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AADDVVIISSIINNGG  DDRR  ((!!??))  LLAAHHMMAAMMII,,  NNOOTT  TTOO  EEAATT  
TTHHEE  ‘‘LLAAHHMM’’  OOFF  TTHHEE  BBRRIIXXTTOONN  SSAALLAAFFIISS    

PPAARRTT  22  

TTHHEE  LLAAHHMMAAMMII  CCOONNUUNNDDRRUUMM11  
SSEECCTTIIOONN  11  

__________________________________  

 

Abū Hurayrah (radi Allāhu ’anhu) narrated that the  

Messenger of Allāh (sallallāhu ’alayhi wassallam) said:  

“There will come upon the people years of deceit wherein  

the liar will be regarded as truthful and the truthful will  

be considered a liar and the dishonest will be trusted and  

the trustworthy one will be considered dishonest and the  

Ruwaybidah will begin to speak!”  

Then it was asked: “What are the Ruwaybidah?”  

He (sallallāhu ’alayhi wassallam) replied:  

“The foolish insignificant man who speaks about general affairs.”2 

 
Imām al-Albānī (rahimahullāh) said: 

Your making obligatory for someone to take up your  

opinion while he is not convinced of it negates a  

principle from among the principles of the  

Da’wah Salafiyyah, which is that judgment is for Allah  

alone...Due to this, it is enough for you that the both  

of you remain on his opinion, so long as neither one  

of you is convinced of the opinion of the other,  

and that you do not deem him misguided, just as he does  

not deem you misguided; and with this it is possible for  

you to remain in cooperating with him in that which you both  

agree on regarding the principles of the Da’wah and its branches.3 
 

Imām al-Albānī (rahimahullāh) said: 

As for what I hear now from this question concerning how a Muslim is 

removed from the Jama’ah or the Jama’ah as-Salafiyyah because he 

made a mistake in an issue or other, then I do not see that this can be 

anything but an infection from the other partisan parties, this removal 

[of the Salafi from as-Salafiyyah due to a mistake he made] is from the 

practice of some of the Islamic parties which do not take up the Salafi 

Manhaj as a Manhaj in fiqh or in understanding Islam, rather [this 

practice is that of] a Hizb…4
 

 

Imām ’Uthaymeen (rahimahullāh): 

 ͅΉ͈ͥ Ƀ;̆̃̚Ά ȱ̃Ṃ̞Ȩ Ȩ̯ͻ Ɂ;͛Ά · Ȣ⁵͉ͥ͢Ȩ ͪͨ ̼̃̃͗ Ȩͫ ̓ͅΆɑȩȳ ͪͨ ͇ͧͅɑȩ ͪͨ ɂӯ̵ɒӮȨ ̩Ή͏̸

 Ɂ̃̾ Ȩ̯ͻ ¹ Ȩ;͚̃͢ ͵ȱ̃Ṃ̞Ȩ ͆ͨ Ȩ̯ͻ ᴗῌ͇ Ὸ ›͉͢Ȩ ̎́ͥ̉  ͉̽̆ ͪͨ ɑ̪̄͂ ̼͡ᶄ ;͢ ỹΊ̆

ͺͫ;̶̉͏·Ʌ ͫͅ;͍̆̓̃Ά Ȩ;̞͉ͥɅ Ȼ̮̓̋ͨ Ȩ̯ͻ · 

                                                           
1 Written by ôAbdulHaq al-Ashanti.    

2 Reported by Ahmad in his Musnad, Ibn Mƃjah and others with a weak chain of narration, but Ahmad 

has another chain of narration for the hadeeth,  which makes the hadeeth hasan. 

3 Silsilat ul -Ahƃdeeth as-Saheehah, vol.6, hadeeth no.2507. 

4 Fatƃwƃ Jeddah, tape no.13. 
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Shaykh ul-Islām is of the greatest I have seen from the ’Ulama  

that has justice. He says “this is of the ijtihad for which they will  

be rewarded” whereas if an error was to arise from some of the  

students of knowledge of our time, based on ijtihad, they will say  

“this one is misguided”, “this one is an innovator” and will defame and 

slander him.
5

 

 

Al-’Allāmah Sālih al-Fawzān: 

Allah has not burdened you with making Tabdi’  

of the people, and to judge them as being “innovator(s)”,  

Allah has not burdened you with this. Seek knowledge now.  

If you seek knowledge, you will know the innovation  

and the innovator. As for you setting lose your tongue on  

everyone who opposes you and everyone who does something,  

you criticize him and say he is an innovator, the returns  

to you as sin, this returns to you as sin. What is obligatory  

is that the person holds his tongue from these issues,  

seeks knowledge and busies himself with seeking knowledge.6
 

 

 

Al-’Allāmah, al-Muhaddith ’AbdulMuhsin al-’Abbād al-Badr said: 

…they do not know anything about the deen and they are present in 

Europe, and in the East and the West, they do not know anything from 

the deen however they have been afflicted with tabdī’ and boycotting, “so 

and so has made tabdī’ of so and so, so whoever does not make tabdī’ of 

him is also a Mubtadi’ and to be boycotted” – this is not the way of the 

Salaf, Shaykh Bin Bāz did not do this whatsoever. How plentiful his 

refutations were, but he was occupied with knowledge and he did not 

follow up those who responded to him, rather he clarified the truth and 

continued in the path of knowledge. This is the correct way.  As for what 

small students of knowledge do, who are found in different places and 

have no knowledge, and rather brand their brothers [by saying] “so and 

so is an innovator, so if you do not make tabdee’ of him then we make 

tabdee’ of you”, while the person [they intend] is from Ahl us-Sunnah, 

and these words are in regards to Ahl us-Sunnah, and something has 

arrived from him, which could be correct or otherwise, however this 

practice it is not permissible and it was not known from the Salaf of this 

Ummah. That if one of them erred that he would be boycotted and made 

tabdī’ of, and that it is sought from the people to also make tabdī’ of him 

or to boycott him – this is not the Manhaj of the Salaf…7
 

 

 

Shaykh Falāh Ismā’eel Mandikār said: 

Those who have this shiddah you see them with the kuffār,  

fussāq and grave-worshippers so soft and meek… 

by Allāh if he goes to a sinner, rather to kuffār, Ahl ul-Bida’  

and grave-worshippers, masha’Allāh, what is this softness,  

kindness and compassion here?!8
 

 

 

 

                                                           
5 Muhammad bin Sƃlih al-ôUthaymeen, at-Taôleeq ôala Risƃlat Haqeeqat us-Siyƃm wa Kitƃb us-

Siyƃm min il -FurƸô wa Masƃôil Mukhtƃratan minhu (Qaseem, KSA: Muôassasat Shaykh Muhammad 

bin Sƃlih al-ôUthaymeen al-Khayriyyah, Second Edn. 1433 AH), pp.56-57, ftn.2. 

6 See: http://safeshare.tv/w/mGoomOkpLq  

7 Summarised translation based on a visit to Tunisia dated: 26th Rabƛô al-Awwal 1434 AH/7 th February 

2013 CE and it can be accessed here: 

http://ia600807.us.archive.org/31/items/fala7.halabi.tunis/fala7.halabi.1.mp3  

8 Summarised translation, dated: 8 th December 2013 CE and it can be accessed here: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c6f 5K9QPRFw  

http://safeshare.tv/w/mGoomOkpLq
http://ia600807.us.archive.org/31/items/fala7.halabi.tunis/fala7.halabi.1.mp3
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c6f5K9QPRFw
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In the Name of Allńh, the Most Beneficent, Most Merciful 

 

Indeed all praise is due to Allńh, we praise Him, we seek His Aid and ask for His forgiveness, 

whomsoever Allńh guides there is none to misguide and whomsoever Allńh misguides there is 

none to guide.  I bear witness that there is no god worthy of worship except Allńh and I bear 

witness that Muhammad is His Messenger, to proceed: 

 

Some words have reached us from Dr õAbduilah bin Rabah Lahmami at-Tanjawŧ al-Maghribŧ al-

Britńnŧ, may Allńh rectify and reward him, recent doctoral student at Durham University and also 

a language teacher at Prince Muqrin University in Madeenah. In his words Dr Lahmami has not 

only totally failed to adequately account for a variety of contentions, but also casts aspersions 

against myself, the poor servant in need of Allńhõs Aid, õAbdulHaq ibn Kofi ibn Kwesi al-

Ashanti.  

      Due to the importance of the issues at hand, coupled with a number of contradictions and 

double standards that will be noteworthy, it has become necessary to elaborate on Dr Lahmamiõs 

contentions and provide what will indeed be a quite sick and deplorable presentation of double 

standards. Before we get to the crux of the matter it has to be noted that both Dr Lahmamiõs 

article and his outbursts, are conveyed as if the Brixton Salafis were the ones to unleash their 

tongues against him. Lahmami was rather the one who rose to the occasion to open his mouth 

and speak, we are merely responding. So that has to be noted for the record, Lahmami is the one 

who chose to open his mouth and speak with, as seen in the first Brixton Masjid replies, a variety 

of false accusation coupled with distortions, intellectual denial, feigning of ignorance and blatant 

chicanery.9 So letõs assess Lahmamiõs allegations and contentions: 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
9 Note that this has been somewhat delayed, due to a plethora of more pertinent matters that one has 

been preoccupied with of late, such as visitations from the Mashƃyikh to Brixton Masjid over the last 

couple of years and facilitating these knowledge-based visits. Due to this, the rants of Lahmami have, 

walil lƃhi hamd, not been a priority. How ever, in order to quash the Drôs assertions, and repel his 

eccentricities, it has become necessary to address his foibles.  
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OONNEE::  DDRR  LLAAHHMMAAMMII  DDEESSCCRRIIBBEESS  BBRRIIXXTTOONN  MMAASSJJIIDD  AASS  BBEEIINNGG  

““DDEEFFEENNDDEERRSS””  AANNDD  ““PPRROOMMOOTTEERRSS””  ((!!??))  OOFF  AABBUU’’LL--HHAASSAANN  AALL--MMAA’’RRIIBBƚƚ  

AANNDD  SSHHAAYYKKHH  ’’AALLII  HHAASSAANN  AALL--HHAALLAABBƚƚ  

Dr Lahmami states, in the article, dated 2nd Rabŧõ al-Awwal 1437 AH/13th December 2015, on 

the Manhaj.com website entitled An Opening Response to the Accusations from Omar Jamayki, Abdulhaq 

Ashanti and the Brixton Masjid Administration,10 p.1: 

Abul-Hasan Al-Maõribi and Ali Hasan Al-Halabi are two individuals (both 

of whom Brixton have accommodated and promoted over the years and 

thereafter their defenders)é 

While on page 4 Lahmami states: 

Even in your disingenuous and insolent letter to Shaykh Muhammad b. 

Hńdi, you could not bring yourselves to retract your support of Ali Hasan 

Al-Halabi and Abul-Hasan and their likesé 

This was addressed initially in the first reply to Lahmami. However, Lahmami states as per p.1: 

Abul-Hasan Al-Maõribi and Ali Hasan Al-Halabi are two individuals (both 

of whom Brixton have accommodated and promoted over the years and 

thereafter their defenders)é 

Dr Lahmami speaks of the Brixton Salafis supposed òaccommodationó (!?) and òpromotionó 

over the years, yet the same must also apply to himself and his cohorts from SP!? Indeed, with an 

exaggeration which no one from Brixton has ever uttered (such as for example, referring to 

Shaykh õAli Hasan as òal-õAllńmahó in the year 2000!!?). For the record, here we have Abu 

Khadeejah from SP Birmingham orate, from his own lips:11 

As for me, and as for Maktabah Salafiyyah, wallńhi, wa billńhi wa tallńhi! 

AbƝ Talhah is a witness, AbƝ Sufyńn is a witness, AbƝ õIyyńd is a witness, Bilńl 

Husayn is a witness, that there is no one in the Western world who defended 

Shaykh õAli Hasan al-H alabŧ as much as Maktabah Salafiyyah! Go to the 

websites, go the bookstore and you will see magazines defending Shaykh 

õAli Hasan al-H alabŧ! And you have just heard another lie that we say that 

                                                           
10 Penned by Dr Abdulilah Lahmami, dated Tuesday 15 December 2015: 

http://www.manhaj.com/manhaj/articles/rhtp w-a-response-to-brixton -mosques-defence-and-

implementation -of-the-innovated-principles -of-al-maribi -and-al-halabi.cfm  

11 Here audio here: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MYIRaq3GCmU    

http://www.manhaj.com/manhaj/articles/rhtpw-a-response-to-brixton-mosques-defence-and-implementation-of-the-innovated-principles-of-al-maribi-and-al-halabi.cfm
http://www.manhaj.com/manhaj/articles/rhtpw-a-response-to-brixton-mosques-defence-and-implementation-of-the-innovated-principles-of-al-maribi-and-al-halabi.cfm
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MYIRaq3GCmU
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Shaykh õAli Hasan, hafidhahullńh, is miskeen ð this is another kadhib from the 

KadhhńbƝn who have been lying and they continue to lie!  

      We spent weeks, if not months, translating the works of al-Albńnŧ and 

õAli Hasan and Shaykh Saleem and Shaykh Khńlid al-Anbarŧ and the rest of 

the Mashńyikh with their tapes! Muhammad ibn Hńdŧ, Shaykh õUbayd al-

Jńbirŧ, in defence of Shaykh õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ. And this Dajjńl is going 

to come and say that we say that Shaykh õAli Hasan is miskeen?! We 

invited Shaykh õAli to our  conference two years ago, he stayed in my 

house, AbƝ Talhah translated his books, AbƝ õIyyńd has translated his 

books, we sell his tapes and now these KadhhńbƝn, who have never heard it 

from me, never heard it from AbƝ Talhah, never heard it from AbƝ õIyyńd, nor 

Hasan as-Somńlŧ, nor from AbƝ Hakeem, are going to say that we hold Shaykh 

õAli Hasan  or Shaykh Saleem to be miskeen and we say that òUsńmah al-QƝsŧ 

doesnõt know the manhajó, and we travelled with Usńmah QƝsŧ to America, 

myself and AbƝ õIyyńd, all the way to America and we sat at the conference 

with him, and we spent evenings with him, and nights with him, and we 

are going to speak ill about the Mashńyikh, these are the KadhhńbƝn, the 

Dajjńjilah, he is a Dajjńl from the Dajjńleen and this individual should be 

abandoned! 

Huh?! Enough said! Straight from the horseõs mouth! What daõwah is this? Now if this is not 

crazed òdefenceó of Shaykh õAli Hasan to the hilt then one does not know what is! Has al-

Ashanti utter such? Have the Brixton Salafis said anything of the sort? The ghulƝ to Shaykh õAli 

Hasan and his stances here is unrivalled in the Western world, by their own testimony! Swearing 

by Allńh thrice! Then we have the likes of Lahmami, with his selective perception, coupled with 

downright intellectual denial of the fanatical òdefenceó of Shaykhs and involvement in disputes 

between them by his own compatriots, have the audacity to accuse myself and the Brixton Salafis 

of being òhardcore defendersó of Shaykh õAli Hasan!? This is even when some of the Brixton 

Salafis may have apparently openly translated just one article by Shaykh õAli Hasan on a dispute 

that he had with Shaykh Rabŧõ. There are a number of points to append to the above quote itself: 

One: There is a clear biased partisan approach to Shaykh õAli Hasan on this academic issue, 

almost regardless. Such partisanship and bias is completely dispraised ð no clarification of this 

approach has been forthcoming since. Moreover, the Brixton Salafis never ever have issued such 

bold comments ð let Lahmami ponder on that in regards to his claims that the Brixton Salafis are 

somehow òdefendersó of Shaykh õAli Hasan. If there were, to the extent that Lahmami and the 
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ghulƝ fraternity desperately try to insist, then there would be tomes of material from the Brixton 

Salafis òdefendingó Shaykh õAli Hasan at this moment when he was being criticised. Yet there is 

not such material. There is a wealth of material however from none other than Lahmamiõs own 

cohort, rendering his bizarre attempt at projection of òdefenceó on to the Brixton Salafis as even 

more disturbing. A sign of a sickness in the heart   

Two: There is a pronouncement of indulging in disputes among the Mashńyikh, even from this 

time. Note that the audio form which the quote has been transcribed dates back to 2000. This is 

even though there were other Senior Mashńyikh from Riyadh who had observations on Shaykh 

õAliõs words, and based on what Salafi Publications Birmingham translated, there did appear to 

be issues with what those scholars had been presented by researchers into the matter, the attitude 

and manner in dealing with the dispute was quite inappropriate. Bold statements such as òthis is 

the response of al-Allńmah, al-Muhaddith, õAli al-H alabee, we wait for the Lajnah to 

correct its mistakeó (!!!?) indicate the approach we are dealing with here.12  

Three: The quote seems to indicate that Shaykh õAli Hasan will be backed to the hilt regardless. 

Four: the quote demonstrates the ignorance, as there may actually have been issues in some of 

which Shaykh õAli Hasan wrote at the time. Indeed, there were matters which were incorrect in 

some of his writings related to his usage of specific terminologies in ŧmńn and Shaykh õAli Hasan 

has more recently himself admitted this and retracted! Shaykh õAli Hasan stated in 2010, in 

answering a clarification posed to him from one of the Shaykhs from Riyadh in regards to his 

stance on ŧmńn on Thursday 3rd Rabŧõ al-Awwal 1431 AH/16th February 2010, and in freeing 

himself from whatever had been transmitted from him in this regard prior, under the fourth 

point: 

                                                           
12 This was stated in an email sent bu Abu Khadeejah on the 5th October 2000 to TheSalafis@egroups. 

The email: 

From: Abu Khadeejah [abukhadeejah@salafipublications.com]  

Sent: 05 October 2000 16:02  

To: TheSalafis  

Subject: [TheSalafis@egroups] Allaamah Ali Hasan  

Below is Shaykh Ali Hasan's clear response to the Permanent Committee (Lajnah) 

regarding their allegations against two books of Shaykh Ali Hasan. The response of 

Shaykh Ali Hasan below is decisive and clears him from any questions 

over his scholarship and knowledge. We wait for the lajnah to correct its 

mistake... And we ask the innovators to rejoice no more! *** Print, forward 

and distribute if you feel it necessary *** Al-Allaamah Ali Hasan Al-Halabi 

Responds to the Lajnah.  
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 òI do not use the terminology ôShartõ [condition], ôKamńlõ [completion], 

ôSihhahõ [correctness], ôNawõõ [type], ôAslõ [foundation], ôFarõõ [branch] or 

their like from the newly-introduced terminologies, through which differing 

and testing among Ahl us-Sunnah have arisen, pleasing the people of 

desires, from the Khawńrij and their ilk.ó13 

Five: the quote also reveals that during that time certain other Shaykhs, such as Muhammad bin 

Hńdŧ and õUbayd al-Jńbirŧ, were also òdefendingó Shaykh õAli Hasan! As for claims such as òthey 

were praised by the scholars at that timeó, then this is also simplistic and playing with words. As 

Shaykh õAli Hasan up to this day is till praised by the scholars of the Sunnah! Whereas the few 

scholars whom Lahmami and the rest take from have been busy refuting each other!14  

      As for Abuõl-Hasan al-Mariõibŧ then he came to Brixton once in 1999, which I recall 

Lahmami praised to the hilt and fully participated in, far more than me and most of the Brixton 

Salafis at the time! This is the problem we have here, they praise with exaggeration and want all 

Salafis to blindly follow them and then drop with exaggeration and want all Salafis to blindly 

follow them, and this immoderate behaviour has been clear to the Brixton Salafis for years. 

Indeed, as in the case of Lahmami himself and his oddball views as Lahmami with total vitriol, 

utter passion and absolute resolve, as related to me by Dr AbdulHaqq Baker, suggested to him in 

1997 that Imńms Bin Bńz and õUthaymeen òwere not Salafió and indicating to instances from 

the works of their books to support that which he was trying to convince Dr Baker. Shame yaa 

Lahmami! Lahmami buttressed in this by what he had studied with Yahya Silmŧ at the time in 

East London. 

                                                           
13 See this article by Shaykh ôAli Hasan entitled Masƃôil ul-ƚmƃn waôl-Irj ƃô Min Jadeed Jawƃban wa 

Tajƃwaban  [Issues of ƚmƃn and Irjƃô Once Again, and Answer and a Response]:  

http://ww w.kulalsalafiyeen.com/vb/showthread.php?t=14707     

14 In a recent article by Abu Khadeejah entitled History: Ali Hasan and Salafi Publications: The cause 

behind the break 15 years ago: The evidence-based refutations of the Scholars penned on the 

22ndOctober 2017 stated: 

 

http://www.kulalsalafiyeen.com/vb/showthread.php?t=14707
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This immoderate and excessive approach is all in stark contrast to the way of the Salaf which, as 

relayed from õUbayd al-Kindŧ who said that he heard õAli Ibn Abŧ Tńlib say to Ibn ul-Akwaõ: 

 Ƀɑȩ ᾷ͇ ȗ̃ͨ Ɉᴗ;ͻ ̿͜ Ή͍̆ ͍̽̆ɑȩɅ ȗ̃ͨ Ɉ̃ͨ;Ά ̿͜ Ή͍̆ Ƀ;͠Έ Ƀɑȩ ᾷ͇ ȗ̃ͨ Ɉᴗ;ͻ ̉͜Ή̥̋ ̅̋ ɑ̥ȩÒÒ

ÑÑ̃ͨ Ɉ̃ͨ;Ά ̉͜Ή̥̋ Ƀ;͠Έ 

òLove the one you love moderately somewhat, as perhaps he will be your enemy one day; and hate 

the one you hate moderately somewhat as perhaps he will be your beloved one day.ó15 

                                                           
This is somewhat odd, as it was not known that Shaykh ôAli ever had any connection with Muhammad 

Hassan during that period. Moreover, Abu Khadeejah states that they “became aware” in 2001, or 

2002. Yet here we have an excerpt from the Salafi Talk website, dated the 1st January 2003, of Abu 

Khadeejah himself still producing statements from Fƃlih al-Harbƛ that it is okay to take from the 

works of Shaykh ôAli and the Jordanian Mashƃyikh: 

 

So did Abu Khadeejah ñbecome awareò, as he opines, “shortly after 2001” or rather shortly after 

2003 as he can still be seen here above “promoting” and “defending” (!!!??) the books of Shaykh 

ôAli Hasan and the Jordanian Mashƃyikh. So the Salafi should be careful and not blindly follow the 

likes of such contradictory utterances and those who try to re-write history for their own desires, only 

for their ploys to be exposed.  

15 Sharh Adab ul-Mufrad , see Sharh Saheeh Adab ul-Mufrad  by Shaykh Husayn al-Awƃyishah. The 

hadeeth with this wording was deemed as Ghareeb by Imƃm at-Tirmidh ƛ in al-Jƃmiô as relayed via the 

route of Hasan bin Dƛnƃr who was MatrƸk. A chain mawqƸf up to ôAli is however authentic. Imƃm al-

Albƃnƛ in Ghƃyat ul-Marƃm deemed the narration as authentic as all of the narrators were the thiqƃt 

utilised by Imƃm Muslim and stated that only Ibn Hibbƃn took issue with one of the narrators Suwayd 

bin ôAmru al-Kalbƛ although he was trustworthy.  
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Ibn ul-Atheer stated in an-Nihńyah: 

òModerately somewható a balance love without excess, and the addition of 

ôsomewhatõ indicates slightness, meaning: do not go to excess in love and 

hate, as the beloved can become the hatred and the hated and become the 

beloved. So neither be one who has gone to excess in love and then come to 

regret nor one who has gone to excess in hate and then become ashamed.16    

While al-Hasan al-Basrŧ stated: òLove moderately and hate moderately, as a people went to excess in love and 

were destroyed, while anther people went to excess in hate and were likewise destroyed.ó17 

The UK visit of Abuõl-Hasan al-Misrŧ al-Maõribŧ was not coordinated by the Brixton Salafis, 

rather it was coordinated by Salafi Publications Birmingham and CalltoIslam Luton. This 

desperate attempt to pin Abuõl-Hasan to Brixton solely is not only erroneous but also factually 

incorrect. Lahmami would do best to refrain from such historical revisionism and present an 

impartial account of events.  

      In regards to Shaykh õAli bin Hasan al-Halabŧ al-Atharŧ (hafidhahullńh), then the Brixton 

Salafis regard him as being of the noble students of Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh), and of the 

Shaykhs that praised and commended by the Mujaddid of the Era, Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh). 

He can be right at times and wrong at times, we do not have a blind following of him. Moreover, 

we do not hold that the Mujaddid of the Era would confer his commendation to òan innovatoró, 

or not be aware of someone so close to him who all the while was an innovator or would not 

convey the Sunnah after his death. AbƝ õAbdullńah õAzmŧ al-Jawńbirah documented 20th Rabŧõ al-

Awwal 1422 AH/11th July 2001 CE that Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated, in responding to AbƝ Ruhayyim: 

If your õaqeedah is that of the three Mashńyikh whom you defend, Ibn Bńz, 

õUthaymeen and Albńnŧ, then õAliõs õaqeedah is the same as their õaqeedah. 

Yet if your õaqeedah is other than the õaqeedah of brother õAli then I am 

prepared to sit with you. 

Herein, Imńm al-Albńnŧ affirms that Shaykh õAli has the same õaqeedah as that of the three 

Imńms of the era. Yet nothing has arrived which decisively indicates that he has diverted from 

this, moreover we have not seen anything from Shaykh õAli which obligates us to deem him an 

innovator or where he has gone against the UsƝl of Salafiyyah. Imńm Muhammad ibn Jareer at-

Tabarŧ stated: 

                                                           
16 Ibn ul -Atheer, an-Nihƃyah, vol.5, p.284. 

17 Fayd ul -Qadeer, vol.1, p.176. 
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 ӷȱȨ ͪͨ ​ Ƀ  ;͇̈́͢  ̅ͻȨ̯‼Ȩ ͪͨ ɉ̅ͻ̯ͨ ͅΉ͈ͥ̎̀Άȱ̰͢Ȩ  ӷȱȨ ̃ͨ ͅΉ͈ͥ ̗͇̏̊̈́ Ή͈ͥͅ ȗͺ̓͢Ȩ̮͈ ̏͂ ̵͛Ʌ ȗ

̏ͥ͂̆Ʌ ȳ̼̃ɑͨӰȨ ṗ̮n ẉ͝ɑȩ ɀ̰̒ ɂ̲ͣͥ  ̯ ̆̐ͅȱ̃ͼ̸ ȗ ɑӰͫ ̃ͨ ⁭ɒȨ ɉɂ;͚ ̶ͅ͏̉  ͚̮ͬɅ ӮɒȨ ɉ̮̦ɑȩ ͧṄͨ ̃ͨ ͅ

 ɌΈͺ͇ͮ ̅͋  ̰

I f all that was claimed about a personõs ascription to a vile school of 

thought was affirmed, and his credibility diminished and his testimony 

invalidated as a result of that, it would necessitate that most of the 

Muhadditheen of the cities would be abandoned! As there is none of them 

except that a people have ascribed to him that which he did not want.18  

Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh) stated: 

ɃɒȨ Ò  Ƀɑȩ ;ͻ Ʌ ȗ ̎Ό̶ͥ͘Ȩ͢ ȫ;͇ͮ͛͆̕ ̆ͅ ‫Ȩ Ɂ;̻ɑȩ ͪͨ ӯ̻ɑȩ Ὸ̃ͮΆ ȗ  ͨẋ͌ ;ͻ Ʌ ͜Άɑȩȳ Ὃ̊̓Ά Ƀɑȩ ɀẋ͌ ⁮͈ ̰̾͗͜

 ̎̆;̓͢Ȩ Ò Õ ′ ɃɅȱ ͪͨ ᴔᴔȳɑȩ ͧḲ̃̉ͻȳ Ʌ ₈ȳ̥̃̋ɑȩ ȨɅ̯ᶋȨ Ö ¹ Ɇȳ̼̃ͮ͢Ȩ Ὸ ⁭͉̃ ̐⁪;͛̆ ͵ᴗ̰͞Ȳ Ʌ ȗ ͵̦̮Ʌ ″ ̎Ή‒̃†Ȩ

¹ãá ɂȨȱ ̃ͨ ȗ ͅΆɑȩȳ ̮͇ͮ ⁵ͨ͠ʹ ​ ͡ͅΆ Ƀɑȩ ̉͜͏̶Ῥ Ȩ̯ͼ͢ Ʌ Ñ Ӯ ;ͻ ⁵͝ ȗ ⁫ͥ̿  ̐Ӯ Ʌ ȗ ̰̪ɐӰȨ ɇɑȩ̰̈ ͆͛ʹΆ ‹ ⁵̮͝ ɑ̦ȩ Ƀɑȩ

Ƚͻºɑȩ Ñ ººº º ̃ͼ͇Ʌ̰͗Ʌ ȫ;͇ʹ͜ ‫Ȩ Ɂ;̻ɑȩ ͪͨ ͅΉ͈ͥ Ƀ̃͛ͨ͘̕ ỷͫɑȩ ἀ͗ ͉ͨͅ ɃɅ͉̃̓Ȩ͢ Ὸ ̰Ḣ͏̶̑ Ƀɑȩ ḛ͠  ̯ ̆Ʌ ȗ ‰ͥ Ά̿ 

Your making obligatory for someone to take up your opinion while he is 

not convinced of it negates a principle from among the principles of the 

Daõwah Salafiyyah, which is that judgment is for Allah alone. And we have 

reminded him with Allah Saying concerning the Christians:  

òThey (Jews and Christians) took their rabbis and their monks to be their 

lords besides All©héó 

{at-Tawbah (9): 31} 

Due to this, it is enough for you that the both of you remain on his opinion, 

so long as neither one of you is convinced of the opinion of the other, and 

that you do not deem him misguided, just as he does not deem you 

misguided; and with this it is possible for you to remain in cooperating 

with him in that which you both agree on regarding the principles of the 

Daõwah and its branches.19 

Enough said, from the Imńm of Salafiyyah and Mujaddid of the era. 

Moreover, though Brixton respect Shaykh õAli Hasan we do not blindly follow him, we do not 

blindly follow all that he says and we leave aside from him anything that he is incorrect based on 

                                                           
18 Hadiô us-Sƃrƛ (Maktabah as-Salafiyyah, 1407 AH), p.449. 

19 Silsilat ul -Ahƃdeeth as-Saheehah, vol.6, hadeeth no.2507. 



Advising Dr Lahmami Not to Eat the ‘Lahm’ of the Brixton Salafis ~  
The Lahmami Conundrum ~ Part 2, Section 1 

_________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________
© SalafiManhaj 2018 

11 

the evidence. Though it may have been the case that some of the brothers in the past were very 

close to Shaykh õAli, even this did not generally fall into any immoderate or fanaticism towards 

him ð contrary to propaganda put out at the time by unknown forum users with fake names who 

used to post on the SalafiTalk website in 2001 and 2002.20 Shaykh õAli Hasan is not infallible and, 

like others, is bound to err and have mistakes yet this does not reach the level that would require 

us to deem him as being an innovator all of a sudden, especially when nothing convincing in this 

regard has reached us to do so. Ibn Hibbńn stated: 

 ‹ ͧḲɑӰ ȗἔ̗̮⁄Ȩ ͪͨ ₈̮͉  ̆ͨͪɅ ἔ͉̆̃̓͢ȨɅ ̨̼̎̃̆͢Ȩ ̖Ά̮̦ ɀ̰̒ ȴ̃‟ ɑ̪̄͂ɑȩ ͪͨ ̖Ά̮̦ ɀ̰̒ ȴ̟̃ ;͢Ʌ

ἔͨ;̼͉ḗ Ȩ;ͫ;͠Έ 

éand if it was allowed to abandon the hadeeth of the one who erred then it 

would be allowed to abandon the hadeeth of the Sahaabah, the Taabiõeen and 

those Muhadditheen after them, because they were not infallible.21 

Saõeed ibn ul-Musayyib stated: 

 ͪͨ ̴Ί͢Ή͇̅ ͅΌ͗Ʌ ӮɒȨ ̿͡  ͗ɇȲ ӮɅ Ɋ͖Άᾨ ӮɅ Ɋ‹͈̃ ȗ ̅ͻɌɅ ȗ̼͛ͫͅ ͪͨ ẉ͝ɑȩ ⁫̿ ͗Ƀ  ͪͨ ͪ͠Ʌ͢

Ȳ ̼̃ͫͅ ͛ͫ ͅΉ͈ͥ ̅ͥ  ͌ͨͪ Ƀɑȩ ⁵͝ ȗ⁫̿͘͢ ̼͛ͫͅ⁫̿͗ ̅ͻ  

There is no scholar, noble person, or possessor of virtue, except that he has 

faults. However, whoeverõs virtue is more than his deficiency, then his 

deficiency is overlooked due to his virtue. Just the like one whose 

deficiencies are preponderant, then his virtue dissipates.22 

Ibn ul-Qayyim stated: 

 ȗ͵ẋ͍͢ ͡ḢɌᶄ Ӯ ̃ͨ ͨͅʹ ͡ḢɌᶄ ͫͅɒ̃͗ ṵ̑ͻ̃̈́ ɉẋ̗ɑ̄̐ ɂӯ̵ɒӮȨ Ὸ ⁪ Ƀ Ʌ ȗ̏ Ɍ͇ͩͅɅ ͮ̃̐ͅ͏̶̥ ȬɌẉ͝ ͪͨ Ƀɑȩ

Ƀɒ̃͗ ȗ͵ẋ͌ ͇ͪ ͉́͘ɌΆ Ӯ ̃ͨ ͇ͮͅ ͉́͘ɌΆɅ  Ⱦӯᶊ ȗ̖‡̉Ȩ ͩ͡ᶄ ‹ ἔ̓ͥ͛͢Ȩ ͊̆ͥ ȨȲɒȨ Ȣ̃‼ȨɅ ȗ̖ɋ̋ɋ̪ ̎Ή̼͉‼Ȩ

̖̪̋ Ṏȱɑȩ ͡Ḣᶄ Ӯ ͫͅɒ̃͗ ͡Ήͥ͛͢Ȩ Ȣ̃‼Ȩ 

                                                           
20 During this time a plethora of individuals on the SalafiTalk.net forum used to attack the Brixton 

Salafis behind the charade of fake names such as ñNorthern.Salafiò, ñAbuAbdillahò, ñnƃsir ud.deenò, 

ñabu.abdul.barrò, ñAbu Khalidò, ñiamsalafeeò and ñrickgò??! Due to their utter fear, see: 

http://www.salafibay ƃn.com/wp -content/uploads/2015/10/FALSE -NAMES-USED-IN -THE-PAST-

ON-SALAFITALK -TO-ATTACK-BRIXTON.pdf   

21 al-Ihsƃn bi Tarteeb Saheeh Ibn Hibbƃn Tarteeb Ibn Balbaan (Beirut: Daar ul -Kutub al -ôIlmiyyah, 

1987, ed. Kamƃl YƸsuf al-HƸt), vol.1, p.85. 

22 Ibn ôAbdulBarr, Jƃmiô Bayƃn ul-ôIlm wa Fadlihi (Beirut: Dƃr ul -Kutub al -ôIlmiyyah, 1421 AH, ed. 

Misôad as-Saôdƃnƛ), p.308. 

http://www.salafibayaan.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/FALSE-NAMES-USED-IN-THE-PAST-ON-SALAFITALK-TO-ATTACK-BRIXTON.pdf
http://www.salafibayaan.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/FALSE-NAMES-USED-IN-THE-PAST-ON-SALAFITALK-TO-ATTACK-BRIXTON.pdf
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Whoever has more good, which is tremendous, and has an apparent impact 

in Islńm, then possibilities are granted to him that are not to others, and he 

is to be pardoned as others are not. For disobedience is filth and water if it 

reachesé23  

Imńm Bin Bńz stated, in vol.28, p.254 of his Fatńwń: 

If the one being refuted is from the people who have Salafi õaqeedah yet he 

fell into some errors then the errors are to be left and these do not expel 

him from the Salafi õaqeedah if he is well known for following the Salaf, yet 

he fell into some errors in some explanations of ahńdeeth or in some words 

that emanated from him ð the error is neither to be taken nor is he to be 

followed in that error. 

Al-õAllńmah õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd al-Badr was asked the following question:24 

òOur noble Shaykh, what should be the position of a student of knowledge in 

regards to issues of disagreement and the errors of some noble õUlama?ó  

Answer from the Muhaddith of Madeenah, al-õAllńmah õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd al-Badr 

(hafidhahullńh): 

If an error from a scholar is committed then the scholar is not to be 

abandoned due to his error, rather he is to be benefitted from in other than 

what he erred in and that which he erred in is not to be depended upon. If 

the scholar is present and it is able to alert him to his error, or write to him about 

his error, and to notify him of his error then this is sought-after. As for the 

situation of warning against a person merely on account of him falling into 

an error or mistake then this is not justice. The õUlama mentioned that if all 

who made errors were to be abandoned then no one would remain among 

the people! Rather however, the error is not to be followed then this does not 

detract from his status, what he erred in is not to be taken. Yet if many oft-

repeated errors emerge from him and he is known for many mistakes then he is 

not to be referred back to rather the one to be referred back to is the one who has 

benefit within him and has not enumerated such matters wherein there is sin.                    

                                                           
23 Ibn ul -Qayyim, Miftƃh Dar us-Saôƃdah (Beirut: Dƃr ul -Kutub al -ôIlmiyyah), vol.1, p.176. 

24 From the Muhaddith of Madeenahôs lecture entitled Ahammiyyat ul -ôIlm [The Importance of 

Knowledge], dated 13 Rajab 1431 AH/2010 CE. The question is at 59:13 into the lecture during the 

question and answer session and the full lecture can be downloaded here: 

http:// akssa.org/vb/showthread.php?p=43517  

http://akssa.org/vb/showthread.php?p=43517
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As for the letter which the brothers from Brixton Masjid sent to Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ 

then he was addressed with the utmost respect. However, the brothers do not accept his words 

based on what has been carried to him by others and hence regard them as erroneous, lacking 

evidence and oppressive ð incidentally, and somewhat ironically, now his very own SP 

Birmingham acolytes are now condemning Dr Muhammad bin Hńdŧ for moreorless the same! 

Shaykh õŃdil as-Subayõŧ, Professor of the Prophetic Sunnah at Imńm Muhammad bin Saud 

University in Riyadh of the students of al-õAllńmah õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd and Imńm al-Albńnŧ 

while he was a Madeenah, stated: 

The principle which all people known, and every intelligent person knows, is that  

«Ȱȕ˨ ɀȾȥ Ȱȕ˨ ɂȲȝ Ɨǣ Ǡȵ» 

ôWhatever is based on falsehood is itself falsehoodõ. 

It is not hidden from many of the people of knowledge who possess insight 

into the daõwah, the state of the youth and of the people in many lands, that 

among the preachers and righteous there is competition, ijtihad like what 

occurs between brothers who live in a home. Due to this they have to 

ensure that rulings are not giving merely based on what has been 

transmitted to them and the Prophet (sallallńhu õalayhi wassallam) stated to 

Ali that he should not rush to make a ruling on anybody without hearing 

the other side. Thus, it is inappropriate to be hasty and issue rulings [on 

others], rather there has to be lengthy reflection and hesitation especially 

when many Mafńsid will come about [due to a ruling]. It is not obligated for 

the brother to defend himself rather the Shaykh himself has to be cautious and 

take time and know that Allńh says: 

òO you who have believed, if there comes to you a disobedient one with 

information, investigate, lest you harm a people out of ignorance and 

become, over what you have done, regretful.ó 

{al-Hujurńt (49): 6} 

If the Shaykh says òa trustworthy individual informed me of thisó then it should 

be said to the Shaykh: òverify this, as if you really deem him as trustworthy 

or if not then it is upon you to test the one who transmitted these words as 

this is justice.ó25 

                                                           
25 From the questions presented to Shaykh ôƂdil by some Albanian brothers, the audio can be heard 

here and the translation is based on the question after 29 minutes up to 39 minutes into the session: 
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Moreover, the Shaykh appeared to place the onus on the Brixton brothers while the other party 

in the equation were not all addressed with being òuntruthfuló despite there being occasions 

where Dr õAbdulHaqq Baker for instance tried to reach out yet was snubbed by elements from 

Birmingham. Furthermore, Dr õAbdulHaqq Baker and Abu Hajirah neither speak nor 

understand Arabic fluently, so how on all can they be held accountable for matters which they 

possibly did not even comprehend?! Indeed, Lahmami states on p.15: 

May Allńh guide you to the truth for you and Ashanti were not even present in 

the earlier days in Brixton when we were advising them with the speech of 

the scholars.  

Yet this in itself is problematic. First of all, I do not know to whom Lahmami is referring when 

he says òthemó, he should specify exactly whom from the Brixton Salafis he is insinuating. 

Secondly, if Lahmami was putting himself as some sort of bridge or ambassador to speak on 

behalf of some of the older Brixton brothers ð this is where much of the problem lies in and of 

itself. Indeed,  

Ή͉͂ͅΆ Ӯ ˼̹Ȩ͢ ̮͚̃  ͗

òthe one who is devoid of something, cannot give it!ó 

Moreover, Shaykh Muhammad in Hńdŧ has also been refuted and strongly advised by other Salafi 

Scholars, with Shaykhs Sultńn al-õEeid and Shaykh Ibrńheem ar-Ruhaylŧ being the most 

prominent in this regard,26 not to mention Shaykh Sńlim at-Taweel and more recently others.   

                                                                                                                                                                                      
http://vimeo.com/36462430    

Shaykh, Dr ôƂdil bin Muhammad bin ôAbdulôAzeez as-Subayôƛ is of the students Imƃm Bin Bƃz, Imƃm 

ôUthaymeen and the Muhaddith of Madeenah, ôAbdulMuhsin al-ôAbbƃd al-Badr, also benefitting from 

Imƃm al-Albƃnƛ. He is a Professor at the Department of the Prophetic Sunnah and its Sciences, 

College of UsƸl ud-Deen, Imƃm Muhammad bin Saud Islamic University. His major works include 

Takhreej Ahƃdeeth MajmƸ Fatƃwƃ Ibn Taymiyyah, which is a verification of all of the ahadeth 

relayed by Shaykh ul-Islƃm Ibn Taymiyyah within his magnum opus MajmƸ al-Fatƃwƃ. In 2013 

Shaykh ôƂdil gave some beneficial lectures at Masjid Ibn Taymiyyah Brixton, soon to be online 

inshaôAllƃh. 

26 Refer to Shaykh Sultƃn al-ôEeid, an-Naseehah li-ôƂmat il -Ikhwƃn wa ƚdƃh ul-Kadhib waôl-Buhtƃn 

(Hiwƃr Maô Shaykh Muhammad bin Hƃdƛ): 

http://www.sultanal3eed.com/sultan/book/2   

http://www.sultanal3eed.com/ckfinder/userfiles/books/alnaseha.pdf   

Also see Shaykh Ibrƃheem ar-Ruhaylƛ, al-Kashf waôl-Bayƃn li mƃ jƃ fƛ Kalƃm Dr Muhammad bin 

Hƃdƛ min adh -Dhulm waôy-Tughyƃn: 

http://www.al -rehaili.net/rehaili/download/ebook/al -kashf.pdf  

http://vimeo.com/36462430
http://www.sultanal3eed.com/sultan/book/2
http://www.sultanal3eed.com/ckfinder/userfiles/books/alnaseha.pdf
http://www.al-rehaili.net/rehaili/download/ebook/al-kashf.pdf
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OOnnee:: Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid, who stated in his book critiquing Muhammad bin Hńdŧ entitled an-

Naseehah li-õŃmat il-Ikhwńn wa Ŧdńh ul-Kadhib waõl-Buhtńn (Hiwńr Maõ Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) 

[An Advice to the Generality of Brothers and an Elucidation of Lies and Falsehood: A 

Discussion with Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ] 2009, on page 3: 

Some beloved brothers within the Saudi Kingdom and outside of it, from the 

people of knowledge, requested that I uncover this vile approach and refute the 

rumours and claims of our brother, Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdee so that those 

with little knowledge do not get deceived. I have written this clarification 

based on written proofs from our brother Muhammad bin Hńdŧ because 

the man is a coward and does not openly declare his slander on audio tapes 

or books. Our brother Shaykh Muhammad has spread rumours which he 

has not brought any evidences for up to now!! By Allńh he does not enter 

the house from its doors and does not follow the Shariõ way of giving 

naseehah. Up to now he has not come to us with any enquiry, 

communication or letter about the falsities he has promoted. We wish that 

he would raise the matter to our senior Mashńyikh if what he has spread is 

true, but he has rejected doing this.  

      He was advised, may Allńh forgive him, by some of the Mashńyikh and 

students of knowledge and they clarified to him and responded to the 

doubts about the fitna, but he continued on his way and did not return 

from what the suspicions that he promoted. He continued to secretly 

spread his rumours among the youth who had no knowledge of the 

situation and those who trusted him. 

So there is an approach which many Salafi scholars have not only advised Dr Muhammad bin 

Hńdŧ, and not just over the past few weeks (!!!), about but have also clearly refuted him regarding. 

Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid also says on page 5 of his critique under the sub-heading ôWhy I turned 

away from him for three yearsõ: 

Our noble brother Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ has been speaking about 

my honour and deen for three years and I have been silent for three years 

for the following reasons: 

What he has mentioned about me are merely false suspicions, delusions 

and hypothetical ideas, so he says things like òyou will seeó and òI know 

more than you all knowó and òmy words will soon become clear to youó 

and òthiqńt have narrated to meó and then he is not even able to name 
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these òthiqńtó?! This is what Muhammad bin Hńdŧ used to refute Shaykh 

Fńlih for and then Muhammad bin Hńdŧ falls into it himself!! 

Sounds all too familiar, especially from the viewpoint of the Brixton Salafis! On pp.39-41 Shaykh 

Sultńn states under the sub-heading ôA New Way of Jarhõ (summarised translation): 

Shaykh Muhammad and those who are with him have taken a new way in 

Jarh which they have becomes distinguished with!? I fear that one who has 

no knowledge might follow them in this and this is why it is necessary to clarify it. 

From its distinguishing characteristics is: 

1. Secret and open ikhtilńf. Yes, he warns secretly and makes jarh in a hidden 

way, so he warns against his brother in private gatherings openly or tacitly. 

Then, he frees himself from having done this openly, rather he gives 

tazkiyah openly as he has done with me and I gave proof of this earlier. 

2. Use of vague and general matters, so if we discuss with him he is unable to 

clarify them or explain them, and he is unable to present evidence for 

theméfor this reason I request the brothers to separate from him and his 

likes and to not be pleased with them and their general matters which they 

confuse the Salafi youth with. 

3. Gratification in that which one has not been given, so you will find with 

them blowing matters up out of proportion and glorification of their speech 

with terms of expression which makes the listener think that those 

speaking have ilm and khabr, or that he has come across something which 

no else has before, or that he (Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) is the first to 

expose the Hizbiyyah of his brother! And that he had knowledge of so and 

soõs misguidance and enmity to Ahl us-Sunnah years ago! Even though 

within that time he (Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) used to give tazkiyah to him 

and defend him for the ògeneral benefitó as is claimed!?  

4. Use of unseen affairs and guess-work. So if it is said: what is your evidence? 

They say: òwe know and you donõt know!ó Or òit will become manifest to 

youó! Shaykh Muhammad should know that the Qadi of the Shareeõah 

Court does not accept these accusations of knowing the unseen and guess-

work, such as òwe know and you donõt knowó and òyou will seeó and the 

likes! 

5. Rising to the occasion to make jarh of people and expel them from 

Salafiyyah and to make tabdŧõ of them! This is even though the senior 
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Mashńõikh are present, and this is what happened with Shaykh 

Muhammadõs close friend Shaykh Fńlih, for Shaykh Fńlih used to make 

jarh of people, and you (Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) and your helpers supported 

him and made him an òImńmó and òthe ditch between Salafiyyah and 

Hizbyyahó, the òbridge of the Salafisó, so after these praises he did not 

reject rising up to give jarh... Shaykh Muhammad used to follow Shaykh 

Rabeeõ and Shaykh Fńlih in making jarh of men so then what has made 

him issue his own jarh now?! I remind you of the saying of the fuqahń: 

òwhoever rushes something before its time will be punished by being 

deprived of it.ó 

6. What can be noticed with Shaykh Muhammad and his aides in their new 

slanders is: a lack of tathabbut [verification] and caution, and censured 

haste in making jarh of his brothers and expelling them from Salafiyyah. 

This is even though Shaykh Muhammad theoretically acknowledges 

tathabbut in his own lectures, yet practically he totally opposes it!! I gave 

some examples of this before and I brought evidence of his lack of tathabbut 

[verification] in regards to me and others. So the man slanders me yet as is said he 

does not know me, it is just òqeela wa qńló. After the discussion it becomes clear 

to you that Shaykh Muhammad is not upon anything!  

7. Use of things which are unacceptable in an argument, such as his saying òthe 

thiqńt have narrated to meó. So now I have a disagreement with him, so who 

are these thiqńt who he uses against me?! I have affirmed the lies of these 

òthiqńtó and what they have ascribed to me. By Allńh on you if his 

witnesses are thiqńt why does he not name them?! We have shown the lies 

of his òthiqńtó and we seek from him that he names them and their 

testimonies and not to come with vague and general affairs. 

8. Contradictions ð Shaykh Muhammad and his helpers defame those who are 

famous for Salafiyyah and support the Sunnah and its people, and then he 

gives tazkiyah to a majhƝl [unknown person] and calls them òthiqńtó and 

we have affirmed their lies! Unfortunately, for some of our brothers jarh wa 

taõdeel has become the main knowledge, from Allńh we came and to him we 

return! 

9. The method of destroying and dropping (a person) which is more 

dangerous, so according to them there is only a Salafi who does not make 
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mistakes!! Or a Salafi who makes mistakes, according to what they think, 

and then his reward is to be expelled from Salafiyyah! This is what the 

Extremist Haddńdiyyah do. This is why up to today we see them apply 

ahkńm from the right and left without any Shariõ dawńbit (principles) and 

without returning back to Ahl ul-õIlm. In this way they are destroying the 

daõwah Salafiyyah, la hawla wa la quwwata ila billńh! O Allńh suffice us 

from the evil of fitna! 

Then Shaykh Sultńn presents his advice to Muhammad bin Hńdŧ, pp.42-44: 

This is the advice from a brother who has love for his brother: 

1. I advise him to not rush in giving a hukm on his Salafi brothers and to 

know the true estimation of his own self. The reference point for these 

major issues are the senior scholars and he (Muhammad bin Hńdee) has no 

part in this at all! 

2. I advise my brother to be warned against following the lies of the youth 

who he thinks are òthiqńtó because they can make him fall into that which 

is not befitting for Ahl ul-õIlm, as you can see. 

3. I advise him to change his style of daõwah and giving advice. I advise him 

to stay away from vague and generalised methods as if he has hidden 

knowledge which others have not received yet! Which no one understands 

except him! I advise him to stay away from words like òyou will soon 

seeéó and òit will become clear to youéó and òhe will soon doéó and 

òwe know moreéó and other terms which expose his bankruptcy of proofs 

and Shariõ evidences. This is what he did in his slander of me, may Allńh 

forgive him, and his words have been presented before which he cannot 

reject unless he denies making them, or unless he is sick and does not 

know what he is saying! 

4. It is upon our brother Muhammad, may Allńh grant him success, who only 

goes on about the efforts of Ahl ul-Madeenah (!) to also admit the efforts of 

his brothers and his Shaykhs in Riyadh, the South, Shńm, Yemen and other 

places and to support them. He is better than denying the efforts of his 

brothers, and all praise is due to Allńh, in the East and West. which are efforts 

which none can denyé I say to Shaykh Muhammad and those like him: all 

praise is due to Allńh, we have no need of your support or your verification 

of our tapes! For Allńh will support us and make our daõwah reach the East 
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and West, this is the virtue of Allńh upon he wills, even with our immense 

shortcomings. So if you (Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) support the Salafis then I 

hope that you will withhold your tongue from your Salafi brothers and 

refrain from causing fitan against their efforts and trying to strive to corrupt 

their efforts by saying: òdo not go to the lectures of fulńnó, òdo not listen to 

fulńnó, òfulńn inclines towards Fńlihó, òfulńn has Haddńdiyyahó to the end of such 

terminologies which are repeated during these days and what [some of the] the 

Libyans and Algerians get pre-occupied with.  

5. I advise the brother, Shaykh Muhammad: to not emerge in these types of fitan 

which are among the Mashńõikh, and which the senior scholars speak in, such as 

the Mufti, Shaykh Fawzńn, Ghudayńn, an-Najmee and others. I remind of what al-

Allńmah, an-Nńsih, Shaykh al-Albńnŧ, may Allńh forgive him, stated, who Shaykh 

Muhammad manifests defence for, and he is correct in doing so, his rich and 

precious advice when Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated: òLove for fame will break oneõs 

back!ó (hubb adh-dhuhƝr yaqsim adh-dhuhƝr)!ó We ask Allńh to make our actions 

sincerely for His Noble Face. 

6. Just as I remind Shaykh Muhammad, and all of our brothers, about the 

rights of our Ulama of the Sunnah, such as the three õUlama of the Sunnah 

of our time: Ibn Bńz, al-Albńnŧ and Ibn õUthaymeen and others from the 

Lajnah ad-Dńõimah and our noble Shaykhs. We love them all and are not 

pleased that any of them are slandered. Whoever of them makes a mistake 

then this is a drop within the sea of his good deeds and Allńh will forgive 

him. From their rights upon us is that we spread their knowledge and I think that 

I, and all praise is due to Allńh, are from those who strive to spread the knowledge 

of our Shaykhs: Ibn Bńz, al-Albńnŧ and others from our Ulama and Imams, may 

Allńh forgive those of them who are dead and bless those of them who are alive. 

My tapes and khutbahs are famous, and all praise is due to Allńh, I refer to their 

knowledge within them. It is an honour for me to be a servant to ilm and the 

Ulama from Ahlus-Sunnah and to defend their honour. So whoever spreads about 

me what is contrary to this then Allńh is between us and I will complain to my 

Lord  

7. I also advise my brother Shaykh Muhammad to make tawbah to Allńh for 

what he has put out from his slander of his Salafi brothers, especially our 

Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-õUbaykńn, by spreading a foolish story, as for me then I 
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have a position toward him (Muhammad bin Hńdŧ) which is not hidden, 

and Allńh will take my right from him and those who help him. 

As the poet said, 

We are passing towards to the day of Judgement, 

When Allńh will gather all disagreements 

 

TTwwoo:: Shaykh Ibrńheem ar-Ruhaylŧ, who stated in his book al-Kashf, p.64-66 (summarised 

translation): 

After this detailed and documented presentation of the defamation of Dr 

Muhammad bin Hńdŧ which need no further commentary due to their severity and 

indulgence in such defamation and slander that no commentary is required. 

Whoever contemplates on his words will reach a clear conclusion which is that 

these slanderous statements cannot emanate from a Muslim who extols the deen. 

Rather such words necessitate that one is either a major Munńfiq or a major 

deviantéfor this reason I present to Dr Muhammad bin Hńdŧ and I say: the time 

to be called to account has come, the time of patience and forbearance has come 

to an end and I wrote to you two years ago when I first heard your slander, in a 

treatise entitled Taõseel al-Masńõil al-Mustashakilah min Jawńb is-Sńõil in which I 

clarified the doubts, answered what I had to and critiqued all that which had been 

levelled against me. I discussed with you in the manner of the people of 

knowledge with proofs and evidences, and I have overlooked following of your 

words of abuse and slander for the sake of love and brotherhood for Allńh, and I 

sent you personally my treatise before it was distributed for public consumption, 

and I thought that whatever had been problematic from my words were fully 

removed and clarified what you had intended from my words, all of this was 

supported with Shariõ proofs and statements from the Imńms. Yet you turned 

away from all of that and continued in unleashing your tongue with slander in all 

sittingsémy forbearance and overlooking deceived you while you were brash and 

hasty in a manner which does not befit one whose beard and head has become 

white [i.e. grey], not to mention one who is ascribed to knowledge, such as the 

knowledge of Jarh waõt-Taõdeel which the people of knowledge have known to 

have precision and detail in the rulings that they pronounce in their jarh and 

taõdeel of others. 

Then Shaykh Ibrńheem ar-Ruhaylŧ says, continuing on p.66: 



Advising Dr Lahmami Not to Eat the ‘Lahm’ of the Brixton Salafis ~  
The Lahmami Conundrum ~ Part 2, Section 1 

_________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________
© SalafiManhaj 2018 

21 

The weak students deceived you with their expressions of praise for you 

such as òour Shaykhó, òal-õAllńmahó, òImńmó, òMuhaddithó, òFaqeehó, 

òthe Suppressor of Innovationó, òthe Aider of the Sunnahó, etc. which the 

intelligent one is not deceived by and which no scholar is pleased to be 

addressed with, and I knew that this is what has dropped you in the eyes of 

the õUlamaé 

Then Shaykh Ibrńheem ar-Ruhaylŧ presented Muhammad bin Hńdŧ with three options 

(summarised translation): 

One: a knowledge-based book 

If you are truthful in what you say and have certainty about what you claim then 

between me and you is a knowledge-based proof supported by proofs and 

evidences from the Book, Sunnah, Ijmń and written in book form. You should do 

this via critiquing what I said fully without splicing my words, omitting them, 

taking them out of context and misinterpreting them, documenting what you 

transmit from my books and audios and then discussing in an academic manner 

and clarifying the mistake in my words via supporting your words with Divinely 

Legislated proofs. You should also support your words with the speech of the 

Imńms, if you were to do that with truthfulness and sincerity, then you would be 

rewarded by Allńhõs Will and if the right stance from your words becomes 

apparent to me I will retract from the error and supplicate to Allńh for you and 

admit yoru virtue that would alerted me and guided me about the error. For the 

people of knowledge still say òknowledge is a mercy among its people.ó Mutual 

advice among the people of knowledge and academic refutations do not anger the 

intelligent one if it is in accordance with Divinely Legislated principles and with 

the intent of advice, sincerity and clarifying the truth.  

If you reject this, then the second suggestion is: 

Two: an open academic discussion 

I call upon you to have an open academic discussion in a knowledge-based 

gathering with witnesses from the õUlama and students of knowledge, and 

there is no problem if this is aired live on air so that all can hear, if you are 

upon certainty in your critique. This would be your golden opportunity to 

uphold the truth and establish the proof upon the òperson of falsehoodó, as 

you claim, and upon the one whom you have described in your words as 

òal-Fadmó [dim-witted] who is the one who is òdevoid of proof and speaks 
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with stupidity, laxity and a lack of understandingóéso [you have the 

chance to] exert yourself to support the Sunnah and expose the talbees and 

tadlees and refute the Mumayyiõ and the Mutasńhil and establish the proofs 

and the evidences within this sitting which will be witnesses so that the 

people will have clarity about the condition of òthe one who has been 

vigilant about the Sunnah and its people for 25 yearsó, as you claim. 

If this is not suitable for you then the third option:     

Three: Divinely Legislated [Shareeõah] Court Judgement 

This will be sought after you have turned away from academic and knowledge-

based proofs, as highlighted in the above two options, because if you had any 

proofs and evidences for the major accusations that you claim, you would quickly 

present these. I only intend by thiséso that it does not become spread among the 

people that [you will claim] òI refuted Ibrńheem ar-Ruhaylŧ and he then took me 

to court! Over an academic and knowledge-based matter!ó And so that it will be 

known that there was no response from you within a month from the publication 

of this article and as a result I will present this report, which includes all of your 

slander and defamation, to the [Shareeõah] Courts and request for them to 

implement the Shariõ ruling upon you due to the major accusations you have 

levelled against me which have surpassed the limits of tabdŧõ to casting doubt on 

the foundation of deen, and some expressions have even been clear in that. It 

should also be known before the time has elapsed that if it reaches this stage [of 

Shareeõah Court intervention] I will not accept any intervention or intercession 

from other parties.  

And Allńh knows best, and may peace and blessings of Allńh be upon Hs servant 

and Messenger Muhammad. 

Written by  

Ibrńheem bin õŃmir ar-Ruhaylŧ 

06/02/1434 AH (14th December 2012)      

While more recently, in an article entitled ar-Risńlah lam Yahmiluhń al-Bared ilń Shaykh Muhammad 

bin Hńdŧ al-Madkhalŧ: Naõl Hńnŧ bin Burayk Khayrun min Raõs Bashhńr al-Asad [A Letter Which 

Cannot be Sent by Post to Shaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ: The Shoe of Hńnŧ bin Burayk is Better 

than the Head of Bashhńr al-Asad] dated 7th Jumńdń al-Ɯlń 1439 AH/24th January 2018 CE, 

Shaykh Sńlim at-Taweel also noted in regards to Dr Muhammad ibn Hńdŧ:27 

                                                           
27 See: http://www.saltaweel.com/articles/452    

http://www.saltaweel.com/articles/452
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All praise is due to Allńh the Lord of the Worlds, and wellbeing is for the pious, 

there is no transgression except unto the oppressors, and may the peace and 

blessings of Allńh be upon our Prophet Muhammad, his family and all of his 

companions. 

O akhŧ Muhammad bin Hńdŧ, may Allńh forgive you and your parents, 

what is with you that you have come out with a new sect whom you have 

called òas-Saõńqifahó, increasing division upon division. This indicates the 

corruption and deviation of your selective manhaj, as your words indicate 

òthere is not a Salafi on the face of this earth except for me and whoever I 

am happy with!ó By Allńh, this is something strange and foreign to 

Salafiyyah which was not known of before, we neither heard of it nor about 

it and it was not an approach taken by the õUlama who have bene agreed 

upon by Ahl us-Sunnah ð rather you and your like [Muhammad bin Hńdŧ] 

have invented it. As whenever you differ with a person you bring forth a 

new term for him along with a sect named after him, such as: al-

Maõribiyyah, al-Maghrńwiyyah, al-õArƝriyyah, al-Halabiyyah, al-

HajƝriyyah, ar-Ruhayliyyah, as-Suhaymiyyah and other such titles which 

we do not know of, and maybe tomorrow they will come out with the: 

Salfeeqiyyah, al-BńzmƝliyyah, al-Bukhńriyyah, al-õAnjariyyah, al-

Buraykiyyah, an-Nazńriyyah etc. etc.! Furthermore, what is this akhŧ 

Muhammad bin Hńdŧ?! Do you not have any humility before Allńh Taõala, 

have you not had enough of the approach of belittlement which you 

practice? Terms of belittlement are often heard from your tongue: òso and 

so is jńhiló, òso and so has compounded ignoranceó, òso and so cannot 

even read two linesó, òso and so does not understandó, òso and so does not 

memoriseó and other terms which are known due to your oft-repeated 

usage of them, as is said 

Man akthara min Shayin õurifa bihi 

òWhoever is abundant with something becomes known for itó 

As you do, your students will do, and rather most of that is as a result of 

this reckless education. You should know that knowledge which is Rabbńnŧ 

increases a person in fear unto Allńh and humility unto His servants; and 

                                                                                                                                                                                      
Ironically, Burayk is an individual whom Lahmami also used to “promote”, “defend” and 

“accomodate” (!!?)  
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know that knowledge is a blessing like other blessings, Allńh gives it to one 

of His servants to test him by it to see whether the servant is thankful or 

ungrateful. Akhŧ Muhammad bin Hńdŧ, may Allńh guide you to the right 

path, how painful it is to hear that some of the youth who ascribe 

themselves to the Sunnah in non-Arab countries dispute, boycott and cut 

off from each other, due to what? Muhammad bin Hńdŧ! Is he a scholar or 

not? Is he more knowledgeable than Shaykh so and so? By Allńh Whom 

there is no god except He, I heard one of them say, and he was sixty years 

of age, that he will put you above Shaykh Sńlih al-Fawzńn!!? I asked him 

why this was and he replied òShaykh Muhammad bin Hńdŧ is a clear 

Salafi!ó SubhńnAllńh! Is this the Salafiyyah which is the deen of Allńh? Then 

I read the comments of those who are fanatical to you and they differ with 

someone and what they say about him, it is as if they have not read where Allńh 

Says, 

òDo they think that they will not be resurrected? For a tremendous day ð 

the day when mankind will stand before the Lord of the worlds.ó 

{al-Mutaffifeen (83): 4-6} 

Or as if he has not heard in his life where Allńh Says, 

òMan does not utter a word except that with him is an observer prepared 

[to record].ó 

{Qńf (50): 18} 

Or as if he does not know that Allńh Says, 

òéAllńh had enumerated, while they forgot; and Allńh is, over all things, 

Witness.ó 

{al-Mujńdilah (58): 6} 

Yes, this is the reality with some of them, they transgress in rivalry in a way which 

is not found among others. Do not say as Salmńn al-õAwda did òI am not 

responsible for how some people understand my wordsó as rather it is the 

case that whoever cultivates people on something and makes them 

comprehend a specific principle then he is definitely responsible for his 

education upon which he has cultivated them. What do you think about the 

Lord of the Worlds? Do you think that Allńh will not call you to account for 

this cultivation which you have imparted to your students? Akhŧ Muhammad 

bin Hńdŧ, I do not know Hńnŧ Burayk and have never met him at all in my life, 
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and he maybe does not even like me and if he met me may not give salńm to me, 

as is my relationship with õAbdullńh bin Salfeeq, to the extent that I wanted to 

visit him and he profusely rejected that I do so. As for akh õAbdullńh al-Bukhńrŧ 

then I have heard of him but never met him at all in my life.  As for the rest of 

those whom you have branded òSaõńqifahó ð then I have not even heard of them, 

I do not defend them and I do not know the reality of your differing with them. I 

ask Allńh to keep me distant from all of that. However, I have looked at your 

usage of the term ôSaõńqifahõ, this is at the very least calling others by nicknaming.  

ò..do not call each other by nicknames.ó 

{al-Hujurńt (49): 11} 

It is upon you to refute the error without announcing warfare, causing division 

and making up a name as a new group. 

Fear Allńh and suffice yourself from this approach, occupy yourself with 

knowledge, benefit yourself and others. Humble yourself before Allńh and lower 

your wing of mercy unto the Muslims. Life is short and is more honourable than 

wasting it arguing with your brothers. Finally, I say to you akhŧ Muhammad 

bin Hńdŧ: I have seen your silence in regards to your brothers in Kuwait: 

Muhammad al-õAnjarŧ, Tńriq Subayõŧ, Fawńz al-õAwadŧ and Ahmad as-

Subayõŧ ð they say about Bashhńr al-Asad that òhe is a Sunni Muslimó!!?I 

wrote to you about that yet heard neither a comment nor a word! You 

should place this information in your archives and wait for the appropriate 

time to bring this out for when you differ with them and refute them! As 

òthe left shoeó of akh Hńnŧ bin Burayk is better than the head of Bashhńr 

al-Asad the Nusayrŧ Baõathist Bńtinŧ criminal!  

This is what the scholars themselves advise and impart to us. As a result terms such as 

òaccommodateó and òpromoteó are not to be applied to Salafis and is the language reserved 

for partisan groups ð and not for Salafis who merely do not agree with all that SP say. For 

Lahmami and others of the ghulƝ persuasion, anyone who does not agree with tabdŧõ of a Shaykh 

is òa supporteró, òpromoteró or òa defenderó of that said Shaykh in question. This is repeated 

ad nauseaum, along with other terms, names and methods, as if repeating it over and over again 

somehow makes it true?! Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid stated in his critique of Muhammad bin Hńdŧ, 

pp.10-11 under point number 10: 

After this clarification came out and the talbees [deception] of this noble brother 

Muhammad bin Hńdŧ was exposed along with those around him, we did not find 
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from them a knowledge-based answer. All we heard, as usual, were claims 

with no daleel and their sayings which we always hear like òwe know more 

about the realityó and òso and so defends fulńn against fulńnó! 

On page 11, Shaykh Sultńn then stated: 

From their methods is: to raise the flag of defending Ahl ul-Ilm and respect 

for them, even though they are the same ones who take Ahl ul-Ilm out of 

Salafiyyah, make tabdŧõ of them and slander their honour and deen! Then 

they claim to respect Ahl ul-Ilm!? May Allńh fight against evil desires!  

This method therefore tries to simplistically convey that Salafis have to agree on absolutely 

everything, when this is not the case, and that there cannot be differences on matters. These 

methods therefore are in fact straight out of the handbook of disbelieving political propaganda 

techniques taken on board by Hizbŧ groups rather than being rooted in the Salafi Manhaj, for the 

Salaf emphasised, as noted by Imńm Ahmad when he praised Imńm ishńq bin Rahawayh: 

ȿ̃ᾡɒȨ ̜ͨ͡ Ƀ̵̃Ȩ̰̪ ⁭ɒȨ ᾪ‟Ȩ ẇ͉Ά ‹ ȗȢ̃Ή͏̸ɑȩ Ὸ ̃̃͘͢ʹᶎ Ƀ  ɃɒȨɅ ȗ Ɂ̲Έ ‹ ȵ̃ͮȨ͢ Ƀɒ̃͗

 Ɉ͉̃̿ ̆ͧͼ͉̿ ͖̆̃͢ᶎ 

None crossed the bridge to Khurńsńn like Ishńq, even though he disagreed 

with us in some things. As the people will not cease to disagree with each 

other.28 

Whereas political propaganda communication techniques, involve: use of stereotypes, 

substitution of names, downright lying, repetition, assertions, pinpointing an enemy and appeals. 

Now if these are not the political methods of Hizbŧ groups one does not know what are! Imńm 

al-Albńnŧ stated: 

As for what I hear now from this question concerning how a Muslim is 

removed from the Jamaõah or the Jamaõah as-Salafiyyah because he made a 

mistake in an issue or other, then I do not see that this can be anything but 

an infection from the other partisan parties, this removal [of the Salafi from 

as-Salafiyyah due to a mistake he made] is from the practice of some of the 

Islamic parties which do not take up the Salafi Manhaj as a Manhaj in fiqh 

or in understanding Islam, rather [this practice is that of] a Hizb, 

predominate in it is what is predominate in the other Ahzab, [things like] 

gathering upon the basis of a small state: He who leaves the obedience of 

                                                           
28 Al-Khateeb al-Baghdƃdƛ, Tƃrƛkh Baghdƃd (Beirut: Dƃr ul -Kutub al -ôIlmiyyah, n.d.), vol.6, p.348. 
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its leader is warned once, and twice, and a third time -- perhaps -- then he 

is judged with his removal. The likes of this is not allowed to be taken up 

by a group that belongs truly to the Book of Allah and to the Sunnah of the 

Messenger of Allah (sallAllahu ôalayhi wasallam) and to the Manhaj of the 

Salaf as-Salih.29 

This is then followed by what is nothing short of an inquisition, and then many who are fearful 

fall in line and blindly follow that line without adequately comprehending the issue or due to 

peer pressure, infantile bully-boy tactics, ignorance, threats, physical violence and in cases, kidnap 

and murder as will be discussed in a subsequent section. 

      And while some of our brothers in Brixton may have erred in bringing out an article from 

Shaykh õAli wherein he questioned Shaykh Rabŧõ on some points, and entitling it in a way which 

could be seen to aggravate the dispute between the two respected Shaykhs, at least the Brixton 

brothers removed it and openly stated this was an error. This in itself is a drop in the ocean 

compared to the litany of articles which have also been brought out by others over the years 

inciting all and sundry to òtake a positionó on issues among the scholars.  

Furthermore, I was not aware of the circumstances of the article in question, I was neither in the 

country nor involved in its release. Moreover, my name is, most of the time, on my translations. 

Now if it is said òyou al-Ashanti are complicit as you are a part of the adminó I say in response 

to this: 

One: Due to Dr Lahmami adequately or appropriately investigating, and being very hasty, if he 

does indeed ascribe the release of the article directly to me, which is evil suspicion. For I was 

neither in the country nor involved in its release or translation whatsoever.  

Two: This reason would also therefore require the like of Lahmami, or anyone else, also being 

complicit in actions which have been committed by his associates, in the name of daõwah. 

Indeed, for which they are yet to be clarifications. 

Three: Lahmami, also made public, with no clarification up to this day a number of odd views 

which have not been adequately accounted for. I.e. suggesting to Dr õAbdulHaqq Baker in 1997 

that Imńms Bin Bńz and õUthaymeen were not Salafi, from what Lahmami took from the lessons 

of Yahya Silmŧ in East London in the 1990s. It is also worth noting that in 1998 in Leyton there 

was talk of the presence of what was nothing short of a ôdodgy dossierõ wherein it was argued 

that Imńm õUthaymeen (rahimahullńh) was not Salafi but Hanbali and was a refutation of Imńm 

õUthaymeen. It could, by this reasoning, therefore be argued that Dr Lahmami was complicit in 

this as he was preaching it to others, in the name of daõwah, with no clarification to this day. 

                                                           
29 Fatawƃ Jeddah, tape no.13. 
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Four: Brixton Masjid is not a cult or a partisan group wherein all concur on absolute every issue 

and blind follow, the brothers disagree on some matters. Due to this, disagreements relating to 

various matters even occur among the management. This is not something unbeknown to 

others. 

Five: Equally, many others, especially UK and USA, have been complicit in promotion of 

extremism, fanatical taqleed, bully-boy tactics and many of the traits which some have observed 

are also found in cults based upon fear, threats and attempts to òexpeló Salafis from Ahl us-

Sunnah.30 

Now, there is a common argument which has been repeated ad nauseam by certain ghulƝ 

fraternities in the West, that Brixton Masjid, and by extension myself, are òstaunch Halabŧ 

defendersó. Dr Lahmami states for instance on p.16: 

As for you Omar, Ashanti, et.al, then you are opposite of this: You defend, 

protect and promote the innovators such as Ali Hasan and his ilké 

                                                           
30 There has been much talk of late with regards to cult characteristics among some Salafis. Though I 

will not explore this in depth, this ha s been discussed in detail by the brother s AbƸ ôƂliyah ôAbdullƃh 

Battle and Dr ôAbdulHaqq Baker. There is no doubt that there are some worrying aspects which 

should sound alarm bells to a Salafi. Cults have the following hallmarks:  

features of cultish behaviour are observable, most particularly in the following fundamental  cult traits:  

V Uncritical following of a leader and acceptance of all that he says with little or no question ï 

any questioning is taken as ñan attackò. 

V A leader who has control over the followers by claiming to be on a true mission.  

V Involvement in illegal activities  

V Violent rhetoric, sometimes in order to attract attention and build up the rapport and fame 

of the cult. 

V Publicity stunts  

V Deceptive tactics utilised in the recruitment of followers, this is linked to the Islƃmic idea of 

tadlees, which will be discussed later in the study.  

V Simplistic indoctrination via reference to contorting texts.  

V Restricting understanding of the texts.  

V Accumulat ion of wealth for personal and political aims.     

V Providing simplistic quick -fix solutions to deep-rooted problems.  

V Whatever the dubious leader dictates goes, whether these are rules, regulations or so forth.  

V A leader who knows full well that what is bein g taught is false yet has to maintain control.  

V Members give the cult leadership wealth in order to further the religio -political aims of the 

group.  

This should send shivers down the spine of a Salafi, as unfortunately it has been observed that these 

hallmarks are found particularly among those who have fanatical following of SP. 
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As noted earlier in this section, the language that Lahmami utilises is typical, òdefendó, 

òprotectó (!!?) and òpromoteó ð only because we do not deem Shaykh õAli Hasan to be an 

innovator?! Additionally, if we were òpromotersó, a rather odd use of language, then one would 

find regular articles, pompous praise, infantile point-scoring and simplistic propaganda all for 

Shaykh õAli Hasan, yet this is non-existent among the Brixton Salafis. However, what we do find 

from others are the following: 
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If all this is not an example of òpromotionó, òprotectionó and òdefenceó over the years one 

does not know what is! So if we òdefendó, òprotectó and òpromoteó òan innovatoró, what 

follows, according to the chain of continuity from the cohorts of ghulƝ, is that the Brixton 

Salafis are thereby òpeople of innovationó. Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh) said, ten minutes in to 

Silsilat Hudń waõn-NƝr, no.778, was asked about this method: 

Questioner: If a scholar from among the õUlama of the Muslims 

established the proof against an individual, whether this was in Takfir 

or Tabdiõ or Tafsiq [of that individual], is the following of that scholar 

obligatory upon a person or is it for him to establish the proof 

himself? 

Answer from Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh): 

It is not a requirement, it is not a requirement; rather what is 

obligatory is [for that person] to be convinced that the proof was 

established against the individual whose Takfeer, Tafseeq or 

Tabdiõ is sought, otherwise the matter will turn into one of a 

series [of Takfir or Tafsiq or Tabdiõ by extension] with no end 

to ité31 

Shaykh õAbdulMalik ar-Ramadńnŧ al-Jazńõirŧ stated in regards to such an approach: 

ésome of those youth, become joyous if they come across errors of a 

person who is ascribed to their daõwah, as they say, and then his hidden 

gets exposed along with his tamyŧ and tasńhul with Ahl ul-Bidaõ. They may 

even say that he òstands alongside Ahl ul-Bidaõ and the opposersó and the 

likes. In reality a person who does this has to comprehend his own self 

                                                           
31 http://www.alalbany.net/play.php?catsmktba=17527   

http://www.alalbany.net/play.php?catsmktba=17527
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before death comprehends him while he is in this state of speaking about 

people and their honour without right.32 

I am totally unaware where I have òdefendedó Shaykh Ali Hasan on any of his views which 

have been deemed to be incorrect. In fact, I have actually sat and disagreed with him, in his own 

house, on a number of issues, while maintaining respect ð we do not blindly follow anyone. And 

you will never find me abusing another Shaykh in an antagonising manner, respect has always 

been maintained. Shaykh Rabŧõ, may Allńh preserve him, is one of those scholars whom I greatly 

respect and whom has said: 

 ɑ̪̄͂ ⁮͈ ⁯ ͖͚Ʌ ͪͨ ⁯ ͛͡Ήͥ͗ Ȭɑ̪̄͂ɑȩ ȨȲɒȨ Ḝ̮ɑȩ ⁯ ̼̅ ͉̓Ά Ƀɑȩ ̮̦ɑӰ ῗȳɑȩ Ӯ ᴗɑȩɅ

ȗ ɀȨȲ Ʌɑȩ Ȩ̯ͻ ̮̦ɑӰ ̼̅ ͉̓Ά ӮɅ ‐Ό͗ ′ ɀȳᴔ º Ȭɑ̪̄͂ɑȩ 
And I am not pleased with anyone being partisan toward me ever. If I am 

incorrect then say it to me, whoever stops at an error from me then (say) 

you erred. May Allah bless you, and do not be partisan to this one or that 

one.33 

So for instance, you will not find al-Ashanti translating an entire corpus from Shaykh õAli Hasan 

on a controversial issue, which many people neither understand nor adequately comprehend and 

then present this to English-speaking audiences. But who has done this over the years? Indeed, 

Lahmami need look no further than his own compatriots! For it was none other than Salafi 

Publications who released the ôHalabi Papersõ a three-part serialisation. These ôHalabŧ Papersõ 

were Shaykh õAli Hasanõs reply to the Lajnah. Did al-Ashanti and Brixton translate this? Did al-

Ashanti and Brixton go to this extent? Did al-Ashanti and Brixton òsupportó, òpromoteó and 

òdefendó Shaykh õAli to the extent that they called on al-õAllńmah õAbdulõAzeez Ńli Shaykh, al-

õAllńmah Fawzńn and others to òcorrect its mistakeó??! As done by Abu Khadeejah from Salafi 

Publications in 2000 ð with no clarity up until this day in 2018 CE! Such an insolent riposte to a 

body of senior scholars is the epitome of contradiction and disrespect. Shame yń Dr Lahmami, 

you are brazen enough to rise to the occasion to try to refute the Brixton Salafis yet remain 

totally bamboozled and in fear when it comes to anything from SP Birmingham. Lahmami also 

states on p.1: 

                                                           
32 Summarised from the Shaykhôs meeting with some brothers from Tunisia (dated 1432 

AH/September 28 th 2011 CE). 

33 From the lecture KhutƸrat ul -Kadhb wa Athƃruhu as-Saôiyyah wa Mawqif ul-Islƃm minhu, after 

56 minutes. See: http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=32194   

 

http://www.ajurry.com/vb/showthread.php?t=32194
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But they went further as Brixton Masjid administration chose to translate 

material in refutation of the Salafi Scholar Shaykh Rabee' b. Hńdi 

(hafidhahullńh) accusing him of òextremismó and òdefaming the people of 

Sunnahó! It is therefore strange that Omar al-Jamayki, may Allńh guide 

him to honesty, had the audacity to demand clarification from myself whilst 

he along with his administration defamed this Imńm of the Sunnah as can 

be seen below! 

Lahmami again states on p.3: 

Indeed, you people have the audacity to speak against Shaykh Rabeeõ 

(hafidhahullńh) in this manner - it is upon you to fear Allńh, and honour the 

Scholars of Sunnah. 

This has been addressed above yet for further elaboration Dr Lahmami is essentially repeating 

something which was retracted, and he cannot do this. The brothers removed the article in 

question and admitted their mistake in its title ð I was neither the translator nor was I in the UK 

at the time the article went up, and the particular brothers from the admin responsible for 

putting it up removed it. The content of the article may have been accurate, I am unaware of any 

òdefamationó as such, as that is not really the approach of Shaykh õAli Hasan, strong 

disagreement does not necessarily equal òdefamationó, yet for those with a partisan ghulƝ frame 

of thought, òdefamationó is merely disagreeing with another view! As this will always exist, one 

Shaykh has a view, another disagrees, they go back and forth in disagreement, this was found in 

the past. Among contemporaries at times will always be this tension and disagreement. Imńm 

adh-Dhahabŧ stated in Mŧzńn ul-Iõtidńl, vol.7, p.87:34 

 ̶̅ ᶀ ͉̽̆ Ὸ ͧͼ͉̿ ̆ͧӶ‎̓Ά ɃȨ̰͚ɑӰȨ Ȣ⁵͉ͥ͢Ȩ ɁȨȴ̃ͨȨ₈ȱ̃Ṃ̞ ȗ ӷ​Ʌ  Ɋ̮̦ɑȩ  ⁪;͚ ͪͨ ̯̫˺Ά

′ Ɂ;̵ȳ ӮɒȨ ɀẈΆɅ 

Contemporaneous õUlama will not cease speaking about each other 

according to their Ijtihńd, and each of them can have his statement taken 

or left except for Allńhõs Messenger (sallallńhu õalayhi wassallam).   

And he also stated in Mŧzńn ul-Iõtidńl, vol.2, p.433: 

 Ɍ· Ӯ͉̽ ̆Ὸ ͧͼ͉̿ ̆ȢȨ̮͈ɑӰȨ Ɂ;͚ ̶͆ͩ  

The words said by adversaries about each other should not be listened to. 

Muhammad Ibn Muflih stated: 
                                                           
34 Eds.ôAli Muôawwidh andôAli ôAbdulMawjƸd, Dƃr ul -Kutub al -ôIlmiyyah, 1995. 



Advising Dr Lahmami Not to Eat the ‘Lahm’ of the Brixton Salafis ~  
The Lahmami Conundrum ~ Part 2, Section 1 

_________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________
© SalafiManhaj 2018 

33 

 ɌΆ ̃ͨ ;ᶃ ȗͧṅ͗ ȵ̃ͮȨ͢ ͉̽̆ ɂ  ͪͨ ȵ̃ͮȨ͢ ͪͨ ɉẋ̚͝ ̝ͮΆ ‹Ʌ ͇ͪ ̰̯͞ Ὸ ͨͅ  ͪͨ ἊͻȨ̰̈ɒȨ

ὔ͉̹ Ȩ͢ ȗͼ͚ͧ̋ͥ Ƀ  ͪḥ͗Ʌ ̰͇̎ͨ͠ Ὸ ὔ͉̹ Ȩ͢ ɂ Ʌ ȗ̴ͮ͘͢ȨɅ ȸ̰͉͢Ȩ Ὸ ͧͼ͉̿ ̆ɁɅ̃̐ͮɅ  

Most people are not safe from people speaking about them, like what has 

been mentioned about Ibrńheem speaking about ash-Shaõbŧ, and ash-

Shaõbŧ words about õIkrimah and about those before them and some of 

them partook in [delving] into honour and the self.35 

Ibn Hajar in Hadŧ us-Sńrŧ, p.433 also stated the same in regards to Rabeeõahõs criticism of one of 

the narrators that due to the enmity between them that it should not be taken, as Abuõz-Zinńd 

õAbdullńh bin Dhakwńn had been deemed as credible: 

 ‹̏̓͘ Άͥ  Ӷ̗Ʌ ̆͡ ȗ⁵ṄΊ̆ ̏ͫ  ὕ͢Ȩ ȫɅȨ̮͉ͥ ͣ Ȳ Ὸ ͉̎Ή̆ȳ ⁭ɒȨ ȵ̃ͮȨ͢͵;͛  

The people did not turn to Rabeeõah in that due to the enmity which was 

between them, rather he [i.e. Abuõz-Zinńd] was deemed credible. 

Adh-Dhahabŧ states, in Siyar Aõlńm un-Nubalńõ, vol.13, p.299, in commenting on some words of 

Ibn Mandah:  

 Ɍ· Ӯ Ὸ ɍɎɅ̮͉Ȩ͢ Ɂ;͚ ̶͆ͩ͵Ʌ̮͈  

The words of an adversary against another are not to be listened to. 

Imńm adh-Dhahabŧ also stated in Siyar Aõlńm un-Nubalńõ, vol.17, p.34 in regards to AbƝ Nuõaymõs 

denigration of Ibn Mandah and noted: 

 Ɍ· Ӯ ⁵͝ ȗȫ̶̰̃˿ Ȩ͢ ȫɅȨ̮͉ͥ ̼̪ͣͩ͜ Ὸ  ;͛̆ ɑ͉̄ͫ̉ ӮΌ͗͜ ⁪;͚ Ɉ̃̿Άɑȩ ̶͆ͩ ȗ ͪ̈Ӯ Ɍ̏Άɑȩȳ ̮ͥ͛͗

 Ɍͨ Ɉ̥̃͂ ȫ̮ͨʹ ɏ͛ ɍ̯͵̰͞Ȳ ̥̅ɑȩ Ӯ̃ͨɅ ȗɈ͉̃Ά̮̐̉Ʌ ȗἊ͉ͫ ṋɑȩ ⁮͈ Ɉ͈̃ ȗ ẋ͌ ̶ͫ͘ͅ Ὸ ɉȿɅ̮̼  ͗⁵Ṅͨ ​Ʌ

′ ̮ͩᶀ ⁫͛ͫ Ὸ ͧӶṂͨ 

We do not give attention to your words about your adversary on account of 

the ongoing enmity [between you], just as his words about you are also not 

to be listened to. For I have seen that Ibn Mandah levelled defamatory 

abuse against AbƝ Nuõaym, tabdŧõ and also [stated] that which I do not 

wish to mention. Each of them are SudƝq [truthful] in and o f themselves 

and are not to be accused in terms of their transmission, all praise is due to 

Allńh.     

                                                           
35 Siyar Aôlƃm un-Nubalƃô, vol.7, p.40. 
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Ibn õAdiyy noted, as relayed in al-Kńmil fiõd-Duõafńõ, vol.2, p.461 that due to a disagreement 

between AbƝ Nuõaym and Ibn Mandah: 

ȬӶȨ̯ͻ ͪͨ ȫɅȨ̮͉͢Ȩ ⁵ṄΊ̆ ͗̕;‫  

Enmity between the two was caused as a result of that. 

Ibn õAdiyy noted, as relayed in al-Kńmil fiõd-Duõafńõ, vol.1, p.183 that due to ongoing issues or 

reasons between scholars this also led to a degree of Tahńmul [bias] of one against the other. Ibn 

õAdiyy states: 

ȱ͵̰͂ ̶͗ͅ ⁹ͥ ̓́  ̥ͫͅɑȩ ¹ɇῌ‼Ȩ ”̻̃ ͪ̈ ̮ὼɑȩ Ὸ Ṕ̶̃ͯ͢Ȩ ɂ  ̅̊ Ʌ̵ ȗ ⁮͈  Ȳ ⁫ͩῬ

Ό͗ͅ ͧ‎̒ Ƀɑȩ 

The reason for an-Nasńõŧõs words about Ahmad bin Sńlih al-Misrŧ: was due 

to him [an-Nasńõŧ] attending one of his [Ahmad bin Sńlihõs] gatherings and 

ejecting him from it, this bias against him as a result led him to speak 

about him. 

AbƝ Jaõfar al-õUqaylŧ noted that Ahmad bin Sńlih was a Muhaddith in Egypt and was strict about 

whom would narrate from him, and would not allow anyone whom he did not know to hear 

from him. So when an-Nasńõŧ went to Egypt he tried to attend the gathering of Ahmad bin Sńlih 

and accompanied some Ahl ul-Hadeeth who Ahmad bin Sńlih was not pleased with and as a 

result ejected an-Nasńõŧ from the gathering, this led to an-Nasńõŧõs bias against Ahmad bin Sńlih.36 

So if all of this occurred among the scholars of hadeeth and õUlama of the past, it is even more 

than likely to occur today, as Shaykh Falńh Ismńõeel has stated that such scholars speaking about 

each other will never cease and will also occur. Shuõbah stated: 

ȵ;Ή̓͢Ȩ ͪͨ ȫẋ͌ ̸̮ɑȩ ͧͼͥ͗ ȗ͉̽̆ ⁮͈ ͧͼ͉̿ ̖̆Ά̮†Ȩ Ȫ̃ῂɑȩ ȫẋ͌ ȨɅȳ̯̦Ȩ 

Be warned of the protective jealously of the Ashńb ul-Hadeeth about each 

other, for they have more protective jealously than he-goats. 

Dr Lahmami also states at the end of page 16: 

And you were not even around then, nor Abdulhaq Ashanti who is most 

instrumental in defending Ali Hasan and his innovations - and refuting 

Shaykh Rabeeõ and others.  

An exquisite sample of the rants of a crazed individual embroiled in ghulƝ. What on earth is this 

deluded individual talking about here?! First of all, Lahmami says that I am òmost 

                                                           
36 Ibn Hajar, Tahdheeb ut-Tahdheeb (Dƃr ul -Fikr, 1995, 1st Edn.), vol.1, p. 71. 
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instrumentaló (!!!?) in òrefuting Shaykh Rabeeõó!? What is this crazed Dr on about here?! If 

the Dr can present a shred of evidence wherein I have taken it upon myself (!?) to do something 

as foolish as even try to refute Shaykh Rabŧõ, hafidhahullńh, whom I respect yet do not blindly 

follow in all that he says, then Lahmami would be wholly justified. So I would never even think 

of such a thing. This is pure slander, which Dr Lahmami should amend with immediate effect. 

Yet this is the problem we have here with such sick Drs as this one, any disagreement for them is 

regarded, as in the case with partisan movements, as being òrefutingó. This is a dangerous 

accusation yń Dr Lahmami, and this remark of his sends shivers down the spine of a Salafi. Pay 

attention: for merely not agreeing with everything, for some individuals affected by ghulƝ this is 

taken as òrefutingó the opinion they adhere to and whom they take it from. Shaykh Sultńn al-

õEeid stated in his devastating critique of Dr Muhammad bin Hńdŧ al-Madkhalŧ, p.41: 

9. The method of destroying and dropping (a person) which is more dangerous, so 

according to them there is only a Salafi who does not make mistakes!! Or a 

Salafi who makes mistakes, according to what they think, and then his 

reward is to be expelled from Salafiyyah! This is what the Extremist 

Haddńdiyyah do. This is why up to today we see them apply ahkńm 

[rulings] from the right and left without any Shariõ Dawńbit [ Divinely 

Legislated Principles] and without returning back to Ahl ul-õIlm. In this 

way they are destroying the Daõwah Salafiyyah, la hawla wa la quwwata ila 

billńh! O Allńh suffice us from the evil of fitna! 

Ironically, after Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid had called this out as Extremist Haddńdiyyah in 2009, he 

himself was then attacked ad hominem as being a òHaddńdŧó in 2011?! After he had already called 

it out years before!? This approach therefore is sadly very similar to partisanship and cult traits, 

as found among the Ikhwńn ul-Muslimeen and the partisan political groups who have a 

campaign and an agenda wherein any criticism of their leaders is taken to render you as an enemy 

worthy to be targeted, in a number of ways. While in cults, the mere questioning of individuals is 

construed as being òan attackó on the sanctity of the individual being asked.   

      Yet it appears that Lahmami, in his haste and evil suspicion, may think that I was the 

translator of the article by Shaykh õAli Hasan on the Brixton Masjid website, which I was not and 

which the brothers removed with immediate effect. Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated: 

So we advise those õUlama or callers to Islam who have differed with each 

other to not have preconceptions/prejudice about each other, and to deal 

with each other on the basis of [the statement of the Prophet] sallAllahu 

õalayhi wasallam: òBeware of suspicion, for suspicion is the most evil of 
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false speechó so if Zaid (a general name) made a mistake it is upon us to 

make clear to him his mistake with that which is better (of speech, 

manners, etc.) and not with that which is worse.37  

While Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid stated in his book critiquing Muhammad bin Hńdŧ, p.40 for this: 

6. What can be noticed with Shaykh Muhammad and his aides in their new 

slanders is: a lack of tathabbut [verification] and caution, and censured 

haste in making jarh of his brothers and expelling them from Salafiyyah. 

This is even though Shaykh Muhammad theoretically acknowledges 

tathabbut in his own lectures, yet practically he totally opposes it!! I gave 

some examples of this before and I brought verification of his lack of tathabbut in 

regards to me and others. 

Secondly, and in further testimony to Dr Lahmamiõs lack of awareness, or seemingly lack of 

memory, I was around then, though not part of the admin but one of the younger generation, so 

I was around then. Thirdly, as for being òinstrumental in defending õAli Hasan and his 

innovationsó ð then Dr Lahmami has to provide daleel for this where I have òdefendedó Ali 

Hasan, as Shaykh õAli is able to do that himself, as are other Salafi Shaykhs who have defended 

Shaykh õAli Hasan and whose words I merely translate due to the proofs and evidences relayed. 

Fourthly òhis innovationsó, then there are some points here: 

One: What Dr Lahmami impugns, is what has been also impugned against other Salafi Shaykhs, 

such as Shaykh Sńdiq al-Baydńnŧ. He replied, when he was asked if he was a òdefenderó of 

Shaykh õAli Hasan: 

No, as I am neither a defence lawyer nor a defender of any person as I am 

not an employee at a Solicitors office. Rather, I am a caller to the Book of 

Allńh and the Sunnah of His Messenger (sallAllńhu õalayhi wassallam). Yes, 

I was asked twice or thrice about Shaykh õAli al-Halabŧ òis he an 

innovator?ó I said òhe is not an innovatoró and òwe do not know anything 

about him except for goodó and when he was criticised for a number of 

issues, I looked at them and then I spoke to him regarding them and it was 

clear that he was other than that [i.e. an innovator] and based this on words 

which he had written prior. He said in many instances òhow can they take 

this now and not prior, As long as this was stated prior, then this is my 

answer.ó  

                                                           
37 Silsilah Hudƃ waôn-Noor , no.799 
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      When Shaykh Rabŧõ was hard on me once and sought from me to make 

tabdŧõ of him (i.e. Shaykh õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ), I had to sit with the noble 

Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd and I informed him of this news. He said 

something to me which I do not wish to spread so that it will not cause 

fitnah, as it was strong. However, the conclusion of what he said was 

òRabŧõ is incorrect about our brother õAli. Our brother õAli is from the 

Mashńyikh of Ahl us-Sunnah waõl-jamaõah and he is Salafi, from the best 

students of al-Albńnŧ.ó It is a shame on some brothers that they impose 

obligations on people and Mashńyikh which are not necessitated by the 

Sharõ [Divine Legislation], [such as] òwhoever does not make tabdŧõ of so 

and so is himself a Mubtadiõó and òif you do not make tabdŧõ of so and so 

then you yourself are also a Mubtadiõ.ó  

      This is the Madhhab of the Khawńrij, the Madhhab of the Rńfidah and 

the Madhhab of the Mubtadiõah as Shaykh ul-Islńm Ibn Taymiyyah stated. 

This is the Madhhab of òif you are not with me then you are against me.ó 

this is the Madhhab of desires, it neither holds firm to the Book of Allńh or 

the Sunnah of Allńhõs Messenger and does not maintain the right of 

safeguarding words which are stated.  

      The issue is not that of Shaykh õAli al-H alabŧ, the issue is not that of 

òdefendingó, the issue is that of: the õUlama who do not make tabdŧõ of him 

are the ones defending him. As for me, then for the last three years he has 

not contacted me and I have not contacted him, he has not written to me 

and neither me to him, so how can I be a defence lawyer for someone 

whom has not given me any documentation and I am not in touch with 

him?! Brothers, we are speaking about deen, we are speaking about words 

about which we will be asked by Allńh, tabńrak wa taõńla. If a person claims 

something about another person, according to his knowledge and 

investigation, then it does not necessitate all to also come across what he 

came across! If his investigation results in tabdŧõ, while according to others 

investigation it does not result in tabdŧõ, then it does not require everyone 

else to say what that person says about him.  

      Thus, ask Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd to make tabdŧõ of Shaykh 

õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ! Ask Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-Qńsim to make tabdŧõ 

of Shaykh õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ! Ask Shaykh õAbdurRazzńq al-Badr to make 
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tabdŧõ of Shaykh õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ! Ask the senior scholars to make 

tabdŧõ of Shaykh õAli Hasan al-Halabŧ. Al-Halabŧ is a human, he is correct 

at times and makes mistakes at times, errors are not accepted from him 

and we advise of errors and accept from him that which is correct. We 

support him whatever he is correct in ð this is the Manhaj of Ahl us-Sunnah 

waõl-Jamaõah.  

      Since this Madhhab has entered upon us, the madhhab of Ilzńm, it has 

split the ranks [of the Salafis]. Before we were upon goodness, yet when 

those who deceived the Mashńyikh and were a tribulation for them arrived 

they made mountains out of molehills,38 as is said, and the ranks of the 

Salafis were weakened and they became scattered and split. I remember the 

advice of some of the Mashńyikh over 20 years or so ago òShaykh be careful 

of so and so who is around you as he does not seek õilm and due to him 

fitnah could possibly be instigated.ó They would respond òno, he is a lion 

of the Sunnahó or òhe is solid on the Sunnahó and then the days passed 

and he would then make tabdeeõ of that very Shaykh! Then the Shaykh 

would diminish his standing by then making tabdŧõ of that younger one! 

This is how Ahl us-Sunnah have been split and have become various 

factions, this one has a faction and that one has a faction. Who benefits 

from all this brothers?! Who benefits!?39       

Two: Hence, I have not òdefendedó, Lahmami and the ghulƝ fraternityõs language, any 

òinnovationsó. Lahmami needs to fear Allńh in his speech and in how he unleashes his 

loudmouth against us, for we did not initiate this.  

Three: I am aware that Shaykh õAli Hasan has his own ijtihad views, some of which the õUlama 

regard as being within the realm of acceptable ijtihad, as for òinnovationsó then the scholars of 

the Sunnah have, for example, mentioned that Jarh waõt-Taõdeel is an Ijtihńd issue and 

differences in it are not regarded expelling someone from Salafiyyah with ease. The Muhaddith 

of Madeenah, õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd al-Badr was asked: 

Our Shaykh, yesterday you mentioned that whoever does not make 

tabdŧõ of a Mubtadiõ is not to be joined along with him (the Mubtadiõ), 

and some of the people of knowledge mentioned that he who does 

                                                           
38 The expression used by Shaykh Sƃdiq was ómin habba qibbaô, which literally translates as óa dome 

out of a grainô. The similar English expression is ómade a mountain out of a molehillô. 

39 See: https://safeshare.tv/x/iEv -UvrYn58   

https://safeshare.tv/x/iEv-UvrYn58


Advising Dr Lahmami Not to Eat the ‘Lahm’ of the Brixton Salafis ~  
The Lahmami Conundrum ~ Part 2, Section 1 

_________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________
© SalafiManhaj 2018 

39 

not make tabdiõ of the Mubtadiõ is joined with him, so is the 

disagreement one over a choice of words? 

Answer from Muhaddith õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd: 

Yes, there are Ahl ul-Bidaõ whose conditions are clear, [they are] 

far from the Sunnah and they are not from Ahl us-Sunnah and 

they fight the Sunnah, and the Sunnah is in a valley and they are 

in another valley, [these people], he who does not make tabdŧõ 

of them [then] no doubt he is a Mubtadiõ, as for people from Ahl 

us-Sunnah who make a mistake and something of a mistake 

happens from them or a mistaken understanding, then it is not 

said that they are like [Ahl ul-Bidaõ] and it is not to be said that 

he who does not make tabdŧõ of them is a Mubtadiõ. Yes.40 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ noted in Silsilah Huda wa NƝr, no. 785: 

The Mubtadiõ is the one whose habit is innovating in the religion, not the 

one who innovates on innovation even if it was not truly out of ijtihad but 

rather out of desire, yet with that, the person is not branded a Mubtadiõ. A 

clear example to brings this to light is that a tyrannical ruler may be just in 

some of his rulings yet it is not to be said that he is a just ruler. Likewise, a 

just ruler may be tyrannical in some of his rulings yet it is not to be said 

that he is tyrannical. This confirms the Islamic Fiqh principle that the 

person is viewed in accordance with whatever is preponderant in him of 

good or evil. If we know this, then we know who really is the Mubtadiõ. 

Therefore, there are two requirements for deeming someone an innovator: 

firstly, that he is not a Mujtahid, rather he was following his desires. 

Secondly, that he that this is habit that he usually does.41   

Imńm õUthaymeen stated in his Taõleeq of Shaykh ul-Islńm Ibn Taymiyyahõs Risńlat Haqeeqat us-

Siyńm, p.56, ftn.2: 

̼̃ͫȨ ̓ͅΆɑȩȳ ͪͨ ͇ͧͅɑȩ ͪͨ ɂӯ̵ɒӮȨ ̩Ή͏̸ ͉̽̆ ͪͨ ɑ̪̄͂ ̼͡ᶄ ;͢ ỹΊ̆ ͅΉ͈ͥ Ƀ;̆̃̚Ά ȱ̃Ṃ̞Ȩ Ȩ̯ͻ Ɂ;͛Ά · Ȣ⁵͉ͥ͢Ȩ ͪͨ ̃͗

 ͆ͨ ɂӯ̵ɒӮȨ ̩Ή͏̸Ʌ · ͫͅ;̶̉͏·Ʌ ͫͅ;͍̆̓̃Ά Ȩ;̞͉ͥɅ Ȼ̮̓̋ͨ Ȩ̯ͻ · Ɂ̃̾ Ȩ̯ͻ ¹ Ȩ;͚̃͢ ͵ȱ̃Ṃ̞Ȩ ͆ͨ Ȩ̯ͻ ᴗῌ͇ Ὸ ›͉͢Ȩ ̎́ͥ̉

̵ͥɑӰȨ Ȩ̯Ḭ · ɂȨ̰̥ Ȩ̯ͻ · ›͈ ẋ͍̆ ′ ⁮͈ Ɂ;͚ Ȩ̯ͻ · ȴ;ᵺ Ӯ Ȩ̯ͻ ¹Ɂ;͛Ά ɇ;͚ ͨͅ  Ƀɑȩ ɃɒȨ Ɂ;͛Ά ̮Ά̮̹Ȩ͢ ɇ;͛͢Ȩ Ȫ;

 ˼͂ᶎɅ ̮Ṃᵺ ;ͻ ̴Ί͢ɑȩ · ̶ͫ͘ͅ ⁭ɒȨ ̰ͅΆͮ ⁵͝ ͵ẋ͌ ⁭ɒȨ ̰ͅΆͮ Ƀɑȩ Ƀ̶̃ɒͬӮȨ ⁮͈ ̅ᵺ Ȩ̯͠ͻɅ · ͅΉ͈ͥ Ƀ;̆̃̚Ά ȱ̃Ṃ̞Ȩ Ȩ̯ͻ

                                                           
40 See: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=urgBcF4 -ThQ  

41 See: http://www.alalbany.me/play.php?catsmktba=16733  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=urgBcF4-ThQ
http://www.alalbany.me/play.php?catsmktba=16733
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Ò ɋɃ;Ɍ͗ɏ;ɋ̓ɏ̶͏ɋ· ɍȵ̃Ӷͮ͢Ȩ ɋ⁮ɋ͈ ɏȨ;Ɍ̃͢ɋ̓ɏ͝Ȩ ȨɋȲ
ӽ
Ȩ ɋͪΈɍӶ‭ȨÖ ἔ͘͘ ‼͂Ȩ ͪͨ Ƀ;̒͠ ͖Ό͗͠ · ̅Ί̼ΆɅ ˼͂ᶎɅ ̮Ṃᵺ ͵ẋ͌ ɃȲɒȨ · ̅Ί̼ΆɅâ Ñ

ȨɋȲ
ӽ
ȨɋɅ  ͮ̆͜ͅ ˼͂ᶎ ɀẋ͌ Ƀɑȩ ⁵͗͠ · ̶͜ ͫ͘ ⁭ɒȨ ̰ͮ̐ͅ ⁵͝ ɀẋ͌ ⁭ɒȨ ̰ͮ̐ͅ Ƀɑȩ ̞̅Ȩ;͗̃͢  ·ÕɋɃɅɌɍᾪɏɌᶎ ɏɌ₈;ɌͫɋȴӶɅ ɅӺȩ ɏɌ₈;Ɍ͢ɋ 

 Ɂ̮͉Ȩ͢ Ȩ̯Ḭ ′ ͅὼȳ ɂӯ̵ɒӮȨ ̩Ή͏̸ ͥ͠ͅ ·̶ ɇ‭Ȩ ‰̶‼Ȩ Ȩ̯ͻ ̜ͨ͡ Ƀɑȩ ̻͡ †̃ȨɅ · ͮͅͅ  ̆͂˼ᶋ ̏ͫɑȩ  ̯͗͠

⁪;͛̆ ̯˺̫Ά Ƀɑȩ ̞̅;ΆɅ ͅΉ͈ͥ Ȫ;ͥ͛͢Ȩ ͖͢ Ά˺ ɇ‭Ȩ ;ͻ Ⱦ̼̃ ɒͫӮȨɅ ͧͼͥͣȨ ͙†Ȩ ⁭ɒȨ Ɂ;̻;͢Ȩ ӮɒȨ ̮Ά̰Έ Ӯ ͫͅɑȩ Ⱦ̰͉ɌΆ ɃɑȩɅ 

  º ͺὼȳȨɅ ⁪ ̰͋͘Ȩ 

  ̃ͼ͇̐̉̃Ȩ ›̶‼Ȩ ⁮͈ ̅ᵺ ̎Ή͇ᾨ ̢̎ᶀ ɈӮ;͚ Ƀ;͠Έ Ƀɑȩ ɂ̲ͥɋΆ ӮɅº  

̼̅Ά ‹ ͠ͅʹɅ͢ ̮Ṃ⁹ ;ͻ Ɂ;͛ͫɅ ̎ὼ̰͢Ȩ ⁪ ′ Ɂɑ̶̄ͬ ̃ͫͮɒ̃͗ ̃ͼ͇̐̉̃Ȩ ̅ᵺ ̎Ή͇ᾨ ̎ύ ⁮͈ ⁪;͚ ἐΆ ‹ Ƀ  ȨȲɒȨ ̤Ήῂ 

Shaykh ul-Islńm is of the greatest I have seen from the õUlama that has justice. He 

says òthis is of the ijtihad for which they will be rewardedó whereas if an 

error was to arise from some of the students of knowledge of our time, 

based on ijtihad, they will say òthis one is misguidedó, òthis one is an 

innovatoró and will defame and slander him. Shaykh ul-Islńm, even though his 

words are strong, still says òthis is not permissibleó, òthis is speaking about Allńh 

without knowledgeó, òthis is harńmó, with this harsh method he still says òthis is 

of the ijtihad for which they will be rewardedó. Likewise, a person has to look at 

others how he would look upon himself, does he not strive [to find the correct 

answer] yet err [at times] and is correct [at times]. In the same way, others strive 

[to find the correct answer] yet err [at times] and are correct [at times]. How can 

you be of the Mutaffiffeen [those who give less in measure, and decrease the due 

right], 

òWho, when they take a measure from people, take in full. But if they give 

by measure or by weight to them, they cause loss.ó 

{ al-Mutaffiffeen (83): 2-3}  

So it is obligatory to look at others how you would look at yourself, so just 

as other than you err, according to your view, you also err, according to his 

view. What is achieved by this method that was traversed by Shaykh ul-

Islńm (rahimahullńh), of justice and fairness, is that the hearts are brought 

together and his view will be taken, which makes it known that he only wanted to 

arrive at the truth, O Allńh forgive him and have mercy on him. [Ibn Taymiyyah 

also said]: òA Muslim is not bound to follow a certain opinion simply because it is 

based on Sharõi [Divinely Legislated] evidenceó ð and this is correct. Nevertheless, 

if the opinion he does adopt is not based on Sharõi evidence, then he must follow 
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it [i.e. the evidence-based opinion]. We ask Allńh to have mercy on him. He was a 

Mujtahid however was not correct.42        

Shaykh, Dr õŃdil as-Subayõŧ stated: 

The student of knowledge should respect the people of knowledge, seek 

forgiveness for them, and if he is a small student of knowledge he should respect 

those who have more knowledge than he does and seek forgiveness for all. He 

should disregard negative things and mistakes which occur among the people of 

knowledge and the students of knowledge and not spread them. If there is a 

benefit in spreading any of that then he should relay the matter to whoever is 

senior to him from the Senior scholars who are well-known for understanding 

rectification among the people, the Masńlih and Mafńsid, who speak when there is 

a benefit and are silent when speech will bring about harm.  

      The people of knowledge have not ceased taking this from the Salaf, may 

Allńh be pleased with them, who spoke and made Jarh whenever there was a 

benefit in that and not in to cause a fitna and this withhold whenever that is going 

to bring about good and speak whenever that is going to be beneficial. This is 

their way may Allńh be pleased with them and this is what we took from our 

Mashńyikh based on our learning from them and sitting with them for many long 

years they almost never mentioned anyone by name. To the extent that I 

researched for some words which some of our Mashńyikh said about so and so 

and I did not find some slight words which came to about one word within a 

million, about so and so.  

      If the one being spoken about was someone from Ahl us-Sunnah but 

erred they speak about him with rifq and clarify his error. But if the one 

being spoken about is an innovator, from the heads of innovation or a 

preacher of innovation then at that point they clarify his error, caution 

against him ð if he is calling to a clear and apparent misguidance 

innovation. As for ijtihńd issues and modes of comprehension then Ahl ul-

õIlm do not at all do this [caution against these matters] and for this reason 

ijtihńd issues in the Divine Legislation are broad and vast including that 

which is connected to Manhaj which are also based on ijtihńd.  

                                                           
42 Muhammad bin Sƃlih al-ôUthaymeen, at-Taôleeq ôala Risƃlat Haqeeqat us-Siyƃm wa Kitƃb us-

Siyƃm min il-FurƸô wa Masƃôil Mukhtƃratan minhu (Qaseem, KSA: Muôassasat Shaykh Muhammad 

bin Sƃlih al-ôUthaymeen al-Khayriyyah, Second Edn. 1433 AH), pp.56-57, ftn.2. 
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      For example, one views that so and so is of this situation, and another 

views that so and so is of that situation as what occurred with ash-Shńfiõŧ 

when Yahyń bin Maõeen spoke about him and Ahmad forbade him from 

that and said òSilence O Yahyń, what will make you comprehend the words 

of ash-Shńfiõŧ?ó Ahmad forbade Yahyń ibn Maõeen from that severely even 

though Yahyń ibn Maõeen was upon what was Saheeh he did not 

adequately understand ash-Shńfiõŧõs words and for this reason Imńm 

Ahmad forbade him from speaking negatively about Imńm ash-Shńfiõŧ even 

if Imńm ash-Shńfiõŧ made ijtihńd and erred his honour and status however 

remains respected.  

      It is therefore inappropriate for a person to do this with the õUlama and he 

should seek forgiveness and repent and make much supplication for the õUlama 

for guidance, success and firmness to what is right as they are the ones who guide 

the people after the Prophets and Messengers.43  

Three: as stated earlier, I do not blindly follow Shaykh õAli Hasan in all that he says, and have 

openly and directly stated this to him, with respect. If there is anything which arrives from him 

which is incorrect it is to be thrown against the wall.  

Four: therefore, Lahmami is trying to justify tabdŧõ of myself, merely due to not blindly following 

him or anyone else that Shaykh õAli is an innovator. Yet a number of senior Salafi Shaykhs, 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ (rahimahullńh) at the head, have also disagreed with Shaykh Rabŧõ (hafidhahullńh) 

and have not concurred with everything that he has said. Imńm al-Albńnŧ said in Silsilah Hudń 

waõn-NƝr, no.915, dated 20th Rabŧõ al-Awwal 1417/5th August 1996 CE: 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: tayyib, so you now endorse the same view as the Dr [i.e. Shaykh 

Rabŧõ] or the method of the Dr. 

Questioner: no I do not share, I just want [inaudible]éthe [proof of] harshness. 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: pardon me, you now, as is said among us in Shńm, 

Half of speech does not warrant an answer! 

Have you now understood what I mean by òyou nowó? Be patient with me. You 

now endorse the method of Dr ar-Rabŧõé  

[questioner interjects]  

                                                           
43 From the questions presented to Shaykh ôƂdil by some Albanian brothers, the audio can be heard 

here and the translation is based on the question after 29 minutes up to 39 minutes into the session: 

http://vimeo.com/36462430    

http://vimeo.com/36462430
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Imńm al-Albńnŧ: Be patient with me akhŧ Allńh yahdeek, I mean: when you say 

that there is no harshness in his approach, this therefore means that you also 

endorse this approach, how can you say ònoó you do not?! 

Questioner: because I do not negate that he has harshness. I just want to see the 

harshness, where is it?! 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: SubhńnAllńh! There is no benefit in repeating the words [which 

I have just said], except if we did not understand each other. I now understand 

you but I said: based on what I have heard you share the same approach as the Dr 

in his refutations on Sayyid Qutb, the Muslim Brotherhood and every deviant 

from the Sunnah. Is this correct what I say? 

Questioner: yes, of course. 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: now, is it correct for us to say about a person that he says this 

out of desire while we have not split open his heart? This is the first matter. Does 

it not suffice us in the approach of daõwah to say: òthis is an erroró, or òthis is 

misguidanceó without delving too deep into what is in the hearts and say òhe said 

this out of desireó especially when the person has passed on to the Rafeeq al-Aõlń 

and to the mercy and virtue of Allńh. I thus ask you now: is this an approach of 

gentle daõwah which some of the verses from the Qurõńn and ahńdeeth which we 

highlighted as examples earlier? 

Then Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated, after stating that he has found harshness in all of Shaykh Rabŧõs 

books (a statement which he is not known to have taken back and is not recorded from his own 

voice that he did, and does not necessarily mean that harshness is to be totally rejected): 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: Ya akhŧ! BńrakAllńhu feek! Yaõnŧ, we say that every word and 

expression in it is harsh?! Before you negated that any of his writings have 

harshness in them and that you did not see anything at all of harshness. So here is 

a thing of harshness, it is apt for you to admit this now as this would be from your 

virtue. For this reason, we do not want to be fanatical towards personalities, 

yaõnŧ: we do not want to be fanatical towards Zayd or against Zayd. We do 

not want to be fanatical towards [our brother] ar-Rabŧõ because the truth is 

with him. We also do not want to be fanatical against Sayyid Qutb because 

falsehood and error is with him. We want to between that: òSaddidƝ wa qńribƝó 

[be upright and do what is correct and do the best action do what is close to that]. 

éPlease allow me, may Allńh guide you. You and not our brother, you 

think that Shaykh al-Albńnŧ that he has nothing else to do apart from read 
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the books of his brothers in manhaj and the books of his detractors also, to 

sit and cleanse [these works]. No, Tasfiyah of the Sunnah is enough for us, 

what we have is sufficient and all praise is due to Allńh. For that reason, do 

not be enthusiastic also with our former companion and you say: òwhy do 

you not clarifyó?!   

Questioner: I will transmit to him, if you find anything I will transmit it to him 

and clarify it to him. 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: you request me to go through his book, or not? 

Questioner: yes, you say òthere is harshness in itó, tayyib, where it is then? This 

word for example? I say that based on what was read prior then he [Sayyid Qutb] 

views that [Muslim] societies are Jńhilŧ and do not rule by Islńm. He therefore 

explained with what has passed. 

Imńm al-Albńnŧ: he has much in this regard bńrakAllńhu feek. You read the book 

carefully, not with [bias] to Zayd or to õAmru, rather be with the truth wherever it 

is, in method and objective. If you read it you will find many things. We are with 

him in regards to knowledge, in short, but we are not with him in regards 

to approach. Society now, and just yesterday some people were here with me, 

and the discussion revolved around the approach in daõwah and Divinely 

Legislated boycotting, and a Muslim boycotting a disbeliever and rather a Muslim 

boycotting an innovator. I said, and this is what I adhere to for Allńh and advise 

people with, that the principle of boycotting in Islńm is a great and immense 

educational means. However, it has to be put in its proper place and time. What is 

sufficient in this regard, as an indication, is the story of the three who remained 

behind.  

      However, today I do not view that a Muslim should boycott his brother 

Muslim who testifies that there is no god worthy of worship except Allńh and that 

Muhammad is the messenger of Allńh because he has deviated, either ideologically 

or practically, rather he should accompany him and advise him. If he fears that by 

accompanying him he will become contaminated, ideologically or morally, he stays 

away from him. As for the one who possesses a degree of evidence or protection 

of himself and also has upright character etc, then such a person, in these times, it 

is for him to inappropriate announce his boycottingé Meaning: now we, during 

this time of strangeness about which the Messenger (sallallńhu õalayhi wassallam) 

spoke of in more than one hadeeth such as where he described the Ghurabńõ [the 
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strangers] as being òa small group of righteous people among a large group of 

people, most disobey them than those who obey themó. Now, if we were to 

raise the flag of boycotting and banishing none would remain with us even 

those people who we thought were ready to be brought to good [as we 

would be saying] òthis one is like this, and this one is like thisó.  

      No, now we resemble the first era [of Islńm] meaning that we now are 

strangers and the description of the Messenger (sallallńhu õalayhi wassallam) is 

enough. We are persecuted whether from the leaders of the general society who 

Sayyid Qutb named as a òJńhilŧ societyó as actions of Jńhiliyyah have dominated 

them firstly, such as tabarruj of women preceded among the women during the 

time of Jńhiliyyah etc. not to mention the creedal, ideological and practical 

deviations [in the society] along with the spread of usury, zinń and immorality 

which were not present [to the extent to which they are today] during the time of 

the first Jńhiliyyah. So what can be observed then is that: if we use harshness, and 

of that is the Divinely Legislated boycotting, then that means that we have 

distanced ourselves from the daõwah, and as they express today, 

Weõve cut off from everyone and secluded ourselves 

Thus, I want, wallńhi, for our friend, and I do not say òour old studentó, to 

continue with his knowledge and striving, but to be gentle in his words 

with those whom he disputes with, thatõs all.  

As for however, Imńm al-Albńnŧõs words, in regards to the Shaykh being the flag bearer of Jarh 

waõt-Taõdeel, this today is being used to justify blind following and infallibility from error, and 

this was not Imńm al-Albńnŧõs intent whatsoever to justify such ghulƝ. If this was the case then 

the great Imńms of the past who were specialised in Jarh waõt-Taõdeel would have stated that the 

flagbearers of it have to be accepted regardless and they would not have disagreed each other. 

There was never such an approach with Imńm Ahmad, Yayhń ibn Maõeen, õAli al-Madŧnŧ, Yahyń 

al-Qattńn, õAbdurRahmńn ibn Mahdŧ, AbƝ Hńtim, AbƝ Zurõah and Shuõbah, may Allńh have 

mercy on them all. Imńm Muqbil said: 

And we say: we hold blind following to be forbidden. So it is not allowed for 

us to blindly follow Shaykh al-Albńnŧ, or Shaykh Bin Bńz or Shaykh 

õUthaymeen, for Allńh Says in His Noble Book: 

òFollow what has been revealed to you from your Lord and do not follow 

other than Him any allies. Little do you remember.ó 

{al-Aõrńf (7): 3} 
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And He Says, 

òAnd do not pursue that of which you have no knowledge.ó 

{al-Isrńõ (17): 36} 

 

So Ahl us-Sunnah do not blindly follow.44 

 

Imńm Muqbil said: 

And I am not asking you to blind follow Shaykh Rabŧõ, I am asking you to 

benefit from his knowledge.45 

Imam Muqbil also said: 

So maybe Ahmad ibn Hanbal said about a narrator òhe is trustworthyó and 

Yahya ibn Maõeen said about him òhe is a liaró and vice-versa, and the 

same with al-Bukhńrŧ, AbƝ Zurõah and AbƝ Hńtim. What is important is 

that they never blindly followed each other. So if we differ on the ruling of 

an individual, whether he is trustworthy or he is to be criticised, this does 

not mean we differ in õaqeedah and it does not mean we differ in 

methodology.  

As for whether Shaykh Bin Bńz or Shaykh al-Albńnŧ differed with him 

concerning this issue, then I have not read a lot of the books of Shaykh 

Rabŧõ, this is one issue. The other issue, as I have said, is that Ahl us-

Sunnah do not blindly follow each other. Everyone of us gets things correct 

and we make mistakes. Allńhu Mustaõńn.46 

Al-õAllńmah al-Muhaddith õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd al-Badr stated: 

Shaykh Rabŧõ is of those who are occupied with knowledge during this time an he 

has good and tremendous efforts in occupation with the Sunnah and likewise in 

regards to authoring as he has good, tremendous and beneficial works however of 

late he has become preoccupied with matters which were not befitting for him to 

have become preoccupied with, rather it would have been more fitting for him to 

have been preoccupied with what he was initially from seriousness and ijtihad in 

                                                           
44 Imam Muqbil, Tuhfat ul -Mujeeb ôala Asôilat l-Hƃdiri waôl-Ghareeb, p.222. 

45 Imƃm Muqbil, an-Nasƃôih wa Fadƃôih (Cairo: Dƃr ul-Haramyan, 1419AH/1999 CE), p.126. 

46 Imƃm Muqbil, al-Ajwibah as -Sadeedah fƛ Fatƃwƃ al-ôAqeedah, p.169. originally translated by Jaôfar 

ibn Ruel Jeffrey on www.salafibayƃn.com   

http://www.salafibayaan.com/
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writing beneficial works. However, of late some matters have emerged from 

him about which we do not concur with him. We ask Allńh, Azza wa Jall, to 

grant him and us success to all goodness and to all with that which results 

in that which is praiseworthy. I neither defame him nor warn against him 

and I say that he is from the good õUlama and if he would preoccupy 

himself with knowledge and emphasised it many would benefit. Some time 

ago his efforts were greater than what they are at present. I consider 

Shaykh Rabŧõ to be from the õUlama who should be referred to and who 

have great benefits however everyone has their statement accepted or 

rejected and no one is infallible. We differ with him in some matters which 

have occurred during these times and the fitnah which has resulted and has 

become widespread and the students of knowledge started to boycott each 

other, dispute with each other and argue with each due to what has 

occurred between him [Shaykh Rabŧõ] and others, wherein people have 

become split into two and the fitnah becomes widespread. He was upon 

him, and others, to leave off continuation of that which has caused fitnah 

and to leave off increasing and continuing on that, and that all should 

preoccupy themselves with beneficial knowledge rather than which has 

caused splitting and division. We ask Allńh to grant success to all.47       

Shaykh Luhaydńn said, after being specifically asked the following question by some brothers from 

Libya (summarised from the audio) in December 2015:48 

Our beloved Shaykh, as you know there is differing among some noble 

Shaykhs such as Shaykh Rabŧõ and some Mashńyikh who are from the 

senior õUlama such as Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd may Allńh grant 

him success to all good. There is differing among the youth as Shaykh 

Rabŧõ spoke about some students of knowledge and also spoke about some 

duõńt and said that they were òMukhńlifƝnó etc. and made jarh of them. 

However, Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd and other noble Shaykhs have 

                                                           
47 Here audio here: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w8sZ5LmMRwk  

48 Hear audio here, parts of Shaykh Luhaydƃnôs words are inaudible:  

http://safeshare.tv/v/ss56648eda56619   

and also: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zb1ReX9XPd0&t=2s   

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=w8sZ5LmMRwk
http://safeshare.tv/v/ss56648eda56619
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Zb1ReX9XPd0&t=2s


Advising Dr Lahmami Not to Eat the ‘Lahm’ of the Brixton Salafis ~  
The Lahmami Conundrum ~ Part 2, Section 1 

_________________________________________________________________________  

______________________________________________________________________________
© SalafiManhaj 2018 

48 

deemed as credible those scholars or those well known student of 

knowledge. Now our Shaykhé  

Shaykh Luhaydńn: 

éhowever, Shaykh õAbdulMuhsin authored a treatise entitled Rifqan Ahl 

us-Sunnah bi Ahl is-Sunnahé 

Questioner: 

Our Shaykh we know the book and have studied it well. However, we intend 

those youth whom when we discuss with them and we mentioned Rifqan Ahl us-

Sunna bi Ahl us-Sunnah then why do the Shaykhs remain silent if Shaykh Rabŧõ had 

erred in some of his tabdŧõ of some Mashńyikh or students of knowledge? 

Shaykh Luhaydńn: 

Shaykh Rabŧõ, may Allńh grant him success, has been somewhat fiery and 

has intensified sentiments and õAli bin Abŧ Tńlib stated òspeak to people in 

accordance with what they knowó, you understand? 

Questioner: 

Wallńhi Shaykh, if you knew the situation of the Salafi youth in Libya as 

there is division based on taking some of the rulings of Shaykh Rabŧõ and 

obligating people to accept them, for example in tabdŧõ. 

Shaykh Luhaydńn: 

There is to be no Ilzńm [obligation] of people to accept the words [of 

another] apart from what Allńh says and His Messenger says (sallallńhu 

õalayhi wassallam), or what has been concurred upon by the Companions. 

Questioner:  

Does this mean that if any scholar, without specifying who now, ruled the tabdŧõ 

of a specific scholar, is it permitted for this scholar to obligate people to accept his 

view. 

Shaykh Luhaydńn: 

No, listen ifébida and clarifies the aspect of innovation therein, as you 

could understand something which could merely differ with how someone 

else understands it. It has to be referred back to the correct UsƝl of 

knowledge.   

éShaykh Muhammad bin Ibrńheem (rahimahullńh) stated in some words 

related to Hajj: òit is not for the õUlama to legislate but it is only for them to 

understand what has been legislated from Allńh and His Messenger.ó 
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Shaykh õAbdulõAzeez ar-Rńjihŧ said, in highlighting some naseehah to those who have ghulƝ to 

Shaykh Rabŧõ:49 

No, these words are falsehood, these words are falsehood. [Shaykh] Rabŧõ 

al-Madkhalŧ, someone tests [the people by him] and says: òwhat do you say 

about Rabŧõ al-Madkhalŧ?ó This is a mistake, this is an error from them. We 

advise them to learn the Book and the Sunnah, to read the Qurõńn and 

understand its meanings, and to read credible Tafńseer, and the tafńseer of 

Ahl us-Sunnah waõl-Jamaõah, and that they read hadeeth and fiqh, and that 

they leave this.  

      [Is] Rabŧõ a Messenger now?! He is not a Messenger that he is to be 

asked about. Rabŧõ is a Messenger?!! The Messenger is the Prophet 

(sallAllahu õalayhi wassallam). When a person is placed in his grave he will 

be asked about his Lord, his Prophet and his deen. He will not be asked 

about so and so. This is an error from them. And their statement: òRabŧõ is 

the scale and those previous scholars everyone takes from themó, this is 

[also] an error from them. I f anything is problematic for them, they are to 

refer back to the õUlama, read the Book and the Sunnah, learn, gain 

understanding and gain insight in Allńhõs deen.  

      They are to ask about what is problematic for them, they ask and refer 

to the people of knowledge. As for so and so, this is an error from them. 

Everyone has their statement accepted or rejected except for Allńhõs 

Messenger (sall Allńhu ôalayhi wassllam). As for their statement that 

ò[Shaykh] Rabŧõ al-Madkhalŧ is the scaleó then this is bńtil, the scale is the 

Book and the Sunnah, not Rabŧõ or so and so, do you understand? 

      [Is] Ahl us-Sunnah, only [Shaykh] Rabŧõ? And he is [the only] scale?! 

Ahl us-Sunnah are many, Ahl us-Sunnah are many, it is not particular to a 

specific person, this is bńtil. Upon them is to study the Book and the 

Sunnah and ask the people of knowledge about that which is problematic 

for them and to refer back to the people of knowledge. As for the scales [by 

which to weigh up people] as being one person [to the extent that it is said] 

òwhoever loves himó or the likes òor [whoever] takes what he says, then he 

is from Ahl us-Sunnahó and òwhoever leaves him then he is an innovatoró, 

                                                           
49Dated 3rd Shaôbƃn 1435 AH. 

See: https://app.box.com/s/bxgpt4vs7eg3whji1owf   

https://app.box.com/s/bxgpt4vs7eg3whji1owf
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then this is bńtil.  Meaning then: they make him a Messenger, they make 

Rabeeõ a messenger, they make him a messenger?!! This is bńtil, this is 

bńtil. Rabŧõ is correct [at times] and wrong [at times], he is not the scale. 

The scale is: Allńhõs Word and His Messengerõs word. Whoever says òRabŧõ 

is the scaleó, then this is bńtil.  

Shaykh Hamdi õAbdulMajeed as-Salafi (rahimahullńh)50 said in a praise and naseehah to Shaykh 

Rabŧõ (hafidhahullńh) in regards to Shaykh õAli Hasan (hafidhahullńh): 

Rather, Shaykh Rabŧõ claims that Shaykh õAli al-Halabŧ: òdefends the unity of 

religions and praises those who call to it and fights against those who 

criticise itó. As for Shaykh Rabŧõs reason for making tabdŧõ of the brother õAli 

Hasan, may Allńh preserve him, and accusing him of what was mentioned prior, 

then the first we came across it was when the brother õAli published Shaykh Rabŧõs 

advice to Shaykh Fńlih al-Harbŧ, who was with him and then split from him. 

                                                           
50 Al-ôAllƃmah al-Muhaddith, Hamdƛ bin ôAbdulMajeed bin Ismƃôƛl bin ôUmar bin Ibrƃheem as-Salafƛ 

al-Kurdƛ (rahimahullƃh) was of the senior and oldest students of Imƃm al-Albƃnƛ, studying with Imƃm 

al-Albƃnƛ in Damascus in the mid-1950s. He died on 18th Dhuôl-Qiôdah 1433 AH/3rd October 2012 CE.  

He was born circa 3rd Dhuôl-Hijjah 1349 AH/21 st April 1931 CE to Kurdish parents who migrated to 

Syria where Shaykh Hamdƛ was born. He has ijƃzahs from Kurdish scholars of the Sunnah such as 

Ismƃôƛl Ilyƃs and Mulƃ ôAbdulHƃdƛ and also from the Indian Muhaddiths: Shaykh ôUbaydullƃh ar-

Rahmƃnƛ al-Hindƛ, Shaykh Muhibbullƃh Shƃh al-Bƃkistƃnƛ, Shaykh Badƛôuddeen Shah as-Sindƛ, 

Shaykh Habeeburrahmƃn al-Aôdhamƛ and others.  

      He has authored and edited over 100 books including: Mujôam ul-Kabeer by at-Tabarƃnƛ, 20 vols.; 

Musnad ush-Shƃmiôeen by at-Tabarƃnƛ, 4 vols.; Musnad ush-Shihƃb, 2 vols.; Bugyat ul -Mutalabis  by 

al-Alƃôƛ; Jƃmiô ut-Tahseel fƛ Ahkƃm ul-Marƃseel by al-Alƃôƛ; Khulƃsat Badr ul-Muneer  by Ibn 

Mulaqqin, 2 vols.; Tadhkirat ul -Huffƃdh by Ibn Tƃhir al-Maqdisƛ; Kitƃb ul-MajrƸheen by Ibn Hibbƃn; 

ad-Duôafƃ by al-ôUqaylƛ; Tadhkirat ul -Muhtƃj by Ibn Mulaqqin; al-Ajwibah al -ôIrƃqiyyah by al-AlƸsƛ; 

Tƃrƛkh Mƃrideen; Dalƃôil un-Nubuwwah  by AbƸ Nuôaym and Radd ôalaôr-Rƃfidah waôl-Yazeediyyah 

by Ibn ul-Jubbƛ. Imƃm al-Albƃnƛ praised Shaykh Hamdƛ in over 20 instances within Silsilah as-

Saheehah and Silsilah ad -Daôeefah, saying for example: 

× ñI was certain of what I found to be apparent when I saw the hadeeth in Muôjam ut-Tabarƃnƛ 

al-Kabeer, vol.1, p.271, no.787 via the route of Muhammad bin Ishƃq with ôanôan form. Allƃh 

is the Maintainer of success. This volume was printed with the edit of the brother Shaykh 

Hamdƛ as-Salafƛ, may Allƃh increase him in goodness.ò From Tamƃm ul-Minah.  

× ñAnother point of attention was raised by our companion Shaykh Hamdƛ as-Salafƛ in his 

commentary on Kabeer ut-Tabarƃnƛ, vol.3, p.76...ò 

× ñWhoever does not know them can refer to their biographies in Tƃrƛkh ul-Bukhƃrƛ and al-

Jarh waôt-Taôdeel by Ibn Abƛ Hƃtim, and as checked by our companion Shaykh Hamdƛ as-

Salafƛ in his commentary to al-Muôjam.ò 
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Shaykh õAli did not mention who was the author of the advice was, based on the 

general benefit, just as he did not ascribe himself as being the author of that 

advice, he explained the advice and commented on it in his book Manhaj Salaf us-

Sńlih and answered the most prominent points which can be taken from it in the 

second edition of the book, and other than which was mentioned on the 

kulsalafiyeen forum.  

      From the vilest of things which has been said about Shaykh õAli is in regards 

to his stance towards the Amman Message.51 Shaykh Rabŧõ in his article Hukm man 

yasghƝgh deenan ghayr Deen il-Islńm fa yarń Hurriyat ul-Adyńn, applies the hukm on the 

brother Shaykh õAli al-Halabŧ, to Allńh we came and unto Him we shall return. 

This ascription to Shaykh al-Halabŧ is a false accusation against him as Shaykh õAli 

explained on numerous occasions such as in his answers to the brother Sńdiq al-

Baydńnŧ from the Dńr ul-Athar Channel. In these answers Shaykh õAli affirms the 

kufr of the one who says the unity of religions, and says this over and over again 

however, Shaykh Rabŧõ ignored that and continued to accuse him [i.e. Shaykh õAli 

Hasan al-Halabŧ] of this bńtil. Shaykh Rabŧõ said:  

ò...the astute Salafŧ should not be deceived by what õAli al-Halabŧ 

has manifested regarding the takfeer of [the belief of] unity of 

religions, for he criticises it from one angle and defends it and his 

people from another angle and deems as credible those who call to 

it and fights against those who criticise it and describes them as 

being Ghulńt and Khawńrij...how much playing about with blind 

emotions he has.ó 

What is strange is that: Shaykh Rabŧõ attempts to apply the kufr situation of the 

heads of the Tartars on the brother Shaykh õAli!? Is this nothing but reading into 

what is in peopleõs hearts and he does not know the unseen, from Allńh we came 

and unto Him we shall return. We say: if Shaykh õAli manifests takfeer of the 

[belief of] unity of religions yet internally believes something else opposite to this, 

then we have been commanded to judge people by what is apparent and leave the 

                                                           
51 Translator’s note: The Amman Message, is a document which aimed to circumvent unqualified 

and unrestricted takfeer, promote tolerance and encourage ecumenicalism among Muslims. There are 

some considerable mistakes present in some of its terminologies and expressions. It was presided over 

by King ôAbdullah the Second of Jordan and King ôAbdullƃh of Saudi Arabia, who were the main two 

signatories to it.  
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inner to Allńh who knows the unseen. Whoever misquotes a Muslimõs intent, as 

Shaykh Rabŧõ has done here, then it should be said to him: how do you know what 

is in the heart of Shaykh õAli and in the hearts of those with him? You have 

rejected what is decisive from their apparent condition for what is conjectural 

from their inner condition, to the utmost level, can certainty be averted by doubt?! 

Is taqwń of Allńh to judge people by speculation and ascribing kufr to them like 

what Shaykh Rabŧõ said?! Is this the way of the senior õUlama such as the 

Mashńyikh of Islńm Ibn Bńz, Ibn õUthaymeen, al-Albńnŧ, may Allńh have mercy 

on them. Shaykhs who Shaykh Rabŧõ ascribes himself to in terms of their manhaj 

and way?! Or is this way and these practices, which emerged after their deaths, 

clear oppression which is then ascribed to them? May Allńh have mercy on them. 

A view cannot be ascribed to one who is silent, then what about one who is dead?! 

How can this be so, when their way, may Allńh have mercy on them, opposes 

what Shaykh Rabŧõ ascribes to them, as is well known from their statements and 

choices?  

      The students of Shaykh al-Albńnŧ, and others who Shaykh Rabŧõ attacks, 

are from the best of Mashńyikh who have major activities in calling to Allńh 

upon the understanding of the Salaf us-Sńlih around the Islamic world. 

They are symbols of the Daõwah Salafiyyah in their lands and regions, so 

does dropping them serve the Salafi daõwah or its enemies? How many 

attempts have been made to resolve the differences between Shaykh Rabŧõ from 

one angle, and his opposers from the Salafis from another angle, yet the Shaykh 

faces all of this with complete feigning of ignorance or harshness, or agreeing and 

then going back on that agreement. We say before, as we also say now, that 

Shaykh Rabŧõ has erred, may Allńh preserve him, in many of his judgements 

on Salafis. This is not a defamation of the Shaykh as an error in an issue, if 

the person is from the people of ijtihńd, and has good intent, gets one 

reward if he strives and is wrong. As for the one who has enmity then his 

reward is with His Lord.  

      It is well-known that all of us are prone to error, Hamdŧ makes mistakes, 

Shaykh Rabŧõ makes mistakes and Shaykh õAli makes mistakes and Allńhõs 

Messenger (sallallńhu õalayhi wassallam) said: òAll of the Children of Ńdam make mistakes 

and the best of those who make mistakes are those who repent.ó As for Shaykh Rabŧõ, and 

those with him, continuing in the error of defaming them, testing the 
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people by criticising them, obligating Salafis to say what they say and 

boycotting those who oppose them, along with abuse and derision of them, 

then all of this leads to splitting among the Salafŧ brothers around the 

Islamic world and leads the Salafŧs to major tribulations. Yet it appears that 

Shaykh Rabŧõ has a personal issue with Shaykh õAli; or that Shaykh Rabŧõ, 

may Allńh preserve him, and those who blindly follow him, read the brother 

Shaykh õAliõs words with another eye which is other than the eye of truth. 

This, from the two possibilities, we do not accept from him and we are not 

pleased with, may Allńh preserve him. So we hope from him that we leaves off 

this, as what is oft-repeated [in Qawńõid ul-Fiqhiyyah] is that: averting the harms 

takes precedence over achieving benefits.  

      This does not mean that we remain silent over errors and contrary [views] 

which emerge from the brothers, rather there has to be advice and clarification 

with goodness. In this way, I discussed with the brother Shaykh õArƝr about some 

of his principles when I was in Riyadh and he was convinced by what I said to 

him. The method should be advising and not shaming for this is the true 

method which is obligatory to be maintained among the Salafi brothers and 

others. As for following errors and then transmitting this to Shaykh Rabŧõ in 

order for him to give his words, then I remind him and myself that 

everyone has two types of Bitńnah [close confides and advisors]: the 

Bitńnah who call to evil and the Bitńnah who call to good. We should listen 

to the Bitńnah of good and rebuff the Bitńnah of evil! We should all make of 

goal be to spread this blessed daõwah, apply it, rush to obtain its benefits and 

disseminate its benefits and fruits among people. The daõwah to the Salafi Manhaj 

is a responsibility not an honorary gift and ascription to this Manhaj is for 

familiarity and not for praising, the example is in establishing this Manhaj and not 

in the mere ascription to it, for the example is in realities and meanings and not in 

mere terms and structures. 

Written by 

Your brother, Hamdŧ õAbdulMajeed as-Salafŧ 

Sirsank, Northern õIrńq 

Shaõbńn 1432 AH/22 July 2011 CE 
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Did al-Ashanti utter these words?! Now if these mountains of knowledge and Salafiyyah can 

deem that Shaykh Rabŧõ (hafidhahullńh) is wrong on some issues, then one is not to be defamed 

due to this, for the Shaykh will all gain one reward ð which is what the Muhaddith Hamdŧ 

õAbdulMajeed as-Salafi (rahimahullńh) emphasised. If Lahmami or anyone else has an issue with 

this then it may indicate that they actually have issues with Imńm al-Albńnŧ, and then he can also 

take up the matter with Shaykhs Mufti õAbdulõAzeez Ńli Shaykh, Shaykh Sńlih Ńli Shaykh, al-

õAllńmah Sńlih al-Fawzńn, Shaykh Luhaydńn, Shaykh Rńjihŧ, Shaykh al-Baydńnŧ, the Jordanian 

Mashńyikh, the Yemeni Mashńyikh, the Kuwaiti Mashńyikh and others. I do not speak from my 

own whims on such serious issues. On page 5 Dr Lahmami says: 

Alhamdulillah we took the advice of our scholars like Shaykh Ibn 

õUthaymeen (rahimahullńh), Shaykh al-Ghudayan rahimahullńh, Shaykh 

Fawzan, Shaykh Rabeeõ, Shaykh Muhammad al-Banna (rahimahullńh), 

Shaykh Ubaid, Shaykh Muqbil (rahimahullńh), Shaykh Muhammad Ibn 

Hńdi, Shaykh Abdullńh al-Bukhńri, etc. who spoke with evidences and 

proofs to show how these people had deviated and why their principles 

were false. However, those at Brixton Mosque played games and showed 

eventually that they are ònot truthfuló in their speech as stated by Shaykh 

Muhammad Ibn Hńdi and others. So every time they are mentioned, they 

quickly try to defend themselves by attacking whoever spoke about them. 

Lahmami herein praises himself as having taken òadviceó (!?), Ibn Wahb reported that Imńm 

Mńlik bin Anas stated:  

 ͫ ȯ̮ḛ ̅ͻȲ ȨȲɒȨ ̟̰͢͡Ȩ ɃɒȨȥ͵̃Ḭ ̅ͻȲ ̶͘ͅ  

òwhen a man goes to praise himself, his honour goes from him.ó52 

Then the Dr mentions scholars whom he knows full well neither concur with him nor him with 

them. Furthermore, the statement appears to confuse a few issues rolled up into one as if all of 

the scholars mentioned above concurred on the one and the same issue and then the Brixton 

Salafis disagreed. This is another dangerous ploy which we have uncovered Dr Lahmami has 

utilised. Imńm õUthaymeen (rahimahullńh) stated, in words which are almost extinct in the 

contemporary writings of the ghulƝ fraternity: 

                                                           
52 Adh-Dhahabƛ, Tƃreekh ul-Islƃm, under the letter ómeemô; Siyar Aôlƃm un-Nubalƃô, vol.8, p.109. 
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 ȗ ̃ͼ͉̾;ͨ ẋ͌ Ὸ ̶̃͏ͮͫ͘ɑȩ ͉̃̾ͮɅ ̮͗͛ Ɇ̰ͭ ̃ḗ ᴗẋ͌ ̲̃ͨʹɑ͢ȩ ȨȲɒȨ ̃ͫͮɑӰ ȗ Ɇ̰ͭ ̃ḗ ᴗẋ͌ ɂ̲ͫͥ Ӯ ͪᶃ ºººÒ

ͻ ͉̃̾ͮɅ ​ Ὸ ⁪;͚ ͛̋͡Ά ̮̦ ɑȩ Ӯ ͫͅɑӰ Ƞ ẋ̪͂  ̅ͻ̯ͨ Ȩ̯ͻɅ ȗ ᴗẋ͍͢ ɑ̄͂‡ȨɅ ̃ͮ͢ ̼̎ͩ ͉͢Ȩ ̰̎̐̉  ͨῸ ̃

 ͵ẋ͌ ̲ͨͅΆͥ Ƀɑȩ ͛̋͡Ά Ӯ ḏ ȗ ͅΆɑȩ̰̈ ͵ẋ͌ ɂȨ̲͢ɒȨ ɁɅ̃ᶄ Ƀɑȩ ͚͉̃͢͡Ȩ Ƀ̶̃ɒͬӮᴔ ͙ΉͥΆ ͖Ή͞Ʌ  Ɂ;̵̰Ȩ͢ ӮɒȨ Ɂ̦̃

Ƚͻºɑȩ Ñ ººº ͅΆɑȩ̰̈  

We do not obligate others with what we view, because if we obligate others 

with what we view we would have placed ourselves in other than its proper 

place and placed ourselves at the level of infallibility and error to others. 

This is a dangerous Madhhab as there is no one who has their word 

accepted in every instance except the Messenger (sallallńhu õalayhi 

wassallam). How can it be befitting for an intelligent person to try to 

obligate others with his view, yet not accept others to obligate him with 

their view?! 

Al-õAllńmah Sńlih al-Fawzńn stated: 

Allah has not burdened you with making Tabdiõ of the people, and to judge 

them as being òinnovator(s)ó, Allah has not burdened you with this. Seek 

knowledge now. If you seek knowledge, you will know the innovation and 

the innovator. As for you setting lose your tongue on everyone who opposes 

you and everyone who does something, you criticize him and say he is an 

innovator, the returns to you as sin, this returns to you as sin. What is 

obligatory is that the person holds his tongue from these issues, and seeks 

knowledge, busies himself with seeking knowledge. Allah did not burden 

you with following up on the people, [and saying]: He is an innovator, he is 

a Fasiq, he has this, he has that. Yes. Perhaps [the one saying these things] 

has [something in him] worse than the one being criticized. Upon us is to 

fear Allah with regards to ourselves. Yes. Allńh Knows best, and may 

prayers and peace be upon our Prophet Muhammad, his family and all of 

his companions.53 

Furthermore, one has a right in the deen to respond back to those who speak about them, this 

will always occur and will essentially continue, as noted earlier in this section on pages 30-32. 

On p.17 Lahmami states: 

                                                           
53 See: http://safeshare.tv/w/mGoomOkpLq   

http://safeshare.tv/w/mGoomOkpLq
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They chose Al-Halabi, Al-Maõribi, Al-Ramadńni, and chose to revile and 

refute the Scholars of Sunnah as is evident from their writings (audios, 

videos, etc) against Shaykh Rabeeõ, Shaykh Muhammad and Shaykh 

ôUbayd. 

Another clear example of the language of partisanship which he is desperately trying to impart 

on to the Brixton Salafis. Dr Lahmami states òthey choseó, as if he is an infant in a playground?! 

Firstly, as for Abuõl-Hasan al-Maõribi ð mentioned prior, not been to Brixton since 1999 after an 

SP and CalltoIslam Luton orchestrated visit, a visit to which to my recollection Lahmami praised 

until the cows came home! Also, notice how Lahmami simplifies it by using the words òthey 

choseó, as if the brothers merely regard the scholars as a mere game which they can òchooseó as 

they please. 

      Secondly, Brixton have also invited over the last 18 years: Shaykh and Qadi, AbdusSalńm 

Burjis (rahimahullah), Shaykh Sńlih as-Suhaymŧ, Shaykh Saõd ash-Shithrŧ, Shaykh Fahad 

al-Fuhayd, Shaykh AbdulHakeem al-õAjlńn, Shaykh Ibrahim ar-Ruhayli, Shaykh Hamad 

at-Tuwayjurŧ, Shaykh Sńlih as-Sindŧ, Shaykh AbduõAzeez as-Sadhńn, Shaykh Abdullah 

ash-Shithrŧ and tele-links with many others such as Shaykh Wasiullńh õAbbńs, Shaykh 

Khńlid ar-Radńdŧ, Shaykh AbdulMalik ar-Ramadani, Shaykh AbdulõAzeez bin Rayyis ar-

Rayyis, Shaykh Ńsim al-Qaryuti, Shaykh Muhammad bin õAbdulWahhńb al-õAqeel, 

Shaykh AbdurRazzńq bin AbdulMuhsin al-õAbbńd and many others. 

      Thirdly, Dr Lahmami states òchose to revile and refute scholars of the Sunnahó, by 

which he largely means the three respected Shaykhs whom he has mentioned, yet feigns 

ignorance of the fact that over the last 20 years or so SP, and by extension himself as he blindly 

follows them due to fear, have dropped a whole cadre of Salafi Shaykhs including Shaykh Sńlih 

as-Suhaymŧ, Shaykh Falńh Ismńõeel Mandikńr, Shaykh Sultńn al-õEeid, Shaykh Wasiullńh 

õAbbńs, Shaykh õAli Hasan (after backing him to the extent that Abu Khadeejah even 

beseeched the Lajnah to òcorrect its mistakeó?! in regards to him), Shaykh Saleem al-

Hilńlŧ, Shaykh Yahyń al-HajƝrŧ (after using his praise for their own ends), Shaykh 

Muhammad al-Imńm, Shaykh Sńlim at-Taweel, Shaykh õAbdulMńlik ar-Ramadńnŧ, 

Shaykh õAbduSalńm Burjis (rahimahullńh), Shaykh Khńlid ar-Radńdŧ and others. Not to 

mention their sudden dropping of Fńlih al-Harbŧ (whose works they used to translate 

blindly for unsuspecting Salafis in the West) and Fawzŧ Atharŧ (both of whom now 

currently use vulgar language about Shaykh Rabŧõ); and their recent ditching of Drs 

Muhammad bin Hńdŧ al-Madkhalŧ, Ahmad BńzmƝl and others. So how dare Dr Lahmami 

attempt to pontificate and use the language of òchoosingó when it is evident he has actually 
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been among the ones to select and deselect Salafi Shaykhs, for not agreeing with every single 

opinion, as if Salafiyyah is some sort of club or cult. Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated: 

As for what I hear now from this question concerning how a Muslim is 

removed from the Jamaõah or the Jamaõah as-Salafiyyah because he made a 

mistake in an issue or other, then I do not see that this can be anything but 

an infection from the other partisan parties, this removal [of the Salafi from 

as-Salafiyyah due to a mistake he made] is from the practice of some of the 

Islamic parties which do not take up the Salafi Manhaj as a Manhaj in fiqh 

or in understanding Islam, rather [this practice is that of] a Hizb, 

predominate in it is what is predominate in the other Ahzab, [things like] 

gathering upon the basis of a small state: He who leaves the obedience of 

its leader is warned once, and twice, and a third time -- perhaps -- then he 

is judged with his removal. The likes of this is not allowed to be taken up 

by a group that belongs truly to the Book of Allah and to the Sunnah of the 

Messenger of Allah (sallAllahu ôalayhi wasallam) and to the Manhaj of the 

Salaf as-Salih.54 

There are not just merely 4 or 5, or now 3 or 4 (!!), Salafi Shaykhs around the world from which 

to benefit from, yet according to the logic of Dr Lahmami that is the end result. If this is not real 

and actual òreviling and refuting scholars of the Sunnahó, as Dr Lahmami himself opines, 

then one does not know what is!?     

      Fourthly, the language which Lahmami regurgitates is not only very simplistic, and hence 

rather unbecoming one with the distinguished title of òDró (!?) also contrary to what has been 

imparted from the Imńms of Salafiyyah of the era. Imńm al-Albńnŧ was asked the following 

question in regards to the false principle òwhoever is not with us is against usó: 

Whatõs your view on the principle òwhoever does not make takfeer of a 

kńfir is himself a kńfiró, and òwhoever does not make tabdŧõ of a Mubtadiõ 

is himself a Mubtadiõó; and the principle òwhoever is not with us is 

therefore against usó?ó 

Answer:  

Where did these (false principles) come from?! Who laid out them out?! 

Then Imńm al-Albńnŧ stated: 

It is not at all a condition that whoever makes takfeer of a person and has the 

proof established on him that all the people with him are included in the takfeer. 

                                                           
54 Fatawƃ Jeddah, tape no.13 
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Because the person could be one who has made an errant interpretation and 

another scholar could view that takfeer is not applicable, likewise for tafseeq and 

tabdŧõ. This reality is of the tribulations of the current era and is from the hastiness 

of some youth who claim knowledge whether they intend this sequence (of 

takfeer) or these kinds of absolute obligations. This is a broad arena, because a 

scholar could view that something is obligatory while another scholar can view 

that this is not the case, as the õUlama differed before and later. As some ijtihńd 

does not necessitate that others have to accept and take on that view. The 

one who necessitates acceptance of the view of another is the Muqallid who 

has no knowledge who has to follow someone else uncritically. As for a 

person who is a scholar like the one who makes takfeer, tafseeq or tabdŧõ 

and a scholar does not share this view then it is not upon him whatsoever to 

accept the view of that scholar. It is apparent that this is a calamity which, by 

Allńhõs Will, has later spread from your land to other lands.55   

On page 6 Dr Lahmami says: 

I said they have been playing games for more than 25 years, which is 

factually incorrect. I should have said about 15 years. This was a slip and I 

correct that here, openly. 

Well that was benevolent of him, what about the litany of other issues, erratic outbursts and 

oddities which this ribald cretin has failed to address?! On page 11 Dr Lahmami whines, with his 

trademark exaggeration and vitriol: 

You, O Brixton Masjid Administration, have made clear for all to see that 

you are from the group of Halabi! Alhamdulilah this is clear proof in front 

of Allńh that your YouTube videos are a slander against me and you will be 

questioned. I, however, will not descend to your level of personal attacks 

but stick to the factsé 

Huh?! Hold on! Dr Lahmamiõs selective perception is making him forget the fact that he was the 

one to start all of this in the first place!? Does he also suffer from amnesia?! We were sitting 

quietly in Brixton minding our own business when all of a sudden we heard in October 2015: 

I told you itõs a long one, this is a long one (laughter from audience 

in the background), Allńhu Mustaõńn. This is history you know. 

This is now more than 25 years youõre talking about, 25 years of 

games. I used to give khutbah (Friday sermons) there many years 

                                                           
55 From Imƃm al-Albƃnƛ (rahimahullƃh), Silsilah Hudƃ wa NƸr, no.778, fourth question. 
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ago, alhamdulillńh (all praise is due to God) we leftéand they 

wouldnõt clarifyéscholars are speaking and youõre quiet. Why? 

òOur community, our communityó. The community have a right to 

know whoõs who. The community has a right to know who is calling to 

guidance and who is calling to dalńlah (misguidance).  The community has 

a right to know what is behind the wool that others are trying to put 

behind peopleõs eyes. The community have the right to know what is the 

Manhaj (methodology), the methodology of Ahl us-Sunnahéthe 

community have the right to know that they [i.e. Brixton Mosque] 

have brought people to this country and continue till today brought 

people to this country to misguide the people. The community have 

the right to know.56  

Indeed, the community has the right to know!57 So before Dr Lahmami talks of òslanderó and us 

òbeing questionedó by Allńh ð then Dr Lahmami should know that he will be questioned by 

Allńh, and that he started this, initiated this, stirred this, exaggerated this and wastes our time 

with this. Laughing and joking among foolish youth as if he is entertaining people in a comedy 

club. He attacks us from the beginning and then whinges as if we were the ones to attack him 

first!? What a miserable condition from this Dr who should focus on his own self and occupy 

himself with other than trying to slander the Brixton Salafis. So instead of droning on about 

òhealth means wealthó (!!?) he should prepare for the day when wealth will not avail him, nor 

the wretched desire for authority as Allńh Mentions that the one who will lament will say: 

òMy wealth has not availed me, gone from me is my authority.ó 

{al-Haqqńh (69): 29} 

And Lahmami should know, if he persists in his dhulm and õudwńn against the Brixton Salafis we 

will raise our hands against him. As he has been the oppressor, he speaks about the Brixton 

Salafis, he accuses me of that which I am free of, and Lahmami has never ever verified with us 

any of his claims, ranging from impugning me to have been involved in the debate between 

õAbdurRahmńn Hasan and AbƝ Barńõ at-Takfiri, to even stooping to the level of accusing me of 

being òmost instrumentaló in òrefuting Shaykh Rabeeõó (!!) ð all of which will be explored 

soon. All of this should indicate that the man, Dr Lahmami, is unjust and excessive in his 

                                                           
56 These are words uttered by Lahmami in a talk he gave in a Balham Community Centre in October 

2015. 

57 A subsequent appendix based on our initial reply to these slanderous words by Lahmami will be 

provided. 
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statements, pronouncements and utterances. His falling prey to emotional outbursts, as 

witnessed first hand by the Brixton Salafis over the years and including giving khutbahs contrary 

to the Prophetic methodology, while in utter fear of his Birmingham compatriots whom he used 

to also claim to òadviseó (!?), indicates a lack of partiality and justice.58 Ibn ul-Qayyim stated: 

 Ɏ‴ȨɅ ⁭͉̃̐ ἔ̆ Ɉ⁵ɋ͠ɋ̥ ̶ͫ͘ͅ ̅Ӷ̼ɋͫ ͪͨ Ɉ̻̃;̼̪ ȗ̟̰͢͡Ȩ ̃Ḭ Ɏ⁮ᶁ ̎Ήͥɍ̦ ̿͡ ɑ͗ȩ ;ͻ ̆͡ ȗȾ̼̃ ɒͫӮȨ ӷ̅ɍɌᶄ

 ̅ͻȨ̯‼ȨɅ ɁȨ;͚ɑӰȨ 

Allńh, the Most High, Loves fairness, rather it is the most virtuous 

adornment that a man can adorn himself with, especially for the one who 

ascribes himself as a judge between statements and schools of thoughté59   

While Ibn õAbdulBarr stated: 

ͺ̆ȨȱɐȩɅ ›͉͢Ȩ ̰̎͝ ̈ͨͪ ¹Ό͗ͅ Ⱦ̼̃ ɒͫӮȨ ȗ‹ ͪͨɅ ɌΆ ͮӶͧͼ̓͘Ά ‹Ʌ ͧͼ͘Ά ‹ ͖̼  

From the blessing of knowledge and its etiquettes is fairness therein. 

Whoever is not fair will neither understand nor comprehend.60   

Lahmami should be cognisant of the impact of his oppression against us for indeed he was the 

first to unleash his tongue and vitriol against us, for the supplication of the oppressed is 

answered. Does Lahmami think we have to blindly follow him, in the way which some of his 

foolish young followers do so?! Some of these young ignorant followers have even relayed that 

òAbdulIlah is a student of Shaykh õUthaymeenó!? For one should not become mesmerised 

by the fanatical hordes of ignoramuses who may flock around you, holding you up as some sort 

of òelderó to whom they have to run to for kudos. We throw Lahmamiõs statements against the 

wall and then Lahmami should take his own advice, as he cannot see the rank hatred and 

delusion which ensues him, evidenced by him putting himself to ôteachõ (!!?) and give òfive day 

workshopsó (!!?) at times when Salafi scholars are present in the land. So I advise Lahmami, not 

to consume my lahm (!!), that of the Brixton Salafis and all other Salafis about whom he tries to 

impugn with falsehood.  

       

  

  

                                                           
58 For instance, it is known that in 200 4 Dr Lahmami used to make statements in Madeenah, to some 

of the Brixton Salafis who were studying there at the time, such as “I give AbdulHaqq Baker 

advice, and I give Abu Khadeejah advice” and the likes. 

59 Ibn ul -Qayyim, Iôlƃm ul-Muwaqqiôeen, vol.3, p.94. 

60 Al-Qurtubƛ, Jƃmi li Ahkƃm il-Qurƃn, vol.1, p.245. 
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