They did not intend that the ilaah (that to which they directed acts of worship) was the Creator, the Provider of Sustenance, the Organiser (of affairs) – for they knew that this was for Allaah alone, as I have mentioned to you previously.

Rather they only meant by al ilaah that which the Mushriks of our time mean by the word ‘sayyid’.

So the Prophet sall Allaahu alaiyhi wa sallam came to them to call them to the statement of Tawheed: laa ilaaha ill Allaah.  And that which is intended by this statement is its actual meaning, not merely its being stated (upon the tongue).

129) How do the mushriks of the later times view the people whom they call sayyid? (F)

These mushriks deem these people to have such a high station in front of Allaah that they can, for example:

seek intercession with Allaah through them, and can call upon them in addition to calling upon Allaah, and sacrifice for and swear an oath by them, and make tawaaf around their graves and seek blessings through them.
130) What comparison does the shaykh draw between the shirk of the mushriks of earlier times and that of the later mushriks? (F)

The mushriks of earlier times would call their false objects of worship ‘aalihah’ (deities or objects of worship) whereas the later mushriks would call the false objects of worship ‘intermediaries’ or ‘intercessors’.

But different names do not change the reality which is that all of these were in fact aalihah (objects of worship).

131) If a person says that affirming Tawheed ur Ruboobeyyah alone is enough for a person, then what does this imply about the actions of the Prophet sall Allaahu alaiyhi wa sallam?  (F)

It would necessitate that the Prophet sall Allaahu alaiyhi wa sallam had made a great error by fighting against people who correctly affirmed at Tawheed – i.e. Muslims who acknowledged at Tawheed correctly. This would be because these Mushriks at the time of the Prophet sall Allaahu alaiyhi wa sallam did actually affirm Tawheed ur Ruboobeyyah – but not Tawheed ul Uloohiyyah.

132) The shaykh mentions that there are certain books of aqeedah, studied at Islaamic institutions nowadays which teach that laa ilaaha ill Allaah is a statement affirming only Ruboobeyyah for Allaah.
Who wrote these books, containing this incorrect interpretation? (F)


The shaykh mentions that the likes of these books have been authored by the scholars of kalaam (philosophical rhetoric) and the scholars of mantiq (logic) from the Mu’tazilah and the Ashaa’irah.

133) And whom do these misguided authors consider to a person of tawheed and whom do they consider to be a mushrik? (F)

Due to their limiting tawheed to mean only Tawheed ur Ruboobeyyah, these authors consider the muwahhid (person of Tawheed) to be any person who affirms that Allaah alone is the Creator and the Provider of Sustenance. And anyone who truly believes that anyone other than Allaah can create or provide sustenance is considered to a mushrik by these authors. They have these distorted beliefs despite the fact that shirk actually occurs in Tawheed ul Uloohiyyah and it does not (usually) occur in Tawheed ur Ruboobeyyah!

134) What is obligatory upon the person who says laa ilaaha ill Allaah? (F)

He or she must single out Allaah in actions of worship and abandon the worship of other than Him. He or she must affirm the correct meaning of the statement ‘laa ilaaha ill Allaah’ and also act in accordance with what this statement necessitates.

135) Is it sufficient for the person to simply state laa ilaaha ill Allaah on his tongue and do nothing else? (F)

No, as mentioned, the person must act in accordance with what this statement necessitates. So if for example, states laa ilaaha ill Allaah, and then worships other than Allaah, this person has not acted upon what this statement necessitates – which is abandonment of shirk. His merely stating the kalimah will not benefit him because his action has nullified his statement.

136) Is it correct to say that laa ilaaha ill Allaah means to single out Allaah in matters of haakimiyyah (rulership and judgement/legislating)? If not, then why? (F)

No, it is not correct to restrict the kalimah in this way. Rather the correct meaning of laa ilaaha ill Allaah is there is no true ma’bood (object of worship) except Allaah - in all matters of worship; and of course, issues of haakimiyyah enter into these matters of worship.

137) As for those who say that laa ilaaha ill Allaah refers to haakimiyyah, then how does this affect their ideas of what constitutes shirk? (F)

These misguided people only consider shirk to be that shirk which occurs in the issue of haakimiyyah. Therefore they explain shirk to mean:
 obedience to the oppressive rulers.
