And it is also to be said (to this mushrik):

Those Companions of the Messenger of Allaah sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam fought against Banoo Haneefah and yet (this tribe) had accepted Islaam with the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam. And they testified that laa ilaaha ill Allaah (none truly has the right to be worshipped except Allaah alone) and that Muhammad was the Messenger of Allaah. And they would give the adhaan (call to prayer) and they would offer the prayer.

So if he (the mushrik) says: 

They (this tribe) used to say that Musaylimah was a prophet!

Then we say:

This (response of yours) is what is desired!

So if the person who elevates a man to the level of the Prophet sall Allaahu ‘alaiyhi wa sallam has committed kufr, and his wealth and blood has been rendered halaal and his two shahaadahs and his prayer are of no benefit to him – 

then how about the person who elevates Shamsaan or Yoosuf or a Companion or a Prophet to the level of the Jabbaar (the Exalted and all Might Compeller) of the Heavens and the Earth?? How free is Allaah of all imperfections, how tremendous is His affair:

In this way does Allaah seal the hearts of those who do not know (the reality of that which you brought from Allaah, O Muhammad!)

And it is also said: those whom ‘Alee ibn Abee Taalib radi Allaahu ‘anhu burned with fire – all of them claimed Islaam and they were from the companions of Alee radi Allaahu ‘anhu and they took knowledge from the Companions. However they held a creed and belief with regards to ‘Alee which was the same as the creed and belief (which is held) regarding Yoosuf and Shamsaan and the like of these two. So how then did the Companions agree in consensus to fight them and declare them to be kuffaar (disbelievers)? 

Do you think that the Companions would make takfeer (declare the kufr of) the Muslims? 

Do you think that the creed and belief with regards to Taaj and his like does not harm and yet the creed and belief with regards to ‘Alee ibn Abee Taalib radi Allaahu ‘anhu causes a person to become a kaafir ?

292) What (according to the mushrik who is arguing with you) is the difference between him and the mushrikoon of the earliest times? (F) 

It is that the mushrikoon of the earliest times did not make the shahaadah that laa ilaaha ill Allaah wa Muhammad rasool ullaah, nor did they enter into Islaam, believe in Allaah, His Messenger, Islaam or in the Qur’aan.

But as for these people of modern times (which include this mushrik that you are debating), then they do manifest belief in the Resurrection, and they offer their prayers, they fast, pay zakaat and they remember Allaah much.

293) How does the Imaam rahimahullaah describe this doubt? (F)

He says that this is from the most tremendous and most dangerous of the doubts of these modern day mushrikoon.

294) The shaykh mentions that Imaam ibn ‘Abdil Wahhaab rahimahullaah refutes this doubt from seven angles. What is the first of these? (F) 

It is, as we have already mentioned, that whoever believes in some of the rulings of the Sharee’ah, but disbelieves in other parts is in fact a disbeliever in all the parts.

295) How does this apply to the mushrik with whom you are debating? (F)

This mushrik, and his like, claim that they affirm tawheed, but in reality, they only affirm part of it (tawheed ur ruboobeeyyah) and they reject another part of it (tawheed ul uloohiyyah – which is of course the tawheed which the Messengers came to call to).

So these mushrikoon claim, for example, that there is no problem if you slaughter for such and such a person (rather than for Allaah) since this person is a walee of Allaah – and he can bring harm and benefit.

And this is the same as that which the earliest mushrikoon used to do.

296) What is the second angle? (F) 

It is that the scholars of every single time have declared to be kaafir those who believe in part of the Sharee’ah whilst disbelieving in other parts.

297) Why does the Imaam rahimahullaah mention Banoo Haneefah? (F) 

They believed that Musaylimah was the Messenger of Allaah.

So despite their acceptance of other parts of Islaam such as the two shahaadahs, offering their prayers, etc, their blood and wealth was rendered lawful by the Companions for this belief that they held.

298) Why does the Imaam rahimahullaah mention ‘Alee ibn Abee Taalib radi Allaahu ‘anhu here? (F) 

He burned those Muslims who had apostatised from Islaam (by declaring him to possess something from Allaah’s right to be worshipped alone).

So these apostates had left Islaam due to their rejecting some of the Sharee’ah (that Allaah alone is to be worshipped) whilst accepting other parts.
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