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)

130) What comparison does the shaykh draw between the shirk of the mushriks of earlier times and that of the later mushriks? (F)

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)

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)

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

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

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

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

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)

