
Shaikh Mustafaa Mabram, who was a student of Shaikh Muqbil, and who studied under Shaikh 

Saalih Fawzaan and other than them from the Mashaayikh, and whose classes and statements 

are advertised  and posted on the following Salafee sites:

www.sahab.net

e.g.

http://www.sahab.net/forums/index.php?showtopic=134923 

http://www.sahab.net/forums/index.php?showtopic=132609

http://www.sahab.net/forums/index.php?showtopic=76793 

www.alwaraqat.net 

e.g.:

http://www.alwaraqat.net/list.php?category/277-  مصطفى-بن-محمد-مبرم   

www.albaidha.net 

e.g.

http://www.albaidha.net/vb/showthread.php?t=43001

www.ajurry.com 

e.g.:

http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=14591

Shaikh Muhammad ibn Abdul Wahhaab al Wasaabee (whom Shaikh Muqbil called “The Mufti 

of Yemen” was asked about him and he advised with benefitting from his lessons and said he is 

from Ahlus Sunnah al Jamaa'ah (http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=32104 )

Shaikh Mustafaa Mabram was asked a question about those who sell al Hajooree's books.  



Posted here January 24, 2013:

http://www.albaidha.net/vb/showthread.php?p=164817 

Audio: https://www.box.com/s/wxtsp6fixswiasd1nq5v

Arabic text: http://wahyain.com/forums/showthread.php?t=3102 

Part of what Shaikh Mustafaa Mubrim said is translated below:

Question: Some of the Salafi brothers sell the books of al Hajooree and call him 'The Successor 

of Shaikh Muqbil' – rahimahullah – so are they correct in that?  When they say that no one from 

the major scholars has spoken about al Hajooree?

Answer: This is the proof that is used in every fitnah from the fitan (saying: 'The major scholars 

have not spoken about him').  The major scholars have indeed spoken about him.  So they want 

every scholar of the country to speak, and if they speak about this, that they do so secretly.

And the answer to this is that it is said: Truly, speaking about the opposers, and speech regarding 

jarh (criticizing) and ta'deel  (praising) is generally from the fard kifaayah which (means) if some 

people (who are qualified) or a scholar establish it (this obligation), then (the obligation of ) this 

falls from everyone else.

Secondly, it is obligatory upon the Muslims, and specifically the students of knowledge, that they 

accept the proofs and evidences and that they do not reject them using as a proof that this scholar 

or this Shaikh, or Student of knowledge So-and-so, or Scholar So-and-so, or Shaikh So-and-so is 

quiet and hasn't spoken or said anything.  From the things which refute this position is that 

Shaikh Muhammad bin Abdullah as Subayyal – (we ask that) Allah bestow mercy upon him and 

forgive him – when he was asked about the writings of Syed Qutb, he praised Shaikh Rabee and 

said: (we ask that) Allah reward him with good.  The obligation has fallen from us.  And if he had 

not (fulfilled this obligation), then we would all be sinful.

And Shaikh Subayyal had his status, and he was a scholar from the major scholars of this dawah 

in the past when the scholars were abundant....

So indeed a scholar, when he speaks establishing the proof and clarifying the evidences and 

proofs for what the one being spoken about has with him from misguidance, then it is obligatory 

to accept his speech.  And it is obligatory to accept his proofs.  This is what Allah – He is Blessed 

and The Most High – and His Messenger - alayhe as salaatu was salaam - have commanded us: 

“O you who believe! If a rebellious evil person comes to you with a news, verify it...”1 (49:6)

It is understood that the opposite of this is agreed upon – that if a trustworthy (thiqah) person 

comes to you with news, it is obligatory for us to accept that and it is not permissible for us to 

reject it....

1 Translation of the verse taken from www.thenoblequran.com 



Whoever knew Shaikh Muqbil – rahimahullah Ta'aalaa –  knew his dawah, knew his mercy with 

Ahlus Sunnah, and knew his treatment of Ahlul Bidah, sees that al Hajooree has not succeeded 

him in anything at all.  Rather, he is the farthest of Shaikh Muqbil's students from him, his 

dawah, his manhaj, his behavior, his manners, his deen, and his acceptance of the truth and 

returning to it....

How many matters has al Hajooree been written to about and spoken to about due to their being 

from the destructive serious sins.  From them:

1) His accusing the Companions of sharing in the killing of Uthmaan – and this is a very 

huge wrongdoing – it is not a small thing (to say) they killed Uthmaan.  Based on that 

(falsity) is that they were from the Khawaarij.  Based on that (falsehood) they rebelled 

against the ruler (Walee ul Amr)

2) His statement that the Companions fell into the doubt of Irjaa

3) His statement that Adam's son was a murderer, disbeliever, and he apostated from Islam

4) His many unjust and extreme statements  regarding those who differ with him and whom 

he disputes with

5) The false poetry (in which poets go to extremes in praising him – and this is read in his 

presence)

How can he be the Successor of the Shaikh (Muqbil) – rahimahullah?

His manners with and treatment of Ahlus Sunnah wal Jamaa'ah, and honoring the major 

scholars – this (al Hajooree) says about Shaikh Ubaid al Jaabiree that he treads the path of 

apostacy and heresy, that Shaikh Wasaabee is a young boy (ghulaam)...

Not to mention Shaikh Rabee.  Not to mention other than him from the Mashaayikh (like) Shaikh 

Muhammad ibn Haadee and Shaikh Abdullah Bukhaari.  

How can it be said that this one is the successor of Shaikh Muqbil (rahimahullah)? Shaikh 

Muqbil was the most desirous of the people for the sunnah and its people and in uniting the word 

of the people  (The most desirous in) establishing their (Ahlus Sunnah) dawah.

And this one breaks it into pieces and destroys it from all directions.  

Shaikh Muqbil was from the lofty scholars and Imaams of the deen.  And this one says: successor 

to Shaikh Muqbil (rahimahullah)?  They call him the successor of Shaikh Muqbil?

Call him what you like!

Their statement that (1) he is the Imaam of mankind and the jinn (Imaamuth-thaqalain), (2) if 

they melted him, his flesh would become sunnah...to his statement (3) that Uthmaan came with 

the first innovation which was the first adhaan for Jumuah, to his statement (4) that most of the 

Sunnah is revelation, to his statement (5) that the Prophet (sallallahu alayhe wa sallam) erred in 

the means of giving dawah

These (supporters and followers of al Hajooree) hide behind nicknames.  Say to them:  The 

scholars have criticized Yahya for these statements and wrongdoings.  You are seeking the same 



thing Abul Hasan (al Maribi's) Companions sought: (we won't accept any speech against him) 

until Scholar So-and-so speaks.  This is following the footsteps of shaytaan.  So when Scholar So-

and-so speaks,  they have been drowned in the praise of this person, and they are known to him 

and he is known to them, and they are from him and he is from them, then they don't accept the 

statement of this Scholar.

The Scholars of Medinah, the Scholars of China, the Scholars of the Phillipines, the Scholars of...

(they say) 'bring a Scholar from every country to speak (about him)' like what was said during 

the fitnah of Abul Hasan

Proof after proof.  Shaikh Rabee- hafithahullah – when he spoke about Abul Hasan in the first 

tape we copied – and I was the one to record it from him over the phone – said: 

“After these proofs and evidences that we have mentioned regarding Abul Hasan, By Allah, if the 

likes of Imam Ahmad were to come and give him a tazkiyyah, we wouldn't accept it from him”

And this recording of Shaikh Rabee – hafithahullah wa ra'aahu is available of some of the 

websites...

And Shaikh Ahmad Bazmool said (this is an excerpt from Principles Obligatory for Every Salafi 

to Know from www.sunnahpublishing.net ):

Audio (Arabic and English): 

http://k007.kiwi6.com/hotlink/29tzvv4j52/excerpt_from_principles_obligatory_for_every_salafi_t

o_know_-_shaikh_ahmad_bazmool.mp3

Text (from: http://salafitalk.net/st/viewmessages.cfm?Forum=9&Topic=11630 )

Principle: The Scholars are of different Levels

The next Principle is that the Scholars are of different Levels, Ranks and degrees. 

What does this Principle mean? From the Scholars are those that are exclusively occupied with Fiqh 

and Hadeeth along with him still being Salafee. And from the Scholars are those who are exclusively 

occupied with refuting the People of Innovation and Desires. And from the Scholars are those who 

busy themselves with the arabic grammar and laws of inheritance and other things. So it is incumbant 

that you know the Scholars and their Levels. 

What do we benefit from this? The Answer is, that which we benefit from this, is that you can't come 

and oppose between the statement of a Scholar who is specialized in Jarh wa Tadeel and the refutation 

of the People of Innovation. You can't come and reject the Scholar because the other Scholars remain 

quiet. Saying: But Brother Shaykh Ibn Baz didn't speak against him, Shaykh Fawzan didn't speak 

against him, Shaykh Abdul Azeez Alu-Shaykh didn't speak against so and so. 

Brother all these Scholars are Salafees and no doubt about it and they are well-known. However these 

Scholars did not turn their attention to this Fitnah and just because they are quiet doesn't mean they are 

in agreement. 

Also we have a well-known Principle. You can not attribute something to someone who has not spoken. 



And another Principle and it is that Fardul kifayah is something that which if a people undertake that 

matter the sins falls off the rest of the people. So the Scholars who have refuted the People of 

Falsehood have sufficed the other Scholars from doing so. And this is based on another Principle and 

the Salafee should remembered it. 

Which is: 

That if one Scholar clarified the mistakes of an Individual this is sufficent. 

It is not a condition that two or three or all the Scholars refute. If his Refutation is in truth, this is 

sufficient, even if all the other Scholars remain quiet. But you now say, but Brother such and such 

Scholar hasn't said anything and so and so hasn't said anything. This is just as if you are saying that 

there is a need of a group of Scholars in order to refute someone. And this statement is false. And this is 

a Khalafi Manhaj not a Salafi Manhaj, so this is one scenario, that one specialised Scholar refutes and 

the rest remain quiet....

Shaikh Muhammad ibn Abdul Wahhaab al Wasaabi (one of al Hajoori's teachers as is noted in 

his biography) was recently asked a question, the audio of which may be found here:

http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=31584

and here:

http://www.albaidha.net/vb/showthread.php?t=43769

And the transcription of which may be found here:

http://wahyain.com/forums/showthread.php?t=2999

What has been said about Shaikh Wasaabi:

Shaykh Muqbil referred to Shaykh Muhammad al-Wasaabi as the Mufti of Yemen in some of his 

lessons.

Shaykh Ahmed an-Najmi called him Al-Aalim al-Jaleel(great Scholar) in the introduction of the 

book al-Qawlul Mufeed…

(see his brief bio taken from www.salafitalk.net  here:

http://sughayyirah.wordpress.com/2010/05/13/the-living-scholar-muhammad-al-wassabee/ )

Shaikh Wasaabi was asked (this was originally posted December 24 2012):

The questioner asks: - (we ask that) Allah reward you with good



It has been spread from you – (we ask that) Allah, The Most High, preserve you – that you have 

declared Yahyaa al Hajooree a disbeliever or (word unclear) – so is this correct?  And what is your 

statement concerning him – (we ask that) Allah reward you with good?

Answer:

This is false, it is not correct. (Those from) Ahlus Sunnah don't declare the Muslims to be 

disbelievers.  This is from the (evil) deeds of the Rawaafidh (Shi'a) – those who declare the 

Muslims to be disbelievers.  Also this is what the Khawarij believe – those who declare to be a 

disbeliever the one who commits a major sin.  As for Ahlus Sunnah, then they do not declare a 

Muslim who commits a major sin to be a disbeliever. 

We have never said that (Yahya) al Hajooree is a disbeliever – refuge with Allah is sought!  We 

only said that he is an innovator, he has innovated in the religion of Allah what is not from it.  He 

has tried to make as being from the legislation things for which Allah has not sent down any 

proof.  

“And whoever establishes an evil tradition in Islam, then upon him is its burden and the burden of  

those who practice it until the Day of Judgement.  And that won't decrease anything from their  

burdens”2....

The full Arabic audio with English translation can be found here:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=orzf3XhtiQ8

(starts at 1:35)

Shaikh Abdul Azeez al Bura'ee, a student of Shaikh Muqbil and scholar in Yemen, was asked 

about what Shaikh al Wasaabi said:

Arabic audio posted here January 2, 2013:

http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=31698

Download the audio:

Http://archive.org/download/buraeiwesabi/radburaei.mp3 

Arabic text:

http://wahyain.com/forums/showthread.php?t=3004

Question: The latest speech of Shaikh Muhammad ibn Abdul Wahhaab al Wasaabee in which he 

spoke in Hadramaut about Shaikh al Hajooree?

2 A hadeeth with a similar wording is collected in Muslim.  There are other similar wordings authenticated by Shaikh 

Albanee



Answer (Shaikh Bura'ee):

I have said and I say: why weren't we asked the day when there occurred the speech (from al 

Hajooree) about the Mashaayikh of Ahlus Sunnah, but we are asked today?

Why wasn't the question put to us: what is your standpoint regarding the one who says about 

(Shaikh) Muhammad ibn Abdul Wahhaab al Wasaabee: that he is from the enemies of the 

Sunnah?!! As can be found in the treatise: al Waaqifah al Hizbiyyah Mughallafah3, and that he is 

the carrier of the flag of Shaitan?!!  This is not in the treatise.  And (it was said) it is as if he has 

studied from Abdullah bin Abee bin Sulool4!!  Why are we not asked about this?

Why weren't we asked the day the it was written about (Shaikh) Muhammad ibn Abdul 

Wahhaab al Wasaabee with the title “The Crime of Muhammad bin Abdul Wahhaab against the 

Salafee Usool”?!!

Why weren't we asked the day it was said about (Shaikh) Ubaid al Jaabiree: he is a dajjaal from 

the dajjaals!!

And it is feared for him heresy!! And that he is from the enemies to the Sunnah?!!

Why weren't we asked the day it was said about Shaikh Sawmalee: he is ignorant of the Salafee 

Dawah!!  And that he tries to mislead the people using wealth?!!

Why weren't we asked, but now we are being asked?!!

Now people know that we have the right to be asked?!!  So no one asked us.   And it is not 

necessary that we answer.  This speech that is put forward, it is the same whether it is from 

Shaikh Wasaabee or from al Hajooree and his companions.  The Scholars of Ahlus Sunnah look 

at it – whoever has evidence for his speech, they take it

Then is this from the speech of peers?  Is the speech of Shaikh Wasaabee from the speech of peers 

speaking about each other?!

No, it is not from the speech of peers speaking about each other.  Nor is the speech of Shaikh 

Ubaid, nor the speech of Shaikh Rabee', nor the speech of (Shaikh) Muhammad ibn Haadee. It is 

not from the speech of peers.  The speech of peers comes from a khusoomah5 (dispute) or 

3 Written by Muhammad al 'Amoodee and read in front of Yahya al Hajooree – seeking his permission to publish it.  In it 

he says that Shaikh al Wasaabee and Shaikh al Jaabiree are enemies of the Sunnah.  See here: 

http://wahyain.com/forums/showthread.php?t=1648 

4 One of the heads of the Hypocrites in the time of the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – see here: 

http://www.binbaz.org.sa/mat/78 

5  Hearing both sides of the story is used for disputes ( خصومة ) 

http://www.salafitalk.net/st/viewmessages.cfm?Forum=6&Topic=814

Shaykh (Rabee) answered that this is only applied in a dispute between two parties (khusoomah), for 

example if someone comes and says, “So-and-So owes me money” and the likes. But as for when a 

scholar comes and rules on a person then we must accept it as this is the acceptance of the trustworthy 

one (thiqah). And it is obligatory to accept the narration of the trustworthy one. For example, he 



problems between them...

...So this is not from that type.  This is from al Jarh (criticizing).  The one who said this intends by 

it criticism.  This is accomplished by looking at the evidence.  As it is said: So-and-so declared 

him trustworthy, and So-and-so declared him weak.  So the Scholars look to see if there is 

evidence, or if there is no evidence. 

The speech of peers is what comes from quarreling between them.  Quarreling and disputing in 

matters of the dunya or proximity. Or it means differences in methodologies.  This one is a 

Shee'ee, this one is a Naasibee, this one is a Khaarijee, this one is a Murji'ee

As for saying that this means all speech unrestrictedly, then no.  This is not from the speech of 

(disputing) peers.  This is only speech where the speaker intends by it – while he is very composed 

– clarification of the affair.  And this is looked into, meaning, what is intended by the speech.  If 

what he says is established with evidences, then it is accepted from him.  If what he says is not 

established with evidences, then it is not accepted.  Like what happens when an Imaam from the 

Imaams declares a person to be weak.  If the Scholars find evidences for that (they accept his 

statement).  But if not (i.e. if they don't find evidences), that declaration of weakness perishes.  I 

say this, and we are recording it, due to the abundance of questions mentioned to us.  And we ask 

Allah for success and guidance and that he unites the word of Ahlus Sunnah.  And all the praise 

belongs only to Allah, the Lord of the universe and all that exists.

(end of his speech)

Shaikh al Wasaabi says that the actions of al Hajoori and his followers do not represent Islam, 

the Sunnah, or the Salafi manhaj – Arabic audio with English translation:

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GbhX7YuXpsY

(starts at about 2:00)

Shaikh Muhammad bin Haadee al Madkhalee on the website al-oloom (Arabic audio with 

English translation):

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Fs3IqZJjReg 

(starts about 1:34)

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee, a student of the scholars (such as Shaikh Abdul Muhsin al 

Abbaad, Shaikh Ubaid al Jaabiree, Shaikh Muhammad ibn Haadee al Madkhalee) who also gives 

lectures on miraath.net, wrote (approximately three years ago) a small treatise detailing and 

refuting some of the errors of al Hajooree.  Shaikh Ubaid al Jaabiree wrote an introduction for it.

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee was recently asked (the audio was posted Jan. 23 2013) about 

the permissibility of going to Dammaaj to study under Yahya al Hajooree and do any of the 

scholars warn from studying with him.  

mentioned that if Shaykh Al-Albaanee, Shaykh Ibn Baaz, or Shaykh Ibn ‘Uthaymeen ruled upon a 

person that he was a liar, then this is accepted from them, and it is not from the manhaj of the Salaf to 

bring the liar to hear his side of the story. So it was with the likes of Yahyaa ibn Ma’een, and rather the 

Deen of Islaam is built upon this



Download the audio:

http://www.albaidha.net/vb/attachment.php?attachmentid=3118&d=1358971113

(from: http://www.albaidha.net/vb/showthread.php?p=164881  )

He replied:

What would you study from him?  You would study from him abusing the scholars. He abuses the 

scholars and degrades them.  Other than that he abuses the Sahaabah.  And he has other corruptive 

principles.

Don't study with him

Then he mentioned that from the Scholars who have warned against him and from studying with him 

are:

Shaikh Ubaid al Jaabiree 

(http://sughayyirah.wordpress.com/2010/08/12/shaikh-saalih-suhaymee-on-shaikh-ubayd-al-jaabiree/ )

Shaikh Muhammad al Wasaabee

Shaikh Abdullah Bukhari 

(http://sughayyirah.wordpress.com/2010/07/04/the-living-scholar-abdullah-bukhari/ )

As well as dozens of the scholars in Yemen like Shaikh Ali Hudhaifi (al Yamanee, al 'Adanee – his 

articles and lectures are posted on the well known Salafee sites like ar.miraath.net, ajurry.com, 

sahab.net, albaidha.net etc) and Shaikh Abdul Ghafoor (who is recommended to benefit from by Shaikh 

Mustafaa Mabram: http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=30613 )

Then Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee mentioned some of his mistakes that he had mentioned before in 

the treatise “al Bayaan al Fawree...”.  I translated some of al Bayaan al Fawree since Shaikh 

Muhammadee mentions references in it.

Here are some of the points Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee brought.  I did not translate the entire 

treatise (al Bayaan al Fawree), I translated some excerpts from it (Umm Muhammad Zawjatu Abdul 

Malik).

Download the Arabic treatise al Bayaan al Fawree bil Kashf an Fasaad Usool wa Qawaaid Yahyaa al 

Hajooree” (The Immediate Elucidation Uncovering the Corrupt Fundamentals and  Principles of 

Yahyaa al Hajooree) here: http://archive.org/details/albayaan_alfowree 

  What follows is some of what Shaikh Ubaid said in his introduction to “Al Bayaan al Fawree”:

“….Amma ba'd... I was shown the treatise entitled “al Bayaan al Fawree bil Kashf an Fasaad 

Usool wa Qawaaid Yahyaa al Hajooree” (The Immediate Elucidationn Uncovering the Corrupt 

Fundamentals and  Principles of Yahyaa al Hajooree) which contains 14 points collected by our 

brother, our companion, our student, Shaikh Arafaat bin Hasan bin Ja'far al Muhammadee.  So I 

found this treatise to be beautiful and quite sufficient.  In it the author – (we ask that) Allah 

thank him -  did two things:



Firstly, he collected these corrupt usool and principles, authenticated from (their) references, that 

the just individual cannot reject, and there is no defamation in it (the treatise).  Because they are 

from al Hajooree's own books, or recordings with his voice, or (things) recited in his hearing, or 

in authored works shown and presented to him.

Secondly: He follows every point with (evidences) which show definitively that it opposes the way 

of the Believers, the righteous callers, the verifying scholars, and the advising Imaams. 

The one who looks at these usool, several things will become apparent to him.  From them:

Firstly: His transgression regarding the status of the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – with 

what no Scholar of the Sunnah has preceeded him in, and that is his describing him (the Prophet) 

as having made a mistake in the means of giving dawah - see the first point.

Secondly: His lack of differentiation when quoting - between what was (his) recounting (of it) and 

what was originally said.  From that is his statement: “Ahlus Sunnah is the closest of the groups 

to the truth.”

And he attributed (that statement) to Shaikhul Islam Ibn Taymiyyah and others – from them 

Shaikh Saalih Fawzaan, and his Shaikh, Shaikh Muqbil al Waadi'ee.  And he has indeed lied 

upon them all. See point number 7.

Thirdly: He chops up the texts so that they appear to say whatever he wants - see what is after 

point number 14.

And there are other matters which I left off mentioning to keep it short for the reader.  I conclude 

this speech with warning from this man who has shown with convincing proofs and clear 

evidences the corruption of his usool and principles.

Just like I warn from going to the Markaz of Dammaaj until it returns to what Shaikh Muqbil – 

rahimahullah – founded it upon – from establishing the rulings and call to Allah upon the Book 

and the Sunnah according to the way of the Righteous Predecessors (Salafus Saalih)....”

(Translator's Note: Henceforth, quotes from al Hajooree will be in red, quotes from the student Shaikh 

Arafaat al Muhammadee will be in blue, and quotes from the scholars – past and present – will be in 

green)

Point Number One:

Al Hajooree's ruling that the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – erred in some of his 

actions and that he erred in the means of giving dawah  

The quote of Yahya al Hajooree on page 7 of al Bayaan al Fawree (in which he claims that the Prophet 

– sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – erred in the means of giving dawah) can be listened to here: 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xBMNcMkIyKE 

Yahya al Hajooree's own speech comes after some of his statements were presented to Shaikh Fawzaan 

who refuted them ( all of this is translated)



Yahyaa al Hajooree was asked (al Kanz ath-Thameen 4/516):

 “Are the means of giving dawah tawqeefiyyah (only established through evidence from the Book and 

the Sunnah6 ) or ijtihaadiyyah (made through deductive reasoning)?”

He replied:  “They are tawqeefiyyah, because calling (ad-dawah) is from worship and worship is 

tawqeefiyyah”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee draws the readers attention to the fact that al Hajooree says that the 

Messenger of Allah – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – erred in the means of giving dawah and his Lord 

corrected him, so this means that according to al Hajooree he erred in a matter that was tawqeef and 

revelation from Allah The Most High.

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee brought this quote from Shaikh Bin Baz:

إن النبي يخطئ فهذا قول باطل: فقول من قال

“So the statement of the one who says that the Prophet erred, then this is a false statement”7

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said: 

“So this statement that he (the Prophet) erred in what is revelation and tawqeef is a tremendous crime! 

And a clear slander which contradicts the consensus of the ummah that the Imaams of Islam and the 

general people of the past and present have transmitted which is that the Prophets are protected from 

making mistakes in what they inform about from the revelation of Allah, The Most High....”

Arafaat al Muhammadee says about Yahya al Hajooree's statement:

“I take back this 'usloob' (method, manner) and I seek Allah's forgiveness to cut off the fitnah that some 

people seek from it”

“So al Hajooree continues to think that he has not made an error regarding the Prophetic status! And 

this recanting is only to cut off the fitnah that some people seek!  By Allah, truly the speech of al 

Hajooree is fitnah.  So I advise him to rush to repent to his Lord, Creator, and Maula (Supporter, 

Guardian, Protector).  Repent O Yahyaa from this repulsive speech regarding our honorable Prophet 

Muhammad – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam...”

Point Number Two:

The statement of al Hajooree in his refutation “ar-Radd alaa Juhaallaat az-Zi'aabee” as is on his 

website:

“The revelation is from the Lord of the universe.  So from it is the Quran – all of it is revelation. 

And from it is the Sunnah – most of it is revelation” 

6 see p.5 here: http://www.spubs.com/sps/downloads/pdf/TAW010011.pdf

7 http://www.binbaz.org.sa/mat/293   



Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say, Allah, The Most High, said (translated): 'Say (O Muhammad – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam): 

“I only follow what is revealed to me from my Lord”' (7:203)

“And He – Free is He from all deficiencies and defects – said (translated):

'Nor does he speak of his own desire.  It is only revelation revealed' (53:3-4)

“And in the two Saheeh's (the Prophet) – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – said: 'What I have been given 

is only revelation which Allah has revealed to me...'...

Shaikhul Islam said in 'al-Asbahaaniyah' p.727:

“What is known is that what was spoken in the houses of the wives of the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe 

wa sallam – was either Quran or what he said which was not the Quran.  And that is the Hikmah – and 

(the Hikmah) it is the Sunnah.  So it is established that this is from what Allah sent down and 

commanded to be said.”

 Shaikh ul Islam said in Majmoo' al Fataawaa (7/40):

“And as for the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – then the revelation of the Quran was sent 

down to him, and another revelation (was also sent down) – and it is the “Hikmah” as he – sallallahu 

alayhe wa sallam – said: 'I was indeed given the Book and its like (the Sunnah) along with it'.   And 

Hasaan bin 'Atiyah said: 'Jibreel would descend to the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – with the 

Sunnah and teach it to him just like he would teach him the Qur'an'”

And our Shaikh, Abdul Muhsin al Abbaad, said in his explanation of Sunan Abu Dawood hadeeth 

2781:

“The Sunnah is revelation from Allah – Lofty and Exalted is He.  Allah revealed it to His Prophet – 

alayhe as-salaatu was-salaam.  So it is like the Quran, all of it is revelation from Allah”

He also said:

“So everything the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – brought from the Quran and Sunnah is from 

Allah – Lofty and Exalted is He”

Point Number Three:

His reading and giving permission to spread the treatise written by one of his students (Mulhiq al 

Minthaar ma'a al Bayaan Lamaa badharahu ash Shaikh Abdur Rahman al Adanee fee Damaaj 

min Adraar) in which the author says that the statement of the Messenger of Allah is not accepted 

except with a proof or an acceptable evidence.

He (the author of the treatise) said on page 3:

“From Saheeh Muslim

'Rafi' b. Khadij reported that Allaah's Messenger (sallAllaahu alayhi wa sallam) came to Medina 



and the people had been grafting the trees. He said: What are you doing? They said: We are grafting 

them, whereupon he said: It may perhaps be good for you if you do not do that, so they abandoned 

this practice (and the date-palms) began to yield less fruit. They made a mention of it (to the 

Prophet), whereupon he said: I am a human being, so when I command you about a thing 

pertaining to religion, do accept it, and when I command you about a thing out of my personal  

opinion, keep it in mind that I am a human being.'8

“So this is the Messenger of Allah – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam; so whoever is other than him, his 

statement is not accepted except with a proof or an acceptable evidence....”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“...Look at the hideousness of his statement: '...his statement is not accepted except with a proof!! or  an 

acceptable evidence!!'

“It is hidden from him that what this hadeeth is used to prove is only regarding the matters of the 

dunya. people are more knowledgeable about their dunya affairs – how to graft date-palms, how to 

grow them, how to sow (seeds), and how to reap (crops).  This type has no connection to legislation. 

As for what the Prophets inform about from Allah – He is the Most High and Free from all deficiencies 

and defects – then they are protected (by Allah) from making mistakes in that.”

He brings some statements from the scholars regarding the statement of the Prophet (translated): “You 

are more knowledgeable about the your worldly matters”9 - this is part of the statement of Ibnul 

Qayyim from Miftaah Daarus-Sa'aadah (267/2):

“What the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – informed about is of two types:

One of them is when he informs of something from the revelation.  So this information matches the one 

who informs of it from all angles, inside and out, and it is flawless information

The second: what he informed of from his speculation with regards to the worldly affairs which they 

were more knowledgeable about than him, so this is not at the same level as the first type...”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“And the Shaikh, Allaamah, Muhammad bin Saalih al Uthaymeen – rahimahullah – said in an open 

door meeting:

'So the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – said: ' You are more knowledgeable about the your  

worldly matters', in the field of agriculture and in the field of vocation/occupation.  If a carpenter came 

and said: 'How does one make a door?' would he know better or the Messenger?  Is the carpenter who 

is skilled at building more knowledgeable about how to build the door, or the Prophet – sallallahu 

8 Translation of this hadeeth taken from: http://www.spubs.com/sps/smm/ This is in Muslim, Chapter of al Fadaa'il (Book 

of Virtuous Qualities (of the Prophet and the Companions)), subchapter: IT IS OBLIGATORY TO FOLLOW THE 

PROPHET (SALLALLAAHU ALAYHI WA SALLAM) IN ALL MATTERS PERTAINING TO RELIGION, 

BUT ONE IS FREE TO ACT ON ONE'S OWN OPINION IN MATTERS WHICH PERTAIN TO TECHNICAL 

SKILL 

9 أَْنُتْم أَْعلَُم بِأُُمْوِر ُدْنَياُكمْ 



alayhe wa sallam?  The answer: the carpenter.  Because the Messenger spoke about this regarding an 

agricultural matter.  When he came to Madinah he found them climbing the male date-palm tree and 

taking the pollen, then climbing the female date-palm tree and grafting it.  So how tired does this make 

a person?  Four times – climbing the male, descending from it, climbing the female, descending from it 

– four times – takes a lot of effort and time.  So he said to them: ' It may perhaps be good for you if you 

do not do that' because the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – wanted the man to be prudent, 

and not to waste even one second of his life except doing something beneficial.  So he thought that 

there was no benefit in this matter because he hadn't lived in the land of farming and date-palms. 

Where did he live?  He lived in Makkah, in a land that didn't have crops.  He didn't know anything 

about this.  So they left the date-palms and didn't graft them and they were ruined.  And the dates that 

came from them were ruined.10  So they came to the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – and 

said: 'O Messenger of Allah! The date-palms are ruined.'  So he said to them: 'You are more 

knowledgeable about the your worldly matters.' Meaning: you are more knowledgeable about vocations 

and professions, but not with regards to the halaal and the haraam.” 

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say: The Salafus Saalih (Righteous Predecessors) held tightly to the Sunnah of the Messenger – 

sallallahu alayhe wa sallam, and held tightly to the Noble Quran.  All (of the Quran and Sunnah) is 

revelation, and is obligatory to follow.  And none of them said: 'Most of the Sunnah is revelation.'  And 

none of them said: 'The statement of the Messenger is not accepted except with a proof! Or an 

acceptable evidence!!'

“I say: these (first) three points are:

1.Accusing the Prophet (sallallahu alayhe wa sallam) or erring in the means of giving dawah which are 

tawqeefiyyah.

2.The ruling that most of the Sunnah is revelation.

3.The statement that his statement (sallallahu alayhe wa sallam) is not accepted except with a proof or 

an acceptable evidence.”

Then Shaikh al Muhammadee mentions Shaikh Fawzaan's response to these three statements which can 

be listened to and read (with translation) here: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xBMNcMkIyKE

(Shaikh Fawzaan's speech ends at 1:16.  After that is the statement of Yahyaa al Hajooree mentioned on 

page 7 in al Bayaan al Fawree...)

Point Number Four:

His accusing the Sahaabah of Irjaa' and no taubah for this is known of from him

From the tape: Tabyeen al Kadhib al Mayn...

10 See Lisanul Arab for a more specific definition of شيص



The questioner says (regarding al Hajooree's speech concerning the Companions of the Prophet – 

sallallahu alayhe wa sallam):

“The appearance of Irjaa was in the Companions of the Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – the first 

one whom Irjaa is spoken of is Uthmaan bin Ma'thoon when he drank the alcohol – and this statement 

is attributed to Ibn Taymiyyah?”

Al Hajooree mentioned in reply that he gave the references at the time he mentioned the statement the 

questioner was asking about and that it was ascribed to Ibn Taymiyyah and Ibn Abee al Izz.  

Part of Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee's reply: 

 “And this is a lie against Shaikhul Islam – rahimahullah – we looked in the section and page that he 

referenced and and didn't find that he mentioned anything about it.  Even if he did say it, it was refuted. 

But he didn't say it – rahimahullah – and Allah forbid – that he be besmeared with this false 

accusation.regarding the truth of the Companions of the Messenger – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam.

And Shaikhul Islam- rahimahullah – said in Majmoo al Fataawaa (27/389-390):

'And there wasn't among them – meaning the Companions – anyone from the known groups of 

innovation like the Khawaarij, Rawaafidh, Qadriyyah, Murji'ah, and Jahmiyya.  Rather, these groups 

only appeared amongst those after them.'

And he said in an-Nabawaat (2/577):

'And the Murji'ah innovated with regards to Imaan.  And the established narrations from the 

Companions oppose them.  And they said that Imaan increases and decreases as has been established 

from the Companions.'...

Point Number Five:

Al Hajooree's falling into a statement from the statements of the Qadariyyah and Mu'tazillah, 

which is from their fundamental principles – that the one who searches for the truth, making 

every effort, then he must find it.  So al Hajooree agreed with this.

He said in his explanation of al Aqeedatul Waasitiyyah (142):

'What occurred with the people of desires from confusion, it is due to their failure to search for the truth 

and arrive at it.  Whoever searches for the truth will find it.'

Shaikh Arafat al Muhammadee said:

 “Whoever searches for the truth, he may find it or he may not find it.  The success is from Allah the 

Most High, He guides whom He wills, and He misguides whom He wills....



“(Shaikhul Islam Ibn Taymiyyah) said in Manhaajus Sunnah an-Nabawiyyah (5/111):

'So the Mujtahid who is seeking proof, whether an Imaam, Judge, Scholar, Investigator, Debater, Mufti, 

or other than them when he strives hard and seeks the proof, fearing Allah as much as he is able – this 

is the one Allah has entrusted it to – and he is obedient to Allah, he deserves the reward when he fears 

Him as much as he is able.  And Allah will not punish him at all – in contradiction to (the belief of) the 

Jahmiyyah, Mujbirah.11 And he is museeb (upon what is correct) – meaning that he is obedient to Allah. 

But he may know the truth about the essence of the matter, or he may not know it – in contradiction to 

the Qadariyyah and Mu'tazilah in their statement that whoever expends every effort (searching for the 

truth) will know the truth.  For this is indeed false, as has preceeded.  Rather, whoever expends every 

effort (searching for the truth) deserves a reward.”

Point Number Six:

Al Hajooree's declaration to be good a verse from (Aqeedatus) Safaareeniyyah which is from the 

madh-hab of the Ash'arees, in which (the author of as Safaareeniyyah) says it is permissible for 

Allah to punish (His) servants when there is no sin (committed)

Al Hajooree said in his explanation of al Aqeedatus Safaareeniyyah (p.152)

“His statement:

And it is permissible for the Maula (Protector, Guardian – meaning the Creator) to punish the 

creation

When there is no sin (committed) nor crime

What is better than this verse is the statement of...”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee  said:

“This verse is a false verse.  It is from the madh-hab of the Ash'arees and Jahmiyyah.  And truly the 

Imams of the dawah have criticized this verse in their commentaries in explanation of as 

Safaareeniyyah.  So how is this hidden from al Hajooree?  

Look at the commentary in the footnote of al Anwaar alBahiyyah (1/322), look at the comment of 

(Shaikh) Abdur Rahman bin Qaasim regarding as Safaareeniyyah (53), look at the explanations of 

(Shaikh) Uthaymeen and (Shaikh) Fawzaan for as Safaareeniyyah.

“So al Hajooree's statement: 'What is better than this verse...'

“So the word: “better” is of this type (comparative/superlative) because other than it is good if this is 

better...

“Ahlus Sunnah say: '...Truly Allah doesn't punish anyone who has not committed a sin.  Not out of 

incapability – Exalted and Lofty is He – rather out of justice, wisdom, and mercy as the texts of the 

Book and the Sunnah have born witness to, showing (His) generosity to the obedient ones....' - From 

11 See the definition for Jabaree here: http://www.fatwaislam.com/fis/index.cfm?scn=fd&ID=1357 



the speech of Abu Bateen in the Footnote of Lawaamee al Anwaar

What is odd is the the followers of al Hajooree on their site al oloom defend their Shaikh with glaring 

ignorance.  If only they had accepted the clear proofs. 

“And they have added to what their Shaikh said by recounting the hadeeth “If Allah were to punish 

the inhabitants of the heavens and earth...”12 without understanding its meaning.

Shaikh Saalih Fawzaan – (we ask that) Allah preserve him – said in his explanation of as 

Safaareeniyyah (p.122):

“As for what has come in the hadeeth, 'If Allah were to punish the inhabitants of the heavens and 

earth...', this means that if Allah were to call you to account for His favors which He has bestowed 

upon you, and He were to take into account your good deeds, how would your good deeds compare to 

the favors which Allah has bestowed upon you?  It doesn't equal anything to it...

“...For indeed it is not befitting that He bestow favors on the disbeliever and punish the believer.  It is 

not befitting to His Wisdom – He is The Most High and Free from all deficiencies and defects – nor His 

Mercy.  And the proofs have come in the Book and the Sunnah regarding the fact that He has prepared 

for those believers who have taqwa gardens (in Paradise).  And He has prepared for the disbelievers the 

fire.  This is what has come in the Book and the Sunnah.  So how can you say that He can punish the 

creation without the commission of any sin or crime ?” From Shaikh Fawzaan's explanation of as 

Safaareeniyah (p.121)

Shaikhul Islam – rahimahullah – said in al Fataawaa al Kubraa (1/75):

“And the hadeeth in the Sunan: 'If Allah were to punish the inhabitants of the heavens and earth, He 

would punish them without wronging them. And if He were to bestow Mercy upon them, His Mercy  

would be greater than their deeds' shows that the punishment, if it occurs, occurs because of their 

deserving it, not that it occurs when a sin has not been committed.  And this shows that from the 

rejected oppression is punishing the one who didn't commit a sin.”

In summary, al Hajooree declared to be good a verse from as Safaareeniyyah and used as a proof the 

proofs that the Ash'arees use.  And he affirms the verse that comes after it in which the author of the 

text says:

So everything from Him, The Most High, is beautiful

Because He cannot be asked about His actions

So al Hajooree affirmed this false understanding in his explanation of as Safaareeniyah (p.154) after 

12  إن � لو عذب أھل سماواته وأھل أرضه لعذبھم وھو غير ظالم لھم ولو رحمھم لكانت رحمته لھم خيرا من أعمالھم
Truly if Allah were to punish the inhabitants of the heavens and earth, He would punish them without wronging them. And 

if He were to bestow Mercy upon them, His Mercy would be greater than their deeds.



this explanation (i.e. the verse just mentioned) by the author (when al Hajooree said):

“That means that everything from Allah is beautiful, because He cannot be asked as to what He does...”

“The Allaamah Ibn Uthaymeen – rahimahullah – said in his explanation of as Safaareeniyyah (340 – 

341):

'So verily, punishing the obedient one is not beautiful.  So this explanation (in verse 66 of as 

Safaareeniyyah) does not apply to it (the previous verse – 65)'

“And he – rahimahullah – said (p.342):

'Because if it is said: “Every action from the actions of Allah is beautiful”, we say: There is nothing 

beautiful about punishing the obedient one.  And if it is said: “He cannot be asked about His actions”, 

we say: This is regarding not giving the necessary cause for the reward or punishment'

“And Shaikh Uthaymeen – rahimahullah – said in the explanation of as Safaareeniyyah (p.340):

'So he (the author) explained that (the previous verse, verse 65) in two ways:

The first explanation: Everything from Allah is beautiful

The second explanation: that Allah cannot be asked about His actions.  As Allah, The Most High said 

(translated): 

“He cannot be questioned as to what He does, while they will be questioned.”13 (21:23)

But this statement (verse 65) and the explanation of this statement are both false.  And we don't say: 

“weak”.  Rather, we say: “Indeed it is false”.  Because it contradicts the clear text of the Book of Allah.'

“And the statement of al Hajooree in explanation of as Safaareeniyah p.153: 

'So Allah – He is The Most High and Free from all deficiencies and defects – has freed Himself from 

punishing one who doesn't deserve punishment, and the proofs for that are many...'

“Then he mentioned a sentence from the text.

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say: Whoever thinks that this speech supports al Hajooree, then he is ignorant and doesn't know the 

area of differing between us and between the Ash'arees.  Because this speech (that al Hajooree said), 

the Ash'arees say.  Truly, the area of differing between us and them (the Ash'arees) is in the 

“possibility/permissibility” (i.e. Ahlus Sunnah says it is not possible that Allah would punish the 

obedient ones) and not in the “occurence” (the Ash'arees agree that Allah does not punish the obedient 

ones, but say it is possible/permissible for Him to)

“Shaikhul Islam Ibn Taymiyyah – rahimahullah – said in Manhaajus Sunnah (3/90): 

'So indeed the differing is in the “possibility” not in the “occurrence”'

13 Translation of the verse taken from www.qurancomplex.com 



“And what is the meaning of the statement of al Hajooree: 'And what is better than it'!  If al Hajooree 

fully grasped the area of differing between us and the Ash'arees he would have said:

'This is false, it follows the way of the Ash'arees'

And he supported that (his statements) by using as a proof a verse that none uses in this way as a proof 

except the Ash'arees

Then he made matters worse when he agreed with the author in his statement:

So everything from Him, The Most High, is beautiful

Because He cannot be asked about His actions

So he said:

“That means that everything from Allah is beautiful, because He cannot be asked as to what He does...”

in contradiction to Shaikh Ibn Uthaymeen who fully grasped the area of differing (between Ahlus 

Sunnah and the Ash'arees) so he rejected this completely as did those Imams of the Da'wah before him 

– as can be seen in their commentaries on as Safaareeniyyah – (we ask that) Allah bestow His Mercy 

upon all of them.

Point Number Seven:

His claim that Ahlus Sunnah are the closest of the groups to the truth

“Al Hajooree said in his tape: Tabyeen al Kadhib al Mayn

'And this man says that we say “the closest of the groups to the truth”.  This is not just what we say. 

This is the statement of our Shaikh, and it is known from him...'

“And al Hajooree authored a treatise in which he claimed he was refuting our Shaikh Ubaid al Jaabiree 

– hafithahullah – but he was trying to refute (in reality) all of Ahlus Sunnah and their truthful 

methodology and (the name of the treatise) is:

'The kindness of Allah to the creation against the recklessness of Shaikh Ubaid and his allegation of 

serious crimes against the one who says: “Ahlus Sunnah are the closest of the groups to the truth”'

“Shaikhul Islam said in Manhaaj as Sunnah an Nabawiyyah (4/313):

'So whoever treads the path of Ahlus Sunnah, his speech becomes upright, and he is from Ahlul Haqq 

and (from the People of ) uprightness and fairness.  Whoever doesn't (tread the path of Ahlus Sunnah) 

traverses in ignorance, lying, and opposition as is the case of these misguided ones.'

“And Shaikhul Islam – rahimahullah – said in Majmoo' al Fataawaa (6/598):



'And Abu Muhammad bin Qutaibah in the first book of Mukhtalif al Hadeeth, when he mentioned 

Ahlul Hadeeth and its Imaams and Ahlul Kalaam (the people of rhetoric/philosophy) and its Imaams, 

he mentioned their Imaams after these.  And he described their statements and actions.  And he 

described the Imaams of these, their statements, and actions, in a way that made clear to everyone: 

that Ahlul Hadeeth are Ahlul Haqq (the People of Truth) and (the People of) Guidance.  And that other 

than them have misguidance, ignorance, speech devoid of benefit, and falsehood'....

“Shaikh Fawzaan – hafithahullah - was asked the following question:

'The questioner asks: “Noble Shaikh, (we ask that) Allah grant you success, is it correct that it is said 

about Ahlus Sunnah: 'Indeed they are the closest of the groups to the truth'?”'

The answer: “They are Ahlul Haqq.  It is not said: 'closest'.  It is said: 'They are Ahlul Haqq'.  'The 

closest' – this is the one that has misguidance with it or something from misguidance so it is said 

'closest'.  As for Ahlus Sunnah, they don't have with them – and to Allah alone is due all the praise – 

any misguidance, so they are Ahlul Haqq”

From a lesson from the book Akhsarul Mukhtasiraat

“So it has become apparent that al Hajooree has lied on Shaikhul Islam and Shaikh Saalih Fawzaan...

“And the noble Shaikh and Allaamah Zaid al Madkhalee – hafithahullah – was asked:

“(we ask that) Allah is good to you.  The Questioner says: 'What do you say about the statement: 

“Ahlus Sunnah are the closest of the groups to the truth” is this correct or false?'”

The Shaikh answered: “No, it is not correct.. Ahlus Sunnah are Ahlul Haqq, although they are not 

protected from falling into error or opposition which doesn't expel them from the path of the Believers. 

And the follower of the Sunnah, when he errs, he returns to the truth, leaves the error, and asks Allah to 

forgive his sin.  As for being protected (from making mistakes in the religion), then this is for the noble 

Messengers and honorable Prophets, it is not for anyone other than them.  So this expression is not 

correct.  Ahlus Sunnah are - it is not said  'closest” - it is said – are the People of the Truth and the 

Sunnah.  And this doesn't necessitate that they don't make mistakes or fall into error either ignorantly or 

purposefully, but this doesn't expel them from being Ahlus Sunnah”

Shaikh Abdullah Bukhari – hafithahullah – said (in a recorded audio):

“An expression like this which has reached us from the brother Yahyaa, I heard it myself: 'Ahlus 

Sunnah are the closest of the groups to the truth' – this speech is the utmost in falsehood, clearly false”

Listen to the statements of Shaikh Fawzaan (0 - :33), Shaikh Zaid al Madkhalee (0:35 – 7:18), Shaikh 

Ubaid al Jaabiree (7:20 – 8:27) , and Shaikh Abdullah Bukhari here (8:30 – 10:00): 

http://k007.kiwi6.com/hotlink/cz1woyhhip/statements_of_the_scholars_on_the_statement_ahlus_sunna

h_aqrabu_attawaaif_ilaa_al_haqq.mp3 

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:



“And indeed I asked our Shaikh, Allaamah Rabee al Madkhalee and our Shaikh Muhammad al 

Madkhalee and both of them – hafithahumallah – supported our Shaikh Ubaid in his declaring this 

statement to be false.

“The Scholar of hadeeth, Shaikh Muqbil bin Haadee al Waadi'ee – rahimahullah – said in Riyadhul 

Jannah (23):

“And the closest of the people for whom these characteristics apply are Ahlul Hadeeth.  And more that 

one from the People of Knowledge has said: Indeed the intention behind what Bukhari and Muslim 

collected in their Saheehs from the hadeeth of Mu'awiyyah and al Mugheerah bin Shu'bah from the 

Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam - 'There will always be a group from this ummah which 

establishes the command of Allah – those who oppose them will not harm them – until the command of 

Allah comes.'   More than one of the People of Knowledge has said: 'Verily, what is meant by them 

(the group) is Ahlul Hadeeth because they do not have bigoted partisanship for any madh-hab. 

They only have partisanship for the truth.  And it is not appropriate to restrict this to the 

scholars of hadeeth (only).  So a righteous man who follows the truth is from the saved sect, even 

if he is not a hadeeth scholar.  However, Ahlul Hadeeth will enter (Paradise) first.”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“So this is clear speech from Shaikh Muqbil – rahimahullah – that a righteous man who follows the 

truth is from the saved sect, and he is not 'closest'!

“And al Hajooree chopped up this speech (of Shaikh Muqbil) with a repulsive mutilation in order to get 

it to agree with what he wanted....

“And in the book al Kanz ath Thameen by al Hajooree (5/41) he says:

'So we don't accept that al Ikhwaanul Muslimoon are from Ahlus Sunnah, nor are Jamaa'atut Tableegh 

from Ahlus Sunnah, and they are closer than some of the groups...'

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say: So al Hajooree has made al Ikhwaanul Muslimeen and at Tableegh closer than some of the 

groups while acknowledging their misguidance!...

Point Number Eight:

His claim that Iblees, Fir'awn, and the polytheists (mushrikoon) called to the tawheed of lordship

“Al Hajooree said in his tape 'Tabyeen al Kadhib al Mayn':

'Indeed Fir'awn called to the tawheed of lordship...and the polytheists....And the author of Fat'hul 

Majeed said this, and all of Ahlus Sunnah said it – Indeed the polytheists called to tawheed of lordship 

even though they were ignorant of it.  The proofs that they used to call to tawheed of lordship are many' 

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I don't have a comment on this.  Simply recounting this speech is sufficient in lowering it.  So al 

Hajooree and his followers have made the People of Knowledge to traverse upon the path of shaytaan, 

Fir'awn, Haamaan, Abee ibn Khalf, Abdullah ibn Sulool, and many from the soothsayers...So how 



strange that this confused one makes Fir'awn from the callers to tawheed and therefore rules that the 

Salafees are on the path of Fir'awn, the Hypocrites, and many of the soothsayers!”

Point Number Nine:

Saying that the Mujmal (speech) is carried to the Mufassal (speech)

[ Translator's Note: please read the following quote of a student from: 

http://www.salafitalk.net/st/viewmessages.cfm?Forum=23&Topic=100 

“The correct understanding of this principle is that the mujmal is that whose meaning is unclear, which 

can carry two or more meanings, and which may admit to what is true and false, however its meaning 

is ambiguous. Thus, reference is made to speech which is specific, and which explains it. 

However, what al-Ma'ribee intends is that when you have a statement which is clear, outright 

falsehood, and in which there is no doubt, then you start go and looking for other statements in order to 

defend what this person fell into of statements of misguidance, or error, or innovation, and then claim 

that this is from the angle of mujmal and mufassal.” ]

“Al Hajooree said as is in his book 'The Valuable Treasure  in Answering Questions from the Students 

of Knowledge and Visitors' (al Kanz ath Thameen...) (4/461):

'Question: is the Mujmal speech of a scholar carried to his Mufassal speech?

Answer: If the origin of that Scholar is the Sunnah and defending it, and there occurs from him speech 

in some places which contradicts what he believes, so this speech that he said which contradicts his 

clear, correct beliefs, then it is referred back to his correct beliefs...'

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“What suffices us regarding this is what our Shaikh, the Allaamah, Rabee al Madkhalee – hafithahullah 

– wrote.  What suffices us is his statement in 'Tanbeeh Abul Hasan...' in al Majmoo' (43):

'Whoever makes a mistake speech or action, it is said to him, 'You have made a mistake' and it is not 

said: 'The Mujmal is carried to the Mufassal.'  And he may be reprimanded according to the danger and 

harm of his statement.  He may be lashed, he may be killed, he may be rebuked, he may be declared a 

disbeliever, he may be declared an innovator.  If we took this as a manhaj – carrying the Mujmal to the 

Mufassal...the religion of Allah would be lost, and the rights of the servants would be lost.  The deen of 

Allah is based upon protecting the benefits and repelling the harms.'

Point Number Ten

His lack of differentiation between the innovator who calls to his innovation and other than the 

caller (to innovation) (which is) in line with the Haddaadees14

14 Translator's Note: an extremist group. See: http://www.salafitalk.net/st/viewmessages.cfm?Forum=25&Topic=11190 



Al Hajooree said (in an audio):

“Dividing (innovators into) innovators who call and innovators who don't call is false...So this division 

is false and there is no proof for it.  There is no proof for it and it is not known.”

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“Shaikhul Islam Ibn Taymiyyah – rahimahullah – said in al Majmoo' (28/205)

'And this is the reality of the statement of the one from the Salaf and the Imaams who said: 'Indeed the 

caller to bid'a – his witness is not accepted, he is not prayed behind, knowledge is not take from him, 

and he is not married.'  So this is the punishment for them until they stop.  Thus, they differentiated 

between the Caller (to innovation) and the one who is not a caller.  Because the Caller manifests evil 

actions, so he deserves the punishment, as opposed to the one who hides (his bidah).'

“And our Shaikh, the Allaamah Rabee said in 'al Majmoo' al Waadih fee Radd Manhaj wa Usool Faalih' 

p.53:

'Connection to innovation is not unrestricted with the Salaf and its Imaams.  Rather, they differentiated 

between the Caller and the one who is not a caller.  So they warned from the Caller, from sitting with 

him, and from taking knowledge from him.  On top of that, if he persists in stubborness and calling to 

his bidah, they may judge for him to be killed.  Because he (the caller to innovation) to them is more 

harmful than the highway robbers who wage war against Allah and His Messenger.  As for the one who 

is not a caller, from the truthful ones who are reliable, then they took from them knowledge while 

guarding the sharee'ah, being careful that nothing from it (the sharee'ah) was lost.'

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say: There is no differing amongst the Salaf in this.    And whoever rejects this (and says there is 

differing), he must establish (proof of) the differing.  And al Hajooree is accusing the statement of the 

Salaf (in differentiating between the caller and the one who doesn't call) of being false – and we seek 

refuge with Allah from abandoning...”

Point Number Eleven:

(a) al Hajooree's mentioning the faults of the Sahaabah in line with (the way of) the Rawaafidh 

(Shi'a) – the Enemies of the Sahaabah

(b) along with his claim that some of the Sahaabah shared in the killing of Uthmaan – (we ask 

that) Allah be pleased with him

(c)and his claim that the second adhaan (instituted by) Uthmaan is a misguided innovation! As 

comes in his book al Jumuah p. 303

“Al Hajooree said in 'Ahkaam al Jumu'ah' p.305:

'I say: that is due to their not being protected from falling into mistakes...'

Translator's Note: from the faults that al Hajooree mentions:



The battle of the camel and Siffeen

The dispute az Zubair had with some of the Ansar over watering some land

The story of Himar who drank alcohol and the Messenger of Allah (sallallahu alayhe wa sallam) 

ordered him to be beaten then said: 'Indeed he loves Allah and His Messenger'

The story of the differing between Umar and Abu Bakr in front of the Messenger of Allah when a 

delegation from Banee Tameem came

The incident of the slander (of Aishah) and what was in it from differing and abuse amongst them until 

the Messenger of Allah – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – began to quiet and calm them

That man who sold some food which had in the middle or lower part moisture

The sharing of some of the Sahaabah in the killing of Ameerul Mu'mineen – Uthmaan – radiallahu 

anhu

The killing of Usaamah bin Zaid the man who was a polytheist then said 'laa ilaaha illallaah', so he 

killed him after he said that and the Messenger of Allah – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – got angry at 

him...

The Sahaabah's killing of Hisl – father of Hudhaifah bin al Yaman in battle by mistake

Shaikh Arafaat al Muhammadee said:

“I say: This is the way of Ahlul Bid'ah and it is not the way of Ahlus Sunnah.  For truly the manhaj of 

Ahlus Sunnah regarding the Sahaabah is that 'we hate those who hate them and (we hate) those who 

mention them with other than good and we don't mention them except with good' (points 197 and 198 

from Aqeedatut Tahaawiyyah)

“So when the scholars are (treated as follows): 'The scholars of the Salaf from those who came before, 

and those taabi'een who came after them – the people of good and narrations, the people of fiqh and 

insight – they are not to be mentioned except in a good way.  And whoever mentions them with evil is 

not on the correct path.'” (point no.203 in at Tahaawiyyah) then what about the Sahaabah who 'love of 

them is deen, faith, and goodness, and hatred of them is disbelief, hypocrisy, and transgression' (point 

199 in at Tahaawiyyah).  And al Hajooree took these statements out of his second edition without any 

mention (as to why)!  So did he repent from this abominable error?  We ask Allah for that.  But where 

is the Bayaan while his first edition (of the book) has spread through the libraries and marketplaces...”

“Al Hajooree said in his book al Jumu'ah p.415:

'I say: This bid'ah was only born from that mother – the bidah of the first adhaan (of Uthmaan).  And it 

(that adhaan) has other (bidah) offspring that we will mention...'

and on p.241

'And it is said: indeed this bidah – the bidah of the first adhaan on Friday – is from the good actions 

because it reminds the people to prepare for jumuah.  I say: When has good come from bidah?  The 

Prophet – sallallahu alayhe wa sallam – said: “Every bidah is misguidance and every misguidance is in 

the fire” Meaning the originator of it is deserving, by this action, of the fire commensurate with its 

opposition...'”

Translator's Note:

The Permanent Committee (Lajnah Daa'imah) was asked about whether this adhaan was a bid'ah or 

not.  The Arabic text for the question and answer can be found here:



http://www.sahab.net/forums/index.php?showtopic=30661

This translation taken from: www.alifta.com (fatwa 1647)

Q 1: Is the first Adhan (call to Prayer) for Jumu‘ah (Friday) Prayer Bid‘ah (innovation in 

religion)? 

A: It is authentically reported that the Prophet (peace be upon him) said, “Adhere to my Sunnah 

(way) and the Sunnah of the righteous, Rightly-guided Caliphs after me, bite onto it with your 

molars (i.e. cling firmly to it)...”15 The Adhan for Jumu‘ah (Friday) Prayer was first pronounced when 

the Imam (the one who leads congregational Prayer) sat on the Minbar (pulpit) during the time of 

the Prophet (peace be upon him), Abu Bakr, and `Umar (may Allah be pleased with them). During 

the caliphate of `Uthman - when the number of people increased - `Uthman ordered that a first 

Adhan be announced for Jumu‘ah Prayer. So, it is not Bid‘ah, because of the previously mentioned 

command of following the way of the Rightly-guided Caliphs. 

The basic ruling on this is related by Al-Bukhari, Al-Nasa'y, Al-Tirmidhy, Ibn Majah, and Abu Dawud, 

and the wording is his: It is reported on the authority of Ibn Shihab who told that Al-Sa’ib ibn Yazid 

informed him saying,  “The first Adhan on Friday used to be when the Imam sat on the Minbar 

during the time of the Prophet (peace be upon him), Abu Bakr, and `Umar (may Allah be pleased 

with them). But during the caliphate of `Uthman - when the number of people increased - `Uthman 

gave orders for the third Adhan and it  was pronounced at Al-Zaura’ (a  place in the market of 

Madinah), and so it remained ever after.”

Al-Qastalany,  in  his  commentary  on  Al-Bukhari,  said  about  this  Hadith  that  the  extra  Adhan 

introduced by `Uthman was given at the beginning of the prayer time. It was called the third in the 

sense that it was an addition to the Adhan pronounced at the arrival of the Imam and the Iqamah 

(call to start the Prayer). The Iqamah was also called an Adhan, due to preponderance, because 

both commonly refer to prayer notification. When the number of Muslims increased, he added this 

Adhan through his Ijtihad (juristic effort to infer expert legal rulings) and was agreed to by all the 

Sahabah (Companions), by silence or lack of objection; it was, therefore, considered a tacit Ijma‘ 

(consensus). 

May Allah grant us success. May peace and blessings be upon our Prophet Muhammad, his family, 

and Companions. 

15 Note: Declared authentic by Shaikh Albaanee in Sharh at Tahaawiyyah (485).  The wording in Arabic:

ةِ  ِبُسن�ِتي َعَلْيُكمْ  ْينَ  الُخَلَفاءِ  َوُسن� اِشِدْيَن ِمْن َبْعِدي الَمْھِدي! ُكوا ، الر� وا ، ِبَھا َتَمس� َواِجذ َعَلْيَھا َوَعض& ِبالن�



The Permanent Committee for Scholarly Research and Ifta' 

Member Deputy Chairman Chairman 

`Abdullah ibn Ghudayyan `Abdul-Razzaq `Afify `Abdul-`Aziz ibn `Abdullah ibn Baz 

I conclude (the excerpts which I translated) with part of the statement of the “Mufti of Yemen” (so-

named by Shaikh Muqbil), Shaikh Muhammad ibn Abdul Wahhaab al Wasaabee (p.33 in al Bayaan al 

Fawree) on Yahyaa al Hajooree:

“...His lies reached the horizons.  And he has many lies – I have only chosen three due to brevity of 

time and because their proof  is clear.  The first lie is regarding the truth of ad-Duwaish – the 

Mashaayikh are witnesses (that what was attributed to Shaikh Wasaabee regarding ad Duwaish is a lie) 

and they are alive alhamdulillah.  His lie on Shaikh Rabee (claiming he said whoever left Dammaaj 

were evil doers or sinners – which Shaikh Rabee denied saying) – the Mashaayikh are witnesses (that it 

is a lie) and Shaikh Rabee is also a witness (that it is a lie) and he is alive.  His lie in the matter of the 

Islamic University which reached the dunya through the internet and in writings.  So for this reason, 

when his lies reached the horizons,  we advised him with advice which reached the horizons in 

shaa Allah (we advised him) with repentance and returning to Allah – Free is He from all 

deficiencies and defects and He is the Most High...”


