There has appeared in the not so distant times of yore the fitnah of those who have been driven mad by the disease of Abul-Hasan Al-Ma’ribi, whose deviance and innovated principles have infected its sufferers like rabies upon its victims. So we find them roaming to and fro, mad with fever and frothing at the mouth, spreading his corrupt methodologies like a plague upon the lands. From the fatalities of this scourge is the self-admitted “student” of Abul-Hasan Al-Ma’ribi, Abu Usaamah Khaleefah Adh-Dhahabi. We had witnessed him spew his venom on the now infamous Paltalk lectures, and then increase in transgression to the point in a new “bayan” he has now dubbed those who have opposed his teacher, Abul-Hasan Ma’ribi, and accepted the criticism of the majority of the scholars, with being Muqallidun, and Muhqibun (those who have no ability to reason for themselves, so their religion is the religion of whoever they blindly-follow). He fabricates there: 

“But what we have seen from the 'MUQALLIDEEN' throughout history in general, and in this fitnah of Abul Hasan Al-Ma'rabi specifically, is that usually the 'MUQALLIDOON' find it extremely difficult to oppose the position of the one they blindly follow.”

He rambles on: “They're forced to choose and pick sides to prove (?) their Salifiyyah, Wallah-ul-Musta'aan!  Whoever sides with the Sheikh and the 'MUHQIB' is a true Salify, and a defender of As-Salifiyyah, and a subduer of deviance.  The cream of the crop and a protector not of the planet, but the universe, etc. etc.  It doesn't matter that he is ignorant of the proper way of reading Quran with Tajweed (which he has been commanded to know).  It matters not he's ignorant of the basics of his Deen and blameworthy for being so. 

As for the Miskeen (?) Salifi who has the nerve to believe blind following is Haram, and it's similar to the dead carcass, in that you only resort to it when you have no choice or alternative!  As for having the ability to read what people are saying and why they're saying it, this is the one who is warned against!  

The 'MUHQIB' and the 'MUQALLID are praised and made to feel safe, whereas the Salifi, who prides himself on being a Saahib of 'Al-I'tibaa, unlike the Ikhwaany, Jihaady, Kalaamy, Tableeghy, Madhaby, or any other form of Hizbiyyah, he reads the Hujjaj of the people of knowledge, and he contemplates their Baraaheen, and he weighs their narrations.  

One finds it utterly mind-blowing that this sightless one has stumbled through the shadows to turn up at a place where he “sees” Salafis who have accepted the overwhelming proofs that Sheikh Rabee, hafidhahullah, and other than the Sheikh have presented, as blind followers, while calling the true blind followers, the band of Abul-Hasan, “the Salifi, who prides himself on being a Saahib of 'Al-I'tibaa”(follower of evidence)!!  This is a clear indication that Abu Usaamah is as ignorant of the methodology of the people of hadeeth as the sheep that pasture in the field. First we will deal with what is the definition of Taqleed and does it apply to the affairs of the men and their rulings, and then bring some of the principles that have escaped Abu Usaamah’s minuscule understanding of these affairs. We ask Allah for Tawfeeq.

Shaykh Muhammad ibn Sâlih al-’Uthaymîn mentions in his book, Al-Usûl min ’Ilmil-Usûl (pp.97- 104).

Taqlîd - its Definition
Linguistically, taqlîd means: Placing something around the neck, which encircles the neck. Technically it means: Following he whose sayings are not a hujjah (proof).

Ibn al-Qayyim, rahimahullaah, said about the prohibitted types of tailed:

"It is of three types: - Firstly: totally turning away from what Allah has revealed, but rather being satisfied with the taqleed of ones for-fathers.

Secondly: doing taqleed of someone when you do not know whether that person is from those whose saying can be taken.

Thirdly: doing taqleed after the proofs have been established and it becomes apparent that the evidence contradicts the view of the one to whom taqleed is done."

It is clear from these definitions that Abu Usaamah has not been given success in his studies. For out of these examples which one applies to those who have taken the detailed criticism of Sheikh Rabee’ against the innovator Abul-Hasan? We wait for his reply with his proofs, since he prides himself on being from the “people of evidence”. But since we know that we will be wait in vain, we will bring the proofs to strike the wall with the doubtful affairs of this troubled soul.

First of all let it be known from the mountaintop that Sheikh Rabee has refuted Abul-Hasan with detailed proofs and evidences on all the issues that he has taken him to account for. He has left no stone unturned. Anyone who has looked at the website of the Sheikh will see the number of writings he has presented on this innovator. He has there at www.rabee.net for example: 

 1. تنبيـــه أبي الحسن إلى القـول بالتي هي أحسن
 2. إعــانة أبي الحسن على الرجوع بالتي هي أحسن
 3. جناية أبي الحسن على الأصول السلفية
 4. إبطال مزاعم أبي الحسن حول المجمل والمفصل
 5. موقف أبي الحسـن من أخبار الآحــاد (الحلقة الأولى)
 6. موقف أبي الحسـن من أخبار الآحــاد (الحلقة الثانية)
 7. انتقاد عقدي ومنهجي لكتاب "السراج الوهاج" لأبي الحسن المصري المأربي
 8. براءة أهل السنة مما نسبه إليهم ذو الفتنة (في مسألة خبر الآحاد)
 9. التثبت في الشريعة الإسلامية وموقف أبي الحسن منه
10. قاعدة نصحح ولا نهدم عند أبي الحسن
In each one of these writings the Sheikh goes into great detail into the corrupt principles and innovated matters of Abu Usaamah’s teacher, Abul-Hasan and them thoroughly demolishes his house brick by crumbling brick. For example in his book موقف أبي الحسـن من أخبار الآحــاد (الحلقة الأولى) (the position of Abul-Hasan in the khabr Ahaad), the Sheikh goes into great detail into how Abul-Hasan has fell into the statement of the Mu’tazilah, Khawaarij, the Rafidah, and other than them from the deviant sects in his position with regards to the khabr ahaad. Also in his book إبطال مزاعم أبي الحسن حول المجمل والمفصل (thwarting the claims of Abul-Hasan in the affair of Mujmal wa Mufassil) the sheikh expounded for 46 pages on the distorted understanding of Al-ma’ribi in this issue. Page after page explaining in detail the dreadful methodologies of ma’ribi and other than him from the people of deviation from the likes of Al-Maghrawi and Adnaan Ar ‘ur. Also in انتقاد عقدي ومنهجي لكتاب "السراج الوهاج" لأبي الحسن المصري المأربي (points of refutation in Aqeedah and Manhaj in the book “As-Siraaj Al-Wahhaaj” by Abul-Hasan) the sheikh dealt with the errors of Abul-Hasan’s book As-Siraj Al-Wahhaaj in 46 points starting with the cover! Also in قاعدة نصحح ولا نهدم عند أبي الحسن  (the principle of correcting the error without destroying the person with Abul-Hasan ) the sheikh shows the assault of Abul-Hasan on the very methodology of Jarh wa ta’deel. In all of these writings we find the Sheikh quoting the page, the statement showing the error in it and then bringing the speech of the Kitab, the Sunnah, and the Ulema of the Salaf and Khalaf to support it. Where is the blind following in any of this?! And by the permission of Allah no one can say that this is only in Arabic and not accessible to the English reader, for our brothers at www.salafipublications.com, and www.TROID.org , may Allah reward them, have spared no effort in translating much of these statements and proofs and placing them on their sites. 

In light of the fact that the Sheikh has presented all of this we want to mention that he does not stand alone in his ruling on Abul-Hasan but rather the scholars stand with him and have come to refute this innovator, the teacher of Abu Usaamah. Here we will mention the some of them and there statements:

1. Shaykh Muqbil bin Haadee al-Waad'iee: "If he gained control over the dawah of Ahl us-Sunnah in Yemen, he would strike it violently".

2. Shaykh Rabee' bin Haadee al-Madkhalee: "A caller to Fitan (tribulations) a deceiver".

3. Shaykh Ahmad an-Najmee: "This man is a Mubtadi', if he does not repent"

4. Shaykh Abdullaah al-Ghudayaan: "This man has very little manners and is an idiot (safeeh)"

5. Shaykh Saalih al-Fawzaan: "Abandon this man, and invite to the manhaj of Ahl us-Sunnah wal-Jamaa'ah" (he also has a cassette, which will be available soon, if Allaah wills).

6. Shaykh Muhammad bin Abdul-Wahhaab al-Bannaa has spoken a few times, and amongst what he said was that "he lies", "he plays games", "he has arrogance", "he is given to disputation, argumentation"... and this is recorded. 


7. Shaykh Faalih al-Harbee: "This man is an evil deviant"

8. Shaykh Ubayd al-Jaabiree: "This man is an Ikhwaani, one who plays around, one who devises plots, and one who has been sent into the da'wah of Ahl us-Sunnah in Yemen (to cause harm)"


9. Shaykh Muhammad bin Haadee: "We warn from this man in all the various places, because he is Ikhwani in Manhaj"


10. Shaykh Saalih al-Lahaydaan, when asked about Abul-Hasan al-Misree, so he said, "He is to be deported from Yemen"

11. Shaykh Muhammad al-Wasaabee: "This man is a great strayer, deviant, Innovator"

12. Shaykh Muhammad al-Imaam: "This man plotted against our da'wah"

13. Shaykh Abdul-Azeez al-Bur'ee: "Abul-Hasan has abuse in the field of ra'i (opinion) (i.e. he resorts to blameworthy ra'i), and he is very open in the issue of istihsaan, and putting down scholars"


14. Shaykh Yahyaa al-Haajurree: "Abul-Fitan and Makkaar (one who devises great plots)".


15. Shaykh Muhammad al-Haadee: “One who hears his speech will not be able to have I’tdaal with him, let alone defend him.”


Also our Sheikh Ubaid Al-Jaabiri also resonded to this issue and the points from the tape are the following: 1. That which Shaykh Rabee has mentioned about the mistakes of Abul Hasan is all correct, whether it be the use of Mujmal and Mufassal, Khabar Waahid and his criticism upon the book Siraaj al Wahaaj ( all mistakes of Abul Hasan).
2. There is no differing between us and Shaykh Rabee at all, our goals are one and our manhaj is one, but we might differ with regards to our usloob and expressions.
3. Shaykh Faalih is on the correct Manhaj and sound Aqeedah and he is one who is at war with innovation and its people.
4. That the Scholars of Madinah did not call that which they wrote a Bayaan (Declaration) but the people gave it that name, it was called a Kitaabah.


This does not free Abul Hasan from the mistakes that those who criticized him ascribed to him, rather it shows that he was mistaken and him admitting this in writing strengthens this.
That which we wrote did not contain all the mistakes of Abul Hasan and wedidnotsaythis.
5. Shaykh Rabee advised this man for years and pointed out his mistakes for him.


Also Sheikh Ahmad Najmi stated
All praise is due to Allaah, Lord of the Worlds, and the prayers and peace be upon the most noble of the Prophets and Messengers, our Prophet Muhammad and upon his family and his companions, all together. 

To Proceed:  There has reached me the advice of Shaykh Rabee’ to Abul Hasan Al Ma’ribee and also the advice of Shaykh Muhammad bin Abdil Wahaab Al Wasaabee and I read them both, and I saw that they gave sound advice, May Allaah reward them both with good. There is no doubt that which was observed from was correct, and the advice that was given had its place.  So if this man does not repent, then what I see is that he should be considered an innovator from the people of innovation and that he should be abandoned, and that the people should avoid speaking about this issue.  Who ever wants to be convinced, then praise is for Allah, and the affair is crystal clear.  Who ever is not convinced, and wants to be connected to him, then he will be with the innovators.  They should warn against sitting with him, reading to him (for learning) and listening to him, as long as he is insistent upon it.  And for many months, his brothers have been trying to get him to retract from many different avenues.  Sometimes by discourse, sometimes by advice, which was written and sent to him, sometimes like this, sometimes like that, and even then, he was persistent on that and he was haughty.  So from what I see, there is no cure except this (i.e. abandonment).  And they should not busy themselves with this issue and they should direct themselves to giving dawah to Allaah and seeking knowledge and leave him to his affair like the rest of innovators whom are insistent (upon innovation) and reject advice from the just advisors.  This is my view.  

And it has reached me that he has spoken against Shaykh Rabee’ and the Salafis that advised him saying that they were Haddaadee and what is like that from this type of speech.  And by all of them, he means those who presented their proofs in this affair and they acted upon what they acted upon, and their desire from that was that he returns from the mistakes that he fell into.  And what would be the problem if he returned (from the mistakes), but the Shaytaan is diligent in dividing the people and making them over-zealous to their false ideas.  And we say it is obligatory for him to repent to Allaah for everything that has been witnessed from him.  Syed Qutb for example, when he gave commentary on Suratul Ikhlaas with Wahdatil Wujood; it is not permissible for us to excuse him, because everyone who makes a statement is called to account for that.  Allaah the Glorious and Most High has taken the disbelievers to account for their statements, as Allah has said in the Qura’an, “And they make the angels who themselves are slaves to the Most Beneficent females. Did they witness their creation? Their evidence will be recorded, and they will be questioned!” (Az-Zukhruf 43:19) and to other than that from their (i.e. the kufaar) statements. And they only depend on that which they heard from those who came before them, but Allaah did not excuse them for that, rather He held them accountable for what they said, and like this every person should be taken to account for what they say.  Also, the religious verdicts that are not correct must be retracted.  If he does not retract, then it is obligatory that he be abandoned, and it is a must that he be warned against in the following of the innovators who make statements established upon their intellects and they leave off that which Allaah and His Messenger (sallallaahu Alaihi Wassallam) have said.  So it is a must that they be abandoned and warned against and it must be said that they are innovators, and may Allaah’s peace and blessings be upon our Prophet Muhammad, his family, and his companions. 

So we now ask Abu Usaamah are these illustrious scholars and their students also blindly following Sheikh Rabee? You are indeed a troubled soul O Aba Usaamah! 

In this issue Abu Usaamah has went to calling the acceptance of the speech of the Sheikh taqleeq. And has in his rancor and malice unjustly labeled the salafis with being Muqallidun and Muhqibun (those who have no ability to reason for themselves, so their religion is the religion of whoever they blindly-follow). This is due to him firstly not referring back to the detailed refutations of Sheikh Rabee upon his teacher, or rather rejecting them, and in the process making every effort to, bucket by bucket, save his teachers sinking ship.

 His speech of blind following Sheikh Rabee is not new to our ears for we heard this some days ago from Abu Usaamah’s colleague, Abu Muslimah al-Kathaab. So we will now show the statements of the people of knowledge in this issue of accepting the narration of the trustworthy and prove that it is far removed from the matter of taqleed. 

Imam Al-Qurtubi says in his tafseer [16/265] of the verse: “O You who believe! If a rebellious evil person comes to you with a news, verify it, lest you harm people in ignorance, and afterwards you become regretful to what you have done" Second: In this is proof upon the acceptance of the statement of one narrator as long as he is trustworthy, because Allah has only commanded in it with verification if the person is a fasiq.”

As-Sa’di said in his tafseer [pg.744] of this ayah:  “In it is proof upon that the narration of the trustworthy is accepted [without verification], and that the narration of the liar is rejected, and the narration of the fasiq is to verified before acceptance.”

Ash-Shinqeeti says in Adwaaul-Bayaan [7/627] in commentary of this verse: “Second: It is what is used as a proof by the people of Usul in the acceptance of the narration of the trustworthy, because of Allah’s statement, “O You who believe! If a rebellious evil person comes to you with a news, verify it” So the opposite is understood that if the one who comes to you with news is not a fasiq, rather he is trustworthy, then it is not necessary to verify his narration…”

Our Sheikh Abu Abdur-Rahman Muqbil ibn Haadee Al-Wad’I, rahimahullah explained this issue in his Q&A on hadeeth terminology in his book Al-Muqtarah question no. 189: 

“What is the difference between blindly following the statement of a scholar of Hadeeth in the ruling of a hadeeth, or one of the people of fiqh in an issue, and you mentioned, may Allah preserve you in Al-Muqtarah that there is no problem for a student of knowledge to blind follow Al-Hafidh (Ibn Hajr) in the authentication or weakening [of a hadeeth] in Bulughul-Maraam?”

He answered: “I don’t think I said blind follow. If I knew that I said blind follow I would have stricken it from the book, rather there is no problem to take from and follow ibn hajr in this as has been answered by Muhammad ibn Isma’eel Al-Wazeer in his book “Irshaad An-Nuqaad fee tayseer al-Ijtihaad”: “Their statement ‘this hadeeth is Saheeh (authentic)’ means that it has a connected chain of transmission, narrated by a trustworthy narrator on his like, free from hidden weakness, and contradiction, but they shorten it with their statement, ‘this hadeeth is saheeh (authentic), so this is from the position of the acceptance of the narration of the trustworthy and it is not taqleed, for indeed Allah says in the issue of accepting the narration of the trustworthy: “O You who believe! If a rebellious evil person comes to you with a news, verify it, lest you harm people in ignorance, and afterwards you become regretful to what you have done" What is understood from the verse is that if a trustworthy person comes to us with information we accept it, as for the one who researches he is more at rest than other than him, but it is for you to take from the authentication of Ibn Hajr, and it is for you to take from the authentication of Sheikh Al-Albaani, the authentication of Al-‘Iraaqi, and other than them from the scholars, and it is for you also to research, and this is what I advise you with to come upon the reality yourself. As for taqleed than it is when you go to a scholar and he says to you, ‘Do such and such’ without proof…”
It was also stated by our sheikh, rahimahullaah, “And you submit to them (the Scholars), for they are the people of that art, and they are more knowledgeable of their knowledge. And I do not call you to taqleed, since this is not from the aspect of taqleed, but it is from the angle of accepting the information of a trustworthy person, and Allaah, the Sublime and Exalted says,

“O you who believe if a faasiq comes to you with news, then verify it,” [Sooratul-Hujuraat 49:6]

And the understanding of the verse is that when an upright (trustworthy) person comes, then we take his information, and Allah knows best.”
Our Shaykh Fawzee al-Atharee was asked: We have a well known caller here in America, he speaks in this issue (i.e. Abul Hasan Al Ma’ribee) saying that Islaam prohibits blind following so we do not blindly follow Shaykh Rabee’ regarding Abul Hasan AlMa’ribee.  We don’t blindly follow anyone.  So how do we refute this statement of his.

He answered: “If it is a criticism or a dispraisal that is explained, then we accept this from Shaykh Rabee’, and this is NOT blind following. Rather it is following of the Sunnah and the methodology of the Salaf, if the Salaf dispraised a person, even if it was from one person alone, then they would accept it, and it was not said that it is a must that all the people of knowledge agree upon the abandonment of him or opposition to him, and then we will say that this is a true statement. So even if there is only one person who is criticizing, we accept it from him, and we do not say that this is blind following.  Rather it is the following of the Sunnah and the methodology of the Salafus Saalih.  This innovated principle has come by way of Abul Hasan al-Misree, who said that the people of knowledge must agree upon the abandonment of an induvidual and he says that we do not blindly follow.  This is from his ignorance!  And if this man knew the methodology of the Salaf, he would have not come with this statement.  If the Salafus Saalih dispraised an individual with an explained dispraisal, they would accept it, and they wouldnot come with this speech.  And the books of Jarh wa Tadeel are filled with the likes of this.  You will find that they spoke about a person and the rest of the scholars would take that from them, and this is what the Prophet (sallallaahu Alaihi Wasallam) was upon. Like is found in the hadeeth of Ibn Umar in the Musnad of Imaam Ahmad, and the Hadeeth is authentic, when he saw the crescent and he informed the Prophet, and the Prophet accepted the narration, and he didn’t bring all the people together!  He ordered all the people with the fasting of Ramadaan.  Like this Ibn Ma’een, if he dispraised a person, then the people of knowledge accepted his statement, and also like this ibn Madeeni, Imaam Bukhaari, Imaam Adh Dhahabee, ibn Hajar, and this is what our scholars are upon; Shaykh al-Albaani, Shaykh Uthaimeen, and Shaykh ibn Baaz.  So in reality, this man who says this is considered to be from the people of innovation.  So it is an obligation to warn against him and abandonment of him, and to not sit in his classes. 

From the clear examples of this among the scholars is the example of what transpired between Daawood adh-Dhaahiree and Imaam Ahmad. When Daawood adh-Dhaahiree came to visit Imaam Ahmad in Baghdaad he knocked on the door of Imaam Ahmad and ’Abdullaah answered so Daawood said, ‘Tell your father that a man from Khurasaan has come to see him.” When Imam Ahmad heard this he said, “If this man is Daawood adh-Dhaahiree, then tell him to remove himself from my door. For verily Imaam adh-Dhuhlee has written me that he from those who has spoken in the creation of the Qur‘aan.” So upon hearing this Daawood adh-Dhaahiree denied this. Imaam Ahmad said, “It is true! For Imaam adh-Dhuhlee is from the trustworthy narrators and is more trusted than Daawood.” 

So as we see Imaam Ahmad accepted the news about Daawood adh-Dhaahiree because the narration of the trustworthy is accepted. This is a well-known and established principle in the science of hadeeth, and either Aboo Usaamah is ignorant of it or ignoring it. So if Aboo Usaamah accuses all who accept the ruling of the Shaykh of being Muqallidun, Muhqibun (blind followers) of the Shaykh, does he also accuse Imaam Ahmad of being a Muqallid, Muhqib (blind follower) of Imam adh-Dhuhlee?! 

Our Sheikh Rabee expounded on this methodology of Abul-Hasan Al-Mubtadi’ and his student Abu Usaamah he said: " For the people of the Sunnah to truly know and that it is not a mere claim that indeed their da'awaa is vulnerable to ahlul-Fitna (the people of trial and tribulations) and al-Hawaa (people of desires and innovations) and that they (ahlul-Fitna and al-Hawaa) will not get tired or bored from devising plots, casting trials and tribulations in the midst of ahlus-Sunnah wal-Jamaa'ah and propagating that which encourage division among the Muslims.

Indeed there have emerged in these years a deceptive group of people wearing the cloak of as-Sunnah, but they differ from Ahlus-Sunnah in their principles, Manhaj, implementation and application. They pass off innovated Usool and principles in opposition to the Manhaj of ahlus-Sunnah wal-Jamaa'ah and the fataawaa of their 'Ulemaa in refuting innovation and warning against its people.  Examples of such principles which they devised to refute fataawaa established on the Kitaab was-Sunnah are: We do not imitate and blind follow anyone, we are people of evidence…”
We see from these quotes and examples a number of things:

1. Accepting the statement of the sheikh about Abu Usaamah’s teacher from the Sheikh is not from the position of taqleed but rather the acceptance of the narration of the trustworthy.

2. It is the very methodology that Allah commands us with in His Book.

3. It is the methodology of the Imams of the sunnah, as we see in the example of Imam Ahmad.

4. That this statement of calling it taqleed is from the innovated principles of Al-maribi and his student Abu Usaamah and the rest of their deceptive group wearing the cloak of as-Sunnah.

We pray to Allah that he make this a warning to all that heed. This is merely part one in a series of refutations to come upon the diseased methodologies of Abu Usaamah that he has contracted from his teacher, Abul-Hasan Al-Ma’ribi. We ask Allah to protect us from all that he hates and is displeased with, and make us firm on the way of the Salaf, the companions of Hadeeth. Indeed he is the One who Hears and answers dua’. Was-salaam

                                                                  Abul-Hasan Malik Al-Akhdar

