans) or he doubts of their

kufr or the truth of their thinking, it is Kufr.”
 

These people abused this rule blatantly and with malice. This was taken to mean
that anyone who refused to  declare kaafir who they THOUGHT was a kaafir is a
kaafir. This case was born out when the Khawaarij  declared `Ali and Mu`awiya

kaafir and declared `Amr ibn al `As a kaafir for not declaring those two to be
kuffar. This thinking is an extreme view and does not reflect the core belief of Ahl

us-Sunna walJama`ah. 
 

The authentic understanding of this rule is that anyone who knows those who the
Qur’an and Sunna has referred  to as kuffar (i.e. Jews, Christians and

Mushrikun) and refuses to label them as kuffar; or maybe even declares 
them Muslims, then that person is a kaafir. This same rule applies with those

who declare to be Islamic such people as the Pharaoh, Abu Lahab, Jews,
Christians as well as other religions after the Prophet 



This is not the same as the one whose kufr is unknown to you, and a
charge of kufr is made against him. No one  may come to another

Muslim and force him to label others as kuffar if he either has no proof
or he does not  know the proof of the kufr of those mentioned. Even
Muhammad ibn `Abdul Wahhab  and the scholars previous to him,
when they called the act kufr, every person that did the act was not
declared kaafir. To apply kufr to a specific person, which is called

Takfir al Mu`ayyin that has to go through specific rules and regulations 
 

According to Ahl us-Sunna walJama`ah. For example, when the
sahaaba  asked the Prophet r to make the  Dhat Anwaat, he did not

call them kuffar, but he said this is equivalent to asking for a god other
than Allah .

[Tirmidhi, hadith 2180 and Ahmad in his Musnad, V. 5, hadith 218]
 

Although it was an act of kufr and blasphemy, they were not declared
kuffar. This is because they only asked about it, they did not do the

act
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The same is true when someone says a blasphemy because he is
ignorant or has made a mistake. This one is not classed as a kaafir

and out of the religion. We can see this from the following hadith
qudsi, 

 
Anas ibn Maalik relates that he heard the Prophet say, “Allah is

more pleased with the repentance of his  slave whenever he
repents to Him than anyone of you who lost his riding animal in the
desert. On the riding  animal is his food, drink, so then he said from
extreme pleasure, ‘O Allah, you are my slave and I am your Lord!’

out of a mistake from the severity of his joy.
[Sahih Muslim, Kitaab ut-Tawba, hadith 4932]

 
To say that Allah  is your slave and that you are His Lord is a
statement of kufr, yet the man did not leave out of the religion.
Why? It is because he had a slip of the tongue. This is what is

known in Islam as kufr al Akhtaa’ (the kufr of mistake). Someone
can say this in times of extreme grief, in times of extreme joy and in
times of extreme anger. At these times, for saying such a thing, the
individual should not be precluded from the religion and counted as

a kaafir. 



From these and many other evidences, the scholars of Islam have distinguished
between labelling the act as an act of kufr and labeling the one who does it as a
kaafir. Another evidence is the hadith of the Prophet about a person who was
flogged after the third or the fourth time because of his alcoholism. Then one

sahaabi cursed him. The Prophet r prohibited him from doing so, and said to him  
“Don’t call him that. He does love Allah and His Messenger.”

[Sahih al Bukhaari, V. 8, hadith 771]
 

Although the Prophet cursed ten activities with regard to intoxicants in  general,
he did not allow a person who does this activity to be cursed specifically. From
these and many other evidences from the Prophet , verses from the Qur’an and
the way that the Sahaaba w understood these verses and hadith, Ahl us-Sunna

walJama`ah have isolated the impediments of takfir. 
 

These impediments are reasons from the above-mentioned sources that prevent
a Muslim from being labelled as a kaafir, until the hujjah (proof) has been
established on him. This is because Ahl us-Sunna walJama`ah does the

opposite of the Khawaarij, who consider everyone kaafir (even a Muslim) until
they (the people being called kuffar) prove otherwise. We consider everyone
who says they are Muslim as such until we have reason to believe otherwise.

This is in accordance with what Allah and His Messenger r has said. 
 



Therefore the scholars of Ahl us-Sunna walJama`ah are agreed upon the following
impediments

 
1. The action for calling him a kaafir must be undoubtedly kufr; not what people think is kufr.  

2. The person must be sane. 
 

3. The person must have knowledge or access to knowledge about the action that he does. 
 

4.The person must have done this action deliberately 
 

5. The person is not to be sleeping  
 

6. The person chose to do the act with free will, without compulsion, and also he should not
be the opposite of  all the above. 

 
7. Also, the person should not have a different interpretation which would cause him to do
the action thinking  that he is pleasing Allah I. It is particularly important to make this point,

due to the fact that the people doing it  are interpreting. Ahl us-Sunna walJama`ah does not
make takfir on them, even though the act is kufr. The reason for this is that many of them

are ignorant or misled by evil scholars away from the correct interpretation. 
Some of their leaders/scholars even lie about the Prophet in giving these people their

interpretation. 
 



This is precisely why Muhammad ibn `Abdul Wahhab ,who reestablished this rule in our
time, did not label the people who used to make supplication to Allah at a place called
Qublat al Kawwaaz as kuffar. He was  keen to this situation and he changed it, because

many of the evil scholars of his time invented hadith to convince people that such a bid`a is
halaal. 

Then the exact opposite of the above numbered impediments of takfir are: 
 

1.The action is without any doubt kufr.  
2.The person has their sanity and is well within his senses.  
3.He knows the action he did and is completely aware of it.  

4. He does the action purposefully, not on accident. 
 5. The person is awake and not sleeping.  

6. The person does so, not under any coercion whatsoever.  
7. The person does not have any acceptable Ta’wil [Ta’wil means comprehensive

explanation related to Qur’an or Sunnah] to justify the kufr action
Once these conditions have been fulfilled, then and only then may we level the charge of

Takfir alMu`ayyin  (charge of kufr against the individual). 

In English, this can be said that, There is a clear difference between the clear kufr and the
clear kaafir. In a way, you can say, not every clear  kufr is done by a kaafir. But every clear

kaafir has most certainly done kufr! 
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