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0. Preface and Permissions

Bismillah
All praise is due to Allah; may prayers of peace and blessings be upon his Messenger.

The following is a modified transcript of the Wahhabism documentary published by MuslimSkeptic
titled “Wahhabism: Uncovering the Hidden Truth.” The transcript is provided for those who want to
locate and cite the quotations given in the documentary. The original Arabic is provided for all
quotations, as that is the easiest means by which to locate the source via search engines (e.g., Maktaba
Shamela), as opposed to volume number, page number, etc., which vary by edition.

MuslimSkeptic intends to expand this transcript and eventually publish a book on the history and
evolution of Wahhabism. For now, we hope this transcript is sufficient for academic researchers,
students of knowledge, daees, imams, and scholars who are interested in primary source material
from Muhammad Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers.

Note to potential translators: You have our permission to translate and distribute this work for
non-commercial and commercial purposes. We only request that the content of the work is not
modified and attribution is given.

1. Introduction

The most beautiful aspect of Islam is /a ilaha illAllah: There is no god except Allah.

But imagine if I told you that the true meaning of /a ilaha illAllah is to hate other Muslims? What if
told you the true meaning of la ilaha illAllah is to kill other Muslims and take their property and
enslave their women? If I told you that, youd think that I've gone insane, that I'm a lunatic. You might
even accuse me of being an ISIS terrorist.

What may shock you is that, historically, there have been Muslims who believed the central meaning
of la ilaha illAllah is to hate and kill Muslims. This was actually the first deviant group in the history
of Islam. They were known as the khawarij.

What made the khawarij so bad is that they declared the Companions of the Prophet iisi% to be
disbelievers. They also fought and killed the Companions of the Prophet iisf due to their extreme
fanaticism.

What is interesting is that the Prophet st warned us of the danger of this group. One day, the
Prophet [l was distributing gold to different tribes. One man named Dhul Khuwaysira was not
happy with the Prophet’s distribution so he told the Prophet isf to “Fear Allah!” Imagine! This is a
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person who thinks he is more just than the Prophet Al:f. The Prophet 25t foretold the future of that
man. The Prophet &% told us in a sahih hadith:

“Among the off-spring of this man will be some who will recite the Qur’an but the Quran will
not reach beyond their throats (meaning, they will recite like parrots and will not understand
it nor act on it), and they will renegade from the religion as an arrow goes through the body
of a hunted animal. They will kill the Muslims but will not disturb the idolaters. If I should
live up to their time, I will kill them as the people of "Ad were killed (i.e, I will kill all of
them).”

That is a dire warning from the Prophet Aii%. But who are these people? Scholars have identified
these people and labeled them: The Khawarij.

Now fast forward 1400 years.

Post October 7th, we have seen the strange rise of the Muslim Zionists, also known as the Madkhalis.
These are Muslims who shockingly have, again and again, sided with Israel against the Palestinians.
While the entire Muslim Ummah is shedding tears of grief for Palestine, these Madkhalis are calling
for normalization with Israel. While the entire Ummah is boycotting pro-Israel companies like
Starbucks and McDonald’s, these people have declared boycotting Israel is haram. But the most
offensive claim that they’ve made is this: If the choice is between Israel and Palestine, Muslims should
not prefer Palestinians — and maybe even they should side with Israel. Why? Because the Palestinians
don’t have the correct aqida, or creed. They've fallen into deviance and even polytheism. Jews, as
people of the book, are comparable to—or perhaps better than—these grave worshipping Palestinian
polytheists!

Now, most of you will immediately be repulsed by all this. And you’ll wonder, how could any Muslim
have this much animosity toward his fellow Muslims? How could any Muslim side with non-Muslim
oppressors against other Muslims? But this is nothing more than the ugly horns of Kharijism once
again stabbing the Ummah in the back. Once again, this is the khariji mindset that believes that, truly
accepting la ilaha illAllah means hating other Muslims, in this case, the Palestinians.

What is the source of this neo-Kharijism we see today? The most shocking thing that I found out
while looking for that answer is that it all comes down to just one man. How is that possible? How
does one solitary man who lived over 200 years ago radically distort the religious understanding of so
many Muslims today?

In trying to find the answer to this question, I realized that it’s not just Madkhalis who are the
problem. Madkhalis are just one group of this man’s followers. Maybe the best way to visualize this is
like a tree. Let’s call this the Salafi tree. To simplify things, let’s just understand Salafis as Sunni

1 Sahih al-Bukhari 3344
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Muslims who generally follow the school of thought of Imam Ahmad ibn Hanbal, whether in terms
of figh or aqida. Yes, I know, that’s very simplified, but bear with me.

Needless to say, I have a lot of respect for Imam Ahmad, as do all Sunnis. A sub branch of Salafis
adhere closely to the teachings of one particular Hanbali scholar named Ibn Taymiyya. Most Sunnis
and Salafis also respect Ibn Taymiyya, even if they don’t 100% agree with all his opinions. But
stemming from this Ibn Taymiyya branch, this is where our main character comes in. His main beliefs
diverge dramatically from those of Ibn Taymiyya and Imam Ahmad, in particular regarding
sectarianism and hatred towards other Muslims. It is out of this branch that you get, not only the
Madkhalis, other sectarian Salafis (i.e., Haddadis), but also ISIS.

My goal by the end of this video is to show you why we need to cut off this rotten branch from the
rest of the Salafi tree so that we can purify Salafism and the legacies of Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya, as well as rid the Ummah as a whole from the cancer of these neo-khawarij.

So who is this mystery man? It’s none other than 18th century reformer Muhammad ibn Abd
al-Wahhab.

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is a very polarizing figure. Many hate him and consider him a khariji deviant and
the forefather of ISIS. Many others consider him Shaykh al-Islam. But what is the truth?

Before we go any further, I have a confession to make. I never took hate against Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
seriously. I had thought it was all an exaggeration. It seemed to me that liberal people use the word
“Wahhabi” to unfairly smear anyone who is a “conservative Muslim.” If you think drinking and going
to the club to dance and have fun with girls is bad, you must be a Wahhabi!

It seemed like the people who were most critical of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab were themselves these liberal
Muslims who were just watering down Islamic beliefs and didn’t care about important things like
preserving Islam and preventing bida, or blameworthy innovations. So I never took their criticisms
seriously.

But then I started noticing something. The Muslims most closely affiliated with the legacy of
Muhammad Ibn Abd al-Wahhab today were some of the most sectarian Muslims I knew, including
the Madkhalis, ISIS, Haddadis, and other sectarians. These were the people who focus all their
attention on nitpicking Muslims on what are ultimately secondary or tertiary matters of the religion.
Meanwhile, they completely ignore the biggest problems that are destroying the aqgida of Muslims
around the world, things like liberalism, feminism, and atheism. They claim that these issues are not
really a problem. The real problem is the fact that Muslims haven’t studied the books of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab and haven’t adopted his position on the correct meaning of tawhid and shirk. Rather than
joining with other Muslims to fight back against Zionists or Hindutva fascists who are oppressing
Muslims around the world, the followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab prefer to take advantage of the
situation and stab Muslims in the back, to mass takfir Muslims and create as much division and
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internal strife as possible. As we will see, back-stabbing is a recurring pattern with this group. And
again, it’s not just the Madkhalis who do all this. Madkhalis are only the symptom of a much deeper
destructive problem. If we want to get to the root of the problem, we have to go directly to the source,
and that is the teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab himself.

2. Background on Ibn Abd al-Wahhab

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was born in 1703 in the city of Uyaynah, in the Najd region of central Arabia. He
was born into a scholarly family and his father Abdul-Wahhab taught him the basics of the Hanbali
school of Islamic law. At age 20, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab left Uyaynah and traveled to Makka and
eventually settled in Madina.

As the young Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was maturing in this time, he became increasingly disturbed by
certain practices he saw around him that he considered innovations that were contrary to correct
Islamic belief, practices like building large tombs for the dead and visiting those tombs in order to
venerate saints. One of the main teachers who influenced Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s understanding of
these innovations was Muhammad Hayyat al-Sindhi. Al-Sindhi resided in Madina and was part of the
Nagshabandi Sufi order. He was part of a broader network of eighteenth-century scholars who
opposed grave veneration including al-San’ani, al-Shawkani, and Shah Wali Allah al-Dihlawi.

These scholars are important, so just remember their names and we’ll talk more about them

later in the documentary.

3. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab vs. Ibn Taymiyya

What are the problems with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings? Followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab claim
that he was a traditional Hanbali and everything he taught is faithful to the Hanbali school and the
teachings of the great scholar Ibn Taymiyya. Ibn Taymiyya himself died in the year 1328 CE, about
400 years before Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. While Ibn Taymiyya was one of the most influential scholars of
Islamic history, he was also very controversial. Some of his views diverged significantly from the
positions of the Hanbali school of law and the Athari creed of theology.

First let’s talk about the similarities between the teachings of Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab.

Both of them divided tawhid into two main categories. Tawhid means the oneness of Allah. Ibn
Taymiyya claimed that tawhid really has two distinct components, called Tawhid al-Rububiyya and
Tawhid al-Uluhiyya. Tawhid al-Rububiyya means a person must believe that Allah is One in his
Lordship, meaning Allah is the only Creator and He is the only Owner and Sustainer of the universe.
No other being shares with Him in these roles. Tawhid al-Uluhiyya means a person only worships
Allah alone and refrains from directing any act of worship to any other being. Ibn Taymiyya also
claimed that the problem with the pagan idol-worshipers at the time of the Prophet Muhammad A%
was not that they disbelieved that Allah was the only Creator and Sustainer. They did believe in Him



Wahhabism: Uncovering the Hidden Truth MuslimSkeptic.com

as Lord, but they were directing their acts of worship to idols and viewed their idols as partners with
Allah. In other words, these polytheists accepted Tawhid al-Rububiyya but failed in upholding
Tawhid al-Uluhiyya. Ibn Taymiyya cited the Quran to justify this conclusion. For example, we read in
the Quran 31:25:

“And if you asked them [meaning the polytheists], “Who created the heavens and earth?” they
would surely say, “Allah.”
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So the polytheists know that Allah is the Creator, but they insist on worshipping other gods as
partners to Allah. According to Ibn Taymiyya, this is the essence of what makes them mushriks or
polytheists. It’s their violation of Tawhid al-Uluhiyya. Ibn Taymiyya writes:

“The polytheists from among the Arabs, whom the Messenger of God condemned as
disbelievers and fought, and whose blood and property he deemed licit, did not say that their
gods shared with God in creating the heavens and the earth and the universe. Rather, they
affirmed that God alone is the Creator of the heavens and the earth and the universe. [..]
What their worship of them consisted of was supplicating them and taking them as
intermediaries, channels, and intercessors.”
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According to this logic, the polytheists in the time of the Prophet .lsi% believed that there is no god
except Allah. This means that the polytheists were actually monotheists when it came to knowing
that there is only one supreme God. Their polytheism was only due to them thinking that Allah has
intermediaries. The follower of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, the infamous Madkhali known as Rabbi Faris
Hammadi, expresses this point succinctly. “Even Abu Jahl said, “There is no god but Allah.””

The overwhelming majority of Sunni scholars historically have disagreed with Ibn Taymiyya. And
they argue that this distinction between Tawhid al-Rububiyya and Uluhiyya is not that hard and fast.
For example, Allah says in the Quran 19:81:

“[The polytheists] have taken other gods, instead of Allah, seeking strength and protection
through them”

? Ibn Taymiyya, Majmua al-Fatawa
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Also in Quran 36:74:
“Still they have taken other gods besides Allah, hoping to be helped by them”
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Also in Quran 21:43:

“Or do they have gods—other than Us—that can protect them? They cannot even protect
themselves, nor will they be aided against Us”
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These ayat indicate that the problem with polytheists is not only that they direct worship to other
than Allah. They also believe that their idols help them, protect them, strengthen them, and provide
for them. These are things that only a Rabb can do. So this is clearly shirk that is contrary to Tawhid
al-Rububiyya, not just Uluhiyya.

Another important verse is Quran 21:22:

“Had there been within them [ie., the heavens and earth] gods besides Allah, they both
would have been ruined. So exalted is Allah, Lord of the Throne, above what they describe.”
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In this verse, Allah uses the plural for god, not rabb. If gods are only objects of worship and have no
power over the universe, why would the existence of multiple gods cause ruin to the heavens and the
earth?

There is much more that can be said about this debate, but the point is that Ibn Taymiyya’s
categorization of tawhid is — to say the very least —a contested issue among Sunni scholars. Let’s put
that aside for now. What’s relevant for this documentary is that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab adopts Ibn
Taymiyya categorization of tawhid and he places it at the core of his teachings.

Also like Ibn Taymiyya, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab takes this categorization of tawhid and applies it to
Muslims practicing saint veneration, or going to the graves of saints, or awliya. Their critique of saint
veneration is that it violates Tawhid al-Uluhiyya. How so? Well, one of the main practices both Ibn
Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab condemn is istighatha. Linguistically, istighatha means asking for
help. One of the practices that was common in different periods of Islamic history is istighatha to the
Prophet 5% as well as saints. Muslims go to the grave of the Prophet Alsi& or a saint and ask him to
help them with some need. According to Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, this practice is shirk.
This is because making dua for help is an act of worship and therefore, it should only be directed to
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Allah. If you seek help from the Prophet &% or saints, this is a violation of tawhid. You should only
ask Allah directly for your needs. Isn’t this what Allah says in the Quran in Surat al-Fatihah? 3 &G
uaild dUl5 - Indeed it is only You we worship and indeed it is only You that we ask for help.

Both Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab make an analogy with the polytheists in the time of the
Prophet l5i%. The polytheists of that time believed that their idols brought them closer to Allah and
therefore helped them with their needs. This is referred to in the Quran 10:18:

“And they worship other than Allah that which neither harms them nor benefits them, and
they say, “These are our intercessors with Allah.””

;;;;;
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According to Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, this is exactly the same thing as istighatha. If you
tell the person doing istighatha that he is committing shirk, he will tell you, “No, no, no, I only
worship Allah, but I'm calling to the Prophet ilsf or this saint as an intermediary to help me get
closer to Allah.” According to Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, this is exactly what the
mushriks said when they refused to abandon their polytheism, and Allah condemns them in the
Quran as committing shirk. In the same way, we should consider those Muslims who do istighatha as
committing an act of shirk.

Side note here: You might be asking, well, Daniel, what is the correct position on istighatha?

Throughout Islamic history, many scholars have prohibited istighatha. They say istighatha is a
terribly sinful act, comparable to adultery, and they give their reasoning. Other prominent scholars
permitted certain types of istighatha, for example, Ibn Hajar al-Haytami. The topic of istighatha is
complex and has many details beyond the scope of this documentary. But unfortunately, ignorant
sectarians pretend like it is a straightforward and clear-cut issue. On this basis, they want to quickly
attack any Muslim who has even a slightly different perspective from them, even if it’s an established
position that a large number of Sunni scholars accept. Some of these sectarians even go so far as
takfiring great scholars, like Taqi al-Din Subki and al-Suyuti on the basis of this issue.

But it’s very easy to point out how these sectarians don’t know what they’re talking about. For
example, here is a pop quiz for you. Today, many people assume that it is not only shirk to call upon
dead people for help, but it is also shirk to call upon other unseen beings for help like angels and jinn.
People also believe that such a view can be traced to Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya. But this is false.
For example, there is a famous hadith which legitimates calling out for help to angels as “slaves of
Allah.” Although the authenticity of this hadith is questioned, it is clear that some major early
scholars like Imam Ahmad accepted it. This is famously reported by his son.
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“Abdullah the son of Imam Ahmad said: “I heard my father say: ‘I performed Hajj five times, twice
riding and three times walking [..]. I lost my way during one Hajj and I was walking, so I began to call

out: O slaves of Allah show me the way! I kept doing that until I found the road.”
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So, Imam Ahmad called out to angels for help. Does this mean Imam Ahmad committed shirk?
Furthermore, Imam Ahmad said that using jinn is makruh, not shirk.

“Imam Ahmad said [..] regarding a man who claims that he treats a possessed person for epilepsy
using incantations and charms, and alleges that he speaks to the jinn and that some of them serve
him: “I do not like anyone to do this; refraining from it is more beloved to me.”
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Ibn Taymiyya also believes that it is permissible to call to jinn for help! He says:

“The point here is that the jinn interact with humans in various ways. Whoever among the
humans commands the jinn with what Allah and His Messenger have commanded—namely,
to worship Allah alone and obey His Prophet—and likewise commands humans to do the
same, then such a person is among the best of the allies (awliya’) of Allah Most High. He is,
in that regard, one of the successors and deputies of the Messenger ..

“And whoever uses the jinn in matters that are permitted to him, then he is like one who uses
humans in matters that are permitted. This is like commanding them with what is obligatory
upon them, forbidding them from what is forbidden to them, and employing them in
permitted things—such a person is in the position of a king who does likewise.”
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Ibn Taymiyya also says:

“Among them are those who employ [the jinn] in permissible matters—such as retrieving
one’s property, or indicating the location of wealth that has no protected (legally entitled)

3> Abdullah ibn Ahmad Imam Ahmad, Masa’il al-Imam Ahmad
% Ibn Muflih, Kitab al-Adab al-Shar’iyya
> Ibn Taymiyya, Majmua al-Fatawa
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owner, or repelling someone who harms him, and the like. This is like humans helping one
another in such matters.”
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According to Ibn Taymiyya, it is permissible to call to the jinn to help you as long as you don’t
employ the jinn for something haram and you don’t ask them to perform any miracles. Other than
that, you can call on them to do things for you, just like a king calls on his servants.

Imagine, you're walking in the forest by yourself at night and you feel cold as the chilly night air fills
your lungs. Do you call to Allah for help? After all, in one hadith, the Prophet st tells us to make
dua to Allah for all our needs, even seemingly small and insignificant things:

“Let one of you ask his Lord for his every need, until he asks Him for salt, and asks Him for the strap

of his sandal when it breaks.””
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But, instead of calling to Allah for your needs, maybe you think, I'm in this dark forest. Maybe there
are some good jinn around that can help me. So you call out: “O jinn, bring me a warm jacket! O Jinn,
bring me a warm blanket!” According to Ibn Taymiyya, calling to the jinn instead of Allah is perfectly
fine. There’s no problem with this and it’s certainly not shirk because this is just like a king calling to
servants.

Of course, many people listening will be shocked to hear that Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya did
not necessarily consider it shirk to call upon angels and jinn for help. There is a reason for this. It is
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab who considered calling upon angels and jinn for help to be clear shirk. Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab says:

“[And] just as they (the Mushriks) used to also call upon [Allah] day and night, then
amongst them were those who would call upon the angels for intercession on account of their
righteousness and nearness to Allah. They also called upon the righteous people, such as
al-Lat or to a prophet such as Isa. [...]

“And when you have come to know that their [mere] affirmation of Tawhid al-Rububiyya did
not enter them into Islam, and that their seeking the Angels, or the Prophets, or the
Righteous, seeking their intercession and seeking nearness to Allah through all of that was
the reason that made their blood and wealth lawful.

¢ Ibn Taymiyya, Majmua al-Fatawa
" Jami at-Tirmidhi 3604
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“[When you have come to know all of these affairs], then you will have come to know [the
true nature] of the Tawhid which the Messengers invited to and which the Mushriks refused
to affirm and accept. And this Tawhid is the meaning of “La ilaha illa Allah”. For a deity in the
view of the mushriks is the one who is sought for the sake of these affairs, whether it be an
angel, a prophet, a tree, a grave or a jinn.”®
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Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers make the false claim that his views go back to Imam Ahmad
and Ibn Taymiyya. In doing so, they have distorted the actual views of Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya, while claiming to follow them. In reality, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s position implies that Imam
Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya endorsed the permissibility of shirk and therefore, they’re mushriks.
Obviously, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab never said this about them. But this is because he was famously
ignorant, and likely not aware of all the writings of Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya.

So is calling to angels and jinn shirk or not? Who is right? Giant scholars like Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya, or Ibn Abd al-Wahhab?

In any case, the question remains: What position do I think is correct? Well, some have accused me of
having the same position as Yasir Qadhi. This is not true. From what I understand, Qadhi believes

8 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kashf al-Shubuhat
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istighatha is haram but it is not shirk. That’s not my position. I also think it is haram, but I think, in
many cases, istighatha is also shirk. But, is it known with certainty to be shirk?

This is a crucial, crucial distinction and this is what all the ignoramus Wahhabi youtubers simply
cannot understand, which is why they have spent the past months takfiring me. If istighatha is known
with certainty to be shirk, that means that, not only is the person doing istighatha is kafir, but on top
of that, whoever denies that it is shirk is also a kafir. And this means that the vast majority of scholars
of Islam are kafir, including Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya since they did not consider calling to
angels and jinn to be shirk. This is what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s position entails, but this is not justified
because determining whether an act of calling to the unseen is shirk or not requires ijtihad; it’s not
clear-cut. And the examples of Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya are indicative of this fact. So again, I
agree that in many cases, istighatha is shirk. Let me repeat that: in many cases istighatha is shirk. No
way am I saying that it is not shirk. But the problem with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers is that
they go the extra step of saying istighatha is known with certainty to be shirk, and that extra step is
what triggers mass takfir, which is Islamically unjustified.

In any case, we’ll talk more about istighatha in an upcoming video inshaAllah. So make sure to
subscribe to the channel so you don’t miss it.

Back to the topic at hand: Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab.

In everything we've discussed so far, Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab have pretty much
identical views, except for the istighatha to jinn. But here is where Ibn Abd al-Wahhab starts to
significantly diverge from Ibn Taymiyya.

3.1 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab Discovered the Meaning of Tawhid

First of all, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab declared that he discovered the meaning of tawhid and that no one
else in his era and no other scholars understood its meaning. Wait, what?! Yes, you heard me right. He
writes:

“I will tell you about myself — I swear by Allah, the One besides whom there is no deity
worthy of worship - I sought knowledge, and those who knew me thought that I had
understanding. But at that time, I did not know the meaning of “La ilaha illa Allah”, nor did I
know the religion of Islam before this blessing that Allah bestowed on me. Likewise, none of
my teachers knew it. Whoever among the scholars of Al-Aarid claims that they knew the
meaning of “La ilaha illa Allah” or understood the meaning of Islam before this time, or
whoever claims that one of their teachers knew it, has lied, fabricated, deceived the people,
and praised themselves for something they do not possess.”

® al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.51
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Imagine how arrogant you have to be to think that no one in the world understands /a ilaha illaAllah
or understands Islam until you come along. But Ibn Abd al-Wahhab swears by Allah that this is the
case for him. He also implies that, even before his time, no one really understood tawhid because he
says that no one’s teachers knew the meaning of tawhid either. Remember that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s
teachers were in cities like Makka and Madina, so he is saying that the scholars in Makka and Madina
also did not understand /a ilaha illaAllah.

Furthermore, if he thought that his own teachers were ignorant in knowing the shahada, ie., scholars
who were Hanbalis like him and were equally opposed to istighatha and saint veneration like him,
what do you think he thought of non-hanbalis outside of that region, scholars in the rest of the
Muslim world? He thought they were even more ignorant!

This is why he says:

“This shirk that Allah has mentioned has today spread across the eastern and western parts of
the earth, except for the strangers (ghuraba) mentioned in the hadith—and they are few in

number.”®®

p La 8 5 cunaall 8 oy ) oS3l el yall W) dlgn jlaa s a1 (5 liie sl (Bua 3B il o S (53 & 00 3a
He also says:

“Indeed, Islam today is strange (gharib), and most people cannot distinguish between it and disbelief.

This is the kind of ruin from which there is no hope of success.”
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As far as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is concerned, the entire globe, from east to west, from Muslim lands to
non-Muslim lands, is drowning in shirk. But thankfully he is that sole beacon of light who actually
understands tawhid who can bring guidance to the world!

Now Wahhabi apologists will claim that I am uncharitably reading Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s statement.
But consider the words of Abd al-Rahman ibn Hasan (1780-1869). Abd al-Rahman was the grandson
of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and was the highest ranking Wahhabi religious authority during his lifetime.

1% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.61
" Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Mukhtasar Sira al-Rasul
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He was raised and educated by Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and wrote the first commentary of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab’s Kitab al-Tawhid, known as Fath al-Majid. Abd al-Rahman says:

“Around the 10th century and beyond, there was no one among the scholars who spoke about
tawhid, called to it, recognized this shirk or prohibited it, until Allah raised up Shaykh
Muhammad b Abd al-Wahhab™"*
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Listen closely: he’s saying there was not a single scholar anywhere in the world who spoke about
tawhid and shirk until Allah blessed all of creation with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Abd al-Rahman
continues:

“[Ibn Abd al-Wahhab] travelled to Basra, then to Al-Ahsa and the two holy cities, hoping to
find someone who could help him with what he had understood of the religion of Islam.
However, he found no one; all of them approved the customs and practices that most people

followed in these later centuries, up until the middle of the twelfth century [meaning after
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab came to teach them].

“It is not known that anyone there called for tawheed in worship or denied the shirk that
contradicts it. In fact, they believed it was permissible or even recommended. This widespread
affliction involved the worship of idols of all sorts, graves, jinn, trees, and stones in all the
villages, cities, deserts, among others. They continued in this state until the twelfth century
[which is when Ibn Abd al-Wahhab started his dawah].”?
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And just to make sure we got the point, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s grandson Abd al-Rahman concludes:

“It is not known that any scholar, during the time of our Sheikh (Ibn Abd al-Wahhab), may

Allah have mercy on him, or before his time, denied shirk in ilahiyya or called people to
»14

worship Allah alone

'2 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.11 p.572
'3 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.14 p.162
'* al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.11 p.402
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Ibn Abd al-Wahhab apologists will try to deny that their shaykh claimed to be the only one to
understand tawhid, but, as we see, here is his grandson saying exactly this. And Abd al-Rahman
wasn’t a random grandson of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. He not only studied directly with his grandfather,
he was raised by his grandfather and was his closest student.

So again, let it sink in that someone could ever claim to be the only person in the whole world who
understands /a ilaha illAllah. This is the type of delusional arrogance that defines Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
and his deviant teachings.

3.2 The Entire Muslim World Has Fallen into Shirk

The second shocking thing that is unique to Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and distinguishes him from Ibn
Taymiyya and other Hanbali scholars is how he declared that the people of the entire Muslim world -
including Makka, Madina, Egypt, Iraq, and Syria - had become kafir mushriks. Why had they become
kafir mushriks? Because they did not understand Tawhid as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab had defined it! Again,
compare this to Ibn Taymiyya. No where does Ibn Taymiyya make such sweeping statements
condemning entire Muslim regions for being mushrik.

Many of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s contemporaries criticized him for mass takfiring Muslims, basically
claiming the Muslim masses had apostatized from the religion. For example, his own brother, a
Hanbali scholar in his own right, Sulayman ibn Abd al-Wahhab, who we’ll discuss in more depth
later, said of his brother:

“The fact is that [..] you have taken this understanding of yours, opposed the Consensus, and

declared the Ummah of Muhammad in totality to be disbelievers.”

The great Hanafi jurist Ibn ‘Abidin was another contemporary of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Ibn Abidin has
a very interesting comment comparing Ibn Abd al-Wahhab to the khawarij in the time of the Prophet
Ayt He says:

“[The khawarij] takfir the companions of our Prophet &ii%. [..] This is similar to what
occurred in our time with the followers of Muhammad ibn Abd al-Wahhab, who emerged
from Najd, took control of Makka and Madina and claimed to follow the Hanbali school of
thought. However, they believed that they alone were the true Muslims and that anyone who
disagreed with their beliefs was a polytheist (mushrik). Based on this belief, they deemed it

!5 Sulayman ibn ‘Abd al-Wahhab, The Divine Lightning
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permissible to kill Ahl al-Sunna and their scholars until Allah Almighty broke their strength,
destroyed their lands, and the Muslim armies defeated them in the year 1233 AH [1818 CE].”*
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So Ibn Abidin also claims that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab had declared the entire Ummah as mushriks and
believed their blood to be halal.

Now, maybe these critics of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab had a grudge against him and they exaggerated. But
let’s look at what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says himself:

“You have also heard the polytheists say: "Shirk is the worship of idols, but not the worship of
the righteous.” And you have heard their claim: "We seek only from Allah, but we use their
status [as intermediaries].” You have also heard what Allah has mentioned in response to all
of this. Allah has blessed you with the acknowledgment of the scholars of the polytheists [ie.,
scholars of the apparent Muslims] regarding all of this. You have heard their admission that
the practices taking place in the Two Holy Sanctuaries [Makka and Madina], Basra, Iraq, and
Yemen are acts of shirk [ie., associating] with [Allah]. They have admitted to you that the
religion whose people they support -- and who they claim are the great majority — they have
admitted to you that their religion [ie., that of apparent Muslims] is [in fact] shirk They have
also admitted to you that the Tawhid they strive to extinguish, and strive to kill and imprison

its adherents, is the religion of Allah and His Messenger.”"”
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Wow, it’s insane what he is saying here. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says here explicitly that in Makka and
Madina, in Basra, in Yemen and elsewhere, these Muslims claim to be practicing Islam, but actually
they’re practicing a completely different religion and it is a religion of shirk. Focus on this sentence:

'6 Ibn ‘Abidin, Radd al-Muhtar
'" al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.7
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“They have admitted to you that the religion whose people they support -- and who they
claim are the great majority — they have admitted to you that their religion [ie., that of
apparent Muslims] is [in fact] shirk.”

He says explicitly that the religion of the great majority of the people in these regions is, by their own
admission, shirk. They’re all just a bunch of mushrik pagans pretending to be Muslims! Furthermore,
he depicts these Muslim regions as trying to destroy tawhid and kill the followers of his tawhid in
order to extinguish Islam!

This is an absolutely insane depiction of the Muslim masses. There is nothing like this from Imam
Ahmad or Ibn Taymiyya or even later Salafi scholars like Sh Ibn Uthaymin or Sh al-Albani. Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab is totally unique in this hyper-takfir of the world’s Muslims and portraying them as evil
enemies of Islam simply because they don’t follow his understanding of tawhid.

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab also declared that the vast majority of Syrian Muslims are kafir mushriks who
worship Ibn Arabi. He says:

“And their leader is Ibn Arabi. Do they think that [the Syrians] do not say “There is no god
but Allah?” But he came from Syria, [where] they worship Ibn Arabi, placing an idol on his
grave that they worship. I do not mean all the people of Syria — far be it from me to claim
that! Rather, there will always remain a group upon the truth, even if they are few and become

strangers.”®
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Well, thank God he doesn’t takfir all of Syria, just most of Syria. Only a handful of Muslims in Syria;
everyone else is a kafir mushrik!

For those of you keeping score, so far Ibn Abd al-Wahhab has mass takfired all of Syria, Iraq, Yemen,
Makka, and Madina. Well what about Najd, his own region. Are they Muslims?

“It is known regarding the people of our land [ie. Najd] and the land of al-Hijaz that those
who reject the resurrection are more than those who believe in it, and those who do not know
the religion are more than those who know it, and those who do not pray are more than those

who pray, and those who refuse to pay zakat are more than those who pay it.””
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'® al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.2 p.245
¥ al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.43
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Guess not! He says even in Najd, not to mention Hijaz, most people reject the resurrection!
Obviously, rejecting the resurrection and, therefore, the afterlife is rejecting a pillar of iman, so he is
mass takfiring even the Muslims in his region. At this point, an easier question to ask is, “Who hasn’t
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab takfired?” And as we saw, the answer is just himself. Because as he said, only he
understands the meaning of la ilaha illAllah. This is why it’s easy to see how Ibn Abd al-Wahhab had
the gall to willy-nilly throw the entire Ummah outside of Islam.

33 The Shirk of Apparent Muslims at the Time of Ibn ‘Abd
al-Wahhab Is Worse than the Shirk of the Polytheist Quraysh

It wasn’t enough that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab claimed that the entire Muslim world had fallen into shirk.
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab also claimed that the Muslims of his era were worse mushriks than the mushrik
Quraysh who had explicitly rejected Islam and made war against the Prophet Muhammad 5.

For example, in his famous book Kashf al-Shubuhat, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says:

“If you understand that what the adherents of shirk of our time [ie., apparent Muslims] call
“belief” (itiqad) is actually the same polytheism that the Quran was revealed about and for
which the Messenger of Allah iz fought against the people, then you should know that the
polytheism of the earlier generations is lighter than the polytheism of our time in two

20
ways.”

Gl s (A V) Lile ) o sS piall dpans 2l 138 of i e 13 (0 yely) Wil ) Jal @y e ol Gl N1 & 55 o il
Ol Lile ) Jal & 58 (e caall cpd Y1 @l y o aleld cagle Gulill — alus g dadde A loa — i Jpasy J8 5 o 53l 48 33 g2:

The first way that the polytheism of the earlier generations is lighter, according to Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab, is that the mushrik Quraysh prayed to idols in times of ease, but in times of hardship,
they would only worship Allah. His proof for this are several ayat like Quran 17:67:

“And when adversity touches you at sea, lost are all those you invoke except for Him. But
when He delivers you to the land, you turn away. And ever is man ungrateful.”
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It is not clear why Ibn Abd al-Wahhab thinks this ayah is specifically referring to the polytheists in
the time of the Prophet 5% rather than polytheists generally. There is nothing in any of the ayat he
cites that indicates such specification; in fact, this particular ayah mentions the ingratitude of
mankind in general. Nonetheless, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab insists that these general ayat are specifically

20 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kashf al-Shubuhat
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referring to polytheists of the past, and this proves that the polytheists in the time of the Prophet iis.f
were clearly better than the polytheists of his own time. This argument is dubious at best.

The second argument that he gives is that the polytheists in the past worshipped angels, prophets,
saints, as well as wood and stones. By contrast, the polytheists of today worship corrupt people.
Obviously, angels, prophets, and saints are better than corrupt people, so that means the old
polytheism was better.

This is another bad argument because Allah says in Quran 36:60-61:

“Did I not enjoin upon you, O children of Adam, that you not worship Satan? [for] indeed, he
is to you a clear enemy. And that you worship [only] Me?”
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Polytheists past and present worship Satan, so how can it be said that the polytheists of the past are
better or worse than polytheists of any other time? In Quran 6:137, Allah says:

“And likewise, to many of the polytheists, their partners [i.e., false gods] have made [killing]
their children seem pleasing in order to bring about their destruction and to cover them with
confusion in their religion.”
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In this ayah, Allah connects polytheism with the practice of killing children, where false gods make
such killing seem pleasing. This is the worst immorality, and of course the Qurayshi pagans were
doing exactly this; they were burying their own daughters. So on what basis are their polytheism and
their idols better than the alleged polytheism and idols of later times, especially since the Sufi
practitioners of istighatha did not do things like bury their own daughters?

So Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s arguments are not very compelling. And when you step back and think
about it, his claim is ridiculous on its face. Because, let’s just grant that istighatha is shirk similar to
worshipping idols like al-Lat and al-Uzza. Fine. But how can a Muslim who does istighatha but also
proclaims that he is a Muslim, proclaims the shahada, a Muslim who is praying and fasting and
observing halal and haram, a Muslim who loves Allah and His Messenger iz, how can such a
Muslim, even if he is judged to be a mushrik, how could he be worse than Qurayshi mushriks who
not only rejected the Prophet st and the Quran, but also waged war against the Prophet :i5& and
the Sahabah? How could doing istighatha and venerating saints make you worse than Abu Lahab and
Abu Jahl?!

This is a crazy claim from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, but this mentality that believing Muslims are even
worse than the mushriks who waged war on the Prophet it is the kind of extremism that plagues
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the entire Wahhabi movement up until this day. It is exactly this mindset that creates the most toxic
sectarianism, where the followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab view their biggest enemies as other Muslims,
rather than disbelievers who are literally genociding Muslims by the millions.

Some of the apologists for Ibn Abd al-Wahhab will claim that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was not unique in
considering the Sufi saint veneration of his time as worse than the shirk of the Quraysh. But the
difference between Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and these other scholars is that these scholars are not mass
takfiring these Sufis and mass takfiring anyone who doesn’t takfir them. This is the unique takfir
doctrine of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab that we’ll discuss next.

3.4 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s Takfir Doctrine

The most problematic thing about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings is his takfir doctrine. Many
scholars accuse Ibn Abd al-Wahhab of being a deviant khariji and its primarily due to his extremism
in takfir. His takfir doctrine is deviant for several reasons that we’ll discuss, but we first have to
recognize how much of a divergence Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s takfir doctrine is from the rest of Sunnism.

Takfir means declaring someone a non-Muslim. Takfir is a serious matter because the Prophet it
said:

“If a man says to his brother, O Kafir (disbeliever)!" then surely one of them is such (ie, a
Kafir).”
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So calling someone kafir is potentially dangerous. If you’re incorrect, then the accusation returns back
to you. Given this, Islamic orthodoxy sets a very high bar for takfir.

Let me be very clear here: Takfir is an important part of Islam. You have to be able to draw clear
boundaries between what is Islam and what is disbelief, who are the Muslims and who are the
non-Muslims. Without takfir, you cannot draw clear boundaries, and without clear boundaries, the
very concept of Islam itself becomes murky and undefined. However, takfir is something that requires
extreme caution precisely because of the warning given by the Prophet Als&. The problem with Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab’s takfir doctrine is that he throws caution to the wind and elevates takfir to being a
pillar of Islam. Furthermore, he applies takfir in ways that no Muslim scholar of the past ever has.

3.4.1 Auto-Takfir: No al-Udhr Bi-1-Jahl

Let’s look at the takfir doctrine of the one scholar that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab claims to be following: Ibn
Taymiyya. By reading Ibn Taymiyya, we see immediately that his views of takfir are completely

21 Sahih al-Bukhari 6103
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different from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s. For example, Ibn Taymiyya does not believe in auto-takfir: Just
because someone holds a kufr belief, that doesn’t automatically make that person a kafir. He says:

“Declaring a specific individual from among these ignorant people and their likes to be a
disbeliever, such that he is judged as being among the disbelievers, is not permissible unless
evidence from the Messenger il has been established for him, making it clear that his view
contradicts the [divine] messengers — even if it is indisputable that his view is kufr. [..]
Therefore, no one should declare any Muslim a disbeliever, even if they err and go astray,
until the evidence is established for them and the right path is made clear to them. And
whenever it is known with certainty that a person has faith (iman), that faith is not negated
where there is doubt; rather, it can only be negated after establishing the evidence [for him]

and eliminating specious arguments [he has for his mistaken view].”**
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So Ibn Taymiyya makes it clear that simply having a kufr view doesn’t automatically make someone a
kafir because that person may be ignorant. This is known as the excuse of ignorance, or al-udhr
bi-I-jahl Or sometimes, a person might not be ignorant in the sense of not having information, but in
the sense of being deluded by an illogical argument or incorrect interpretation. In either case, Ibn
Taymiyya requires an extensive process of igamat al-hujjja, or establishing the proof, before any takfir
can be made of any single person.

If a Sufi, for example, goes to a grave to do istighatha, according to Ibn Taymiyya, that action is an act
of shirk and therefore kufr, but that doesn’t automatically mean the person is a mushrik kafir. He may
simply be an ignorant person or he may be deluded by a wrong interpretation. Ibn Taymiyya says this
explicitly:

“This shirk, if the proof of it is presented to him [i.e, the one committing it] and he does not
desist, then he must be killed, as the likes of him among the polytheists are to be killed. [...]
But if he is ignorant, knowledge not having reached him, and he does not know the truth
about the shirk that was the basis upon which the Prophet fought the polytheists, then he is
not to be judged a kafir, especially since this shirk has become widespread among those
affiliated with Islam.”*
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*? Ibn Taymiyya, Majmua al-Fatawa
% Ibn Taymiyya, Jami al-Masa’il
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Notice already that Ibn Taymiyya acknowledges that the practices he considers shirk are widespread
in Muslim lands, but unlike Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, he doesn’t claim that the masses have all become
kafir mushrik. Again, this is because Ibn Taymiyya believes that any given Muslim who practices
istighatha could be ignorant, therefore he should not automatically be declared a kafir. What is
required is igamat al-hujja, or establishing the proof that istighatha is shirk for that specific person
individually. This could be quite an involved process. In Ibn Taymiyya’s view, establishing proof for a
specific person requires a lot of time and effort because you have to sit the person down, show him all
the evidence from the Quran and Sunnah, address all possible counter arguments that he may have to
a satisfactory level. Only once all this happens and the person insists on doing istighatha, only then
can he be declared a kafir. There is extensive due process that Ibn Taymiyya requires before making
takfir on people in real life.

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, by contrast, doesn’t believe in any of this. He says, there is no excuse for
ignorance and there is no need to establish the proof.

When the scandal of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's mass takfir without giving the excuse for ignorance began
to spread, he wrote some small texts denying it.

One possibility is that he was confused and accidentally fell into contradiction. A far more likely
possibility is that he simply wished to conceal his true views from outsiders and lied to them.

At any rate, later on some of his followers developed the habit of continuously citing these texts to
deceive outsiders and prevent them from understanding Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's true khariji views. In
this way they developed a type of taqgiyya.

Let’s look at some of these statements. For example, even I have cited this statement from him in the
past:

“As for lies and slander [of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's critics], it is like when they say: “We declare
general takfir [..], we declare takfir on those who do not declare takfir [chain takfir], and we
declare takfir on those who do not fight [jihad in our army].” Similar claims, and countless
more like them, are all lies and slander through which they divert people from the religion of
Allah and His Messenger. [In actuality] we do not declare takfir on those who worship the
idol which is on the grave of Abd al-Qadir [al-Jilani], and the idol which is the grave of
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Ahmad al-Badawi, and others like them—due to their ignorance and the absence of someone

to alert them.”
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Doesn’t this sound exactly like Ibn Taymiyya? In another quote, he says:

“As for takfir, I only declare as a disbeliever the one who knows the religion of the Messenger,
then after knowing it, insults it, forbids people from it, and shows enmity towards those who
practice it. This is the one whom I declare a disbeliever. As for the majority of the Ummah, all

praise is due to Allah, they are not like this.”*
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These quotes might sound like Ibn Abd al-Wahhab accepts al-udhr bi-Ijahl, but he makes many
statements that clearly contradict this. For example, as noted above, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab repeatedly
claims that most apparent Muslims in the world are kafir mushriks. How is this possible if he gives

them al-udhr bi-l-jahlt
But he is even more explicit in disavowing al-udhr bi-I-jahl in other texts.

“And it also teaches you great fear; for if you understand that a person can commit disbelief
(yakfur) with a single word that comes from his tongue — and he may say it while being
ignorant, and he is not excused for his ignorance.”*
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Now, of course, no one doubts that a person can commit disbelief by saying a word of kufr, but why
would we automatically deem that person a kafirt Why is there no possible excuse for ignorance?

24 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kitab Fatawa wa Masa’il
% Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kitab al-Rasa’il al-Shakhsiyya
26 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kashf al-Shubuhat
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Elsewhere, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says explicitly that there is no udhr bi-I-jahl He argues that if you are
a Muslim who has read the Quran, then you should already know what is shirk and, therefore, you
have no excuse.

“As for the fundamentals of the religion (usul al-din), which Allah has clarified and made firm
in His Book, Allah’s proof is the Quran. Whoever the Quran reaches, the proof has reached
him. However, the root of the confusion lies in your failure to distinguish between the
establishment of the proof (giyam al-hujjah) and the understanding of the proof (fahm
al-hujjah).

“Most disbelievers and hypocrites among the Muslims have not understood Allah’s proof,
even though it has been established for them, as Allah, the Most High, said: “Or do you think
that most of them hear or understand? They are like cattle; rather, they are even more astray
in their way.” [Quran 25:44]. The establishment of the proof is one matter, and its reaching
someone is another matter. It has been established for them, but their understanding of it is a
separate matter. Their disbelief occurs due to the proof reaching them, even if they do not

understand it.”?’
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So Ibn Abd al-Wahhab doesn’t believe a Muslim can be excused for ignorance or lack of
understanding so long as that person has been exposed to the Quran. Actually understanding the
Quran is not a requirement for declaring a Muslim to be a kafir apostate.

This is a very serious issue because, if there is no excuse, this means that anyone who does istighatha,
for example, is automatically a kafir mushrik and also an apostate. Furthermore, according to Islamic
law, that person is liable for capital punishment. This is what happens when you erase al-udhr
bi-ljahl, and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab has no problem erasing it completely to promote his doctrine of
automatic takfir.

Following the teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, high-ranking Wahhabi authorities throughout history
have also taken a dismissive stance towards the excuse for ignorance. In some cases they reject it
completely. In other cases, they hold that it only applies in the most restricted circumstances. A good
example is the major nineteenth-century Wahhabi authority Abdullah Aba Butayn (1780-1865).
Butayn rejects the excuse for ignorance completely. In one statement, he mentions practices like

% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10, p.93
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making requests from the dead, slaughtering animals for them, and making vows to them. He then
says:

“Whosoever does that in these shrines today is a mushrik and a kafir without a doubt, by the
evidence of the Quran, the Sunnah and the consensus. And we know that whoever does that
from those who ascribe themselves to Islam don't fall into that except due to ignorance. For if
they knew that it distances them from Allah to the utmost degree and that is from the shirk
which Allah has prohibited, they would not advance towards it. And thus all of the scholars
declared them to be disbelievers and did not excuse them for ignorance, like some of the

astray people say: "Indeed these people are excused because they are ignorant.”®

ity (yae @3 Jad e O Al a0 Laa ) s dull g CLESH A1V ol S 8K @l e sed caaliall s2a 2ie @lld 4 gl Jad (ge US
cdle | satty Al (Al Ay A &L e 4l 5 Al Ae A e ey Gl Gl ) gale 518 (Jgadl W) GlId 8 agad gy ol 43l a3y )
cale o ) e U510 5 Jlen aed (30500 eV 38 ) s0albiall Gans J i S deals a5 pkn ol g colalall paan an i<

S s Osiien 261 650805 1 08 (he 2T el 1 3AE) ) AR Ao GR35 (oS B8 s Mlas ) iy m jlae

L343

CagSIl 55 gms il ¢ sl 2871 (5000 2 5 1A ) o e, O il W2y AL &0 O B i) e )

In recent times, both Ibn Baz (1912-1999) and Salih al-Fawzan (1933-) express views that are heavily
influenced by traditional Wahhabism. In some places, they simply reject the excuse for ignorance. In
other places they hold that it only applies under the most restrictive circumstances.

Consider the following quote from Ibn Baz:
Question [for Ibn Baz]:

“Many laypeople fall into significant violations of tawhid. What is the ruling concerning
them? Are they excused due to ignorance? What is the ruling on marrying them, eating their
slaughtered animals, and allowing them to enter Mecca?”

Answer:

“Whoever is known to call upon the dead, seek their assistance, make vows to them, or
engage in similar acts of worship directed toward other than Allah is a mushrik and kafir.
Such individuals cannot be married, are not permitted to enter the sacred mosque (Masjid
al-Haram), and are not treated as Muslims. This ruling applies even if they claim ignorance,

until they repent to Allah from such acts.”
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% al-Durar al-Sanniyyah vol. 10, p.405
% Ibn Baz, Kitab Tuhfat al-Ikhwan bi-Ajwibah Muhimmah Tata‘allaq bi-Arkan al-Islam, p.37
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Salih al-Fawzan admits that the excuse for ignorance is valid, but holds that it is only applicable
under extremely limited circumstances — like where a Muslim lives in an isolated place without
access to the Quran and other basic religious texts. Otherwise such a Muslim cannot claim to be
ignorant. Fawzan says:

“We say that the one who is excused for ignorance is the one who has not heard anything
about Islam, [he lives] in an isolated place, he does not hear anything, he did not hear the
Quran, he did not hear the hadiths, the dawah has not reached him; this one is excused for
ignorance. But as for someone who lives with the Muslims, and in the Muslim countries, he
hears the adhan all the time, and the people pray on his right and on his left, is this one to be
said about that he is excused for ignorance? This one is ignorant on his own account; he has
no desire for knowledge, he has no desire for the truth, he wants to remain on what he is

upon; this one is not excused. Yes.”

iy Lo Cula¥) gams Lo Ol o La Lnd sy ol  jrie (S (g 2D G Ui oy ol (5301 5 alfia Jeally ey (520 o J
Al U8 138 allad s Aiaay ¢ shoay il g IS GOV ey Gpalusall DU s Gpalusal) o Glans sl Lal Jeally 5aas 1368 5 50l
pr ste e I adde g le o (A e@adl Vs alall 2 5 W i deaa ) 2 138 99 Jeadly 3y

G iiie a5 il e len 1) Jeall H3ey o sage DY) B G o Basay Ay b i L 1) ) s LSS 3 J 58 cpaidl)
$ a3y

aSai o (S0 A ) aaSa 13gh o o ardi e SO LS IS 1) Ll ¢ LS Alalas alalad s HiSIL dgle oSai )y sey oAl )
A S 13 Ll W ek (31 138 [Aaals e dalS]o dle oS il sabe oG8 e € e agle g (531 cpally aile
i e agaly Lo ol 5 5il) laal (e ()5S 68 il lanal (e ()5S el () o el 1368 ) vie 3

(O 5l Ble all aandt and) (Y1 LAl e (86 IS8 ey () 3l 53 e oMl W) Jilug co 5 850 Le () salati LS gl (Sl
$Y Y 5 oY Dl alin La ()01 8 al Ly 5548 L pdiine 2Dl

il ) SIS 8 e el 5 oY) e DY) cRalise I 4ile cApadlsl 3S) e 4sile canlise 4 Lo aly Lixic Lo
pn eall i g daild Aaalla 3Ly

Again, what’s important to emphasize is that, without the excuse for ignorance, it becomes very easy
to mass takfir large segments of the Ummah who may hold kufr beliefs solely due to ignorance. This
is why Ibn Taymiyya strongly upholds al-udhr bi-I-jahl because he recognizes that ignorance must be
taken into account before declaring a Muslim a kafir. But Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and Wahhabi scholars

% Fawzan, Sharh Nawagqid al-Islam
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up to this day have recklessly rejected this crucial principle, thus opening up the gates of boundless
takfir.

3.4.2 Chain Takfir: Takfir as a Foundation of Islam

What makes Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s auto-takfir doctrine even worse is that he elevates auto-takfir into
an obligation that all Muslims have. Some call this “secondary takfir” or “chain takfir.” The idea of
chain takfir was not invented by Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. It is something found in the Sunnah. But Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab’s innovation is he applies chain takfir to other Muslims. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab claims
that, not only do Muslims have a duty to avoid istighatha, they also have a duty to takfir anyone who
believes in the possible acceptability of istighatha. And if you fail in that duty, that means you are a
kafir yourself! Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says this explicitly in multiple writings. For example, he lists the
top ten greatest nullifiers of Islam, and in that list he includes:

“Whoever calls upon [saints or intermediaries], asks them for intercession, or relies on them
has committed disbelief by consensus. Not declaring polytheists as disbelievers, doubting
their disbelief, or validating their beliefs: Such a person has committed disbelief by

consensus.”!
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The polytheists he is referring to here includes Muslims who practice istighatha. If you have any
doubt that a person who says the shahada, prays, fasts, loves the Prophet 5% but does istighatha, if
you have any doubt that that person is a kafir, then you yourself are a kafir! Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
further says:

“So reflect, O slaves of Allah, on what Allah has mentioned about the disbelievers: they
acknowledged all of this for Allah alone, without any partners. Their polytheism only lay in
the fact that they called upon the [dead] prophets and righteous, made them their
representatives, made vows to them, and relied upon them, seeking from them nearness to
Allah. As Allah says about them: “And those who take protectors besides Him [say], 'We only
worship them that they may bring us nearer to Allah.” [Quran 39:3].

“If you understand this, then those false deities (fawaghit) in whom people place their
beliefs—whether from the people of Al-Kharj or elsewhere - are well-known, both publicly
and privately, for such practices. They are chosen for this and they order the people to do it.
All of them are disbelievers and apostates from Islam. Whoever argues in their defense, or
criticizes those who declare them disbelievers, or claims that their actions, even if invalid, do
not constitute disbelief—then the least that can be said about such a person is that they are a
sinner (fasiq), whose testimony and writings are not to be accepted, and who should not be

% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.91
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prayed behind. In fact, [one’s] Islam is not valid except by disassociating from these people
and declaring them disbelievers.”**
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In other words, you don’t have sound Islam unless you are constantly affirming that those who do
istighatha are kafir mushrik apostates. By contrast, nowhere does Imam Ahmad or Ibn Taymiyya
endorse this idea of chain takfir on the basis of istighatha or other secondary matters. Nonetheless, it
is a critical part of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab teachings. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab even elevates takfir to an
individual obligation of Islam at the same level as the shahada. He says:

“The foundation of Islam and its principle are two commands. The first is the command to
worship God alone without partner, to agitate for this, to show loyalty for the sake of it, and
to pronounce takfir on those who do not practice it. The second is to warn against the
association of other beings in the worship of God, to be harsh in this, to show enmity for the

sake of it, and to pronounce takfir on those who practice it.”*
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In other words, Islam has two foundations: 1. The Shahada and 2. Making Takfir. And not only is
takfir a foundation, you also must show enmity. Again, the enmity he is talking about is enmity
towards other Muslims. These are other Muslims who don’t even necessarily do istighatha. They just
don’t consider istighatha to be known with certainty to be shirk.

In another work, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab writes:

“If you are asked, “What is your religion?” say, “My religion is Islam.” Its foundation and basis
are two things: The first: The command to worship Allah alone, with no partner, and
encouraging that, and loyalty based upon that, and the takfir of whoever abandons it, and the
warning against polytheism in the worship of Allah, and the severity in that, and enmity in it,

and the takfir of whoever does it.”**

%2 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.10 p.52
% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.2 p.202, 204-5
3 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Talqin Usul al-Agida li-l“Amma from Majmu’a Rasa’il
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Again, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab makes takfir a foundation of faith. Without takfiring all those who do
shirk according to Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s definitions, then you are not actually a Muslim; you're a kafir.

So here is a question for you, dear reader. Have you ever explicitly disavowed istighatha and takfired
its practitioners? No? Well, sorry, bad news. According to Ibn Abd al-Wahhab you’re a full-blown,
5-star kafir. And you’ve always been one, you just never knew it!

This is such an extreme distortion of Islamic teachings, and unless you are familiar with Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab’s writings, you would never know.

Ultimately, when Ibn Abd al-Wahhab makes the practice of takfir literally a foundation of Islam, he is
breaking from the rest of the Sunni tradition. Al-Ghazali, al-Dehlawi, and others are clear that a
Muslim’s faith cannot depend on takfiring others on the basis of ijtihadi matters.

And many scholars after Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, including many Salafi scholars like Sh Al-Albani, have
recognized the dangers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s auto-takfir doctrine, which is why there’s been a
massive effort to try to conceal Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s words or massage them to imply that he doesn’t
endorse auto-takfir and chain takfir of fellow Muslims. But, as we will see later in the video, the best
proof that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab did believe in auto- and chain takfir is his leading an imperial jihad
against the Ummah which led to the slaughter of countless Muslims.

3.4.3 Hatred Towards Muslims

In all the above quotes, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab makes it clear that a necessary part of sound faith is to
show hatred and enmity to the people of shirk. Of course, what he means by people of shirk are those
Muslims who do not accept his definition of shirk. He writes:

“The Description of Disbelief in Taghut: It is to believe in the falsehood of worshiping
anything besides Allah, to abandon it, to hate it, to declare those who worship it as
disbelievers, and to oppose them.

“The Meaning of Faith in Allah: It is to believe that Allah is the only true deity to be
worshipped, without associating anyone with Him, and to dedicate all types of worship
exclusively to Allah alone. It also means rejecting all worship of anyone other than Him,
loving those who are sincere to Allah, allying with them, hating the people of polytheism, and
opposing them. This is the way of Ibrahim, which anyone who turns away from has indeed

made a fool of themselves.””

% al-Durar al-Saniyya, voll p161-163
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When you understand that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab teaches how all the Muslims who don’t accept his
teachings are actually kafir mushriks, that helps you to understand how so many of the followers of
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab are extremely harsh against their fellow Muslims. This is exactly why the focus of
the Salafi sectarians is on interrogating other Muslims, subjecting them to agida checks, and then
denouncing them. Meanwhile, they don’t show a fraction of this energy against the actual enemies of
Islam. This khariji attitude didn’t just come out of nowhere. This is coming straight out of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab’s teachings, including in his famous Kitab al-Tawhid.

When you put all the pieces of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s takfir doctrine together, the auto-takfir, the
chain takfir, and the requirement to show enmity towards mushriks, it becomes very disturbing to
read what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says in his Kitab al-Tawhid The fans of Kitab al-Tawhid challenge
people to point to anything mistaken in the book, but the most shocking thing he says is this:

“Among them is the statement of the Prophet iixf: “Whoever says ‘La ilaha illa Allah’ and
disbelieves in what is worshipped besides Allah, his wealth and blood are protected, and his
account is with Allah.” This is one of the most significant clarifications of the meaning of ‘La
ilaha illa Allah.” For it does not make the mere utterance of it sufficient to safeguard one’s
wealth and blood, nor merely understanding its meaning along with the utterance, nor even
acknowledging its truth. It does not suffice even if one does not call upon anyone besides
Allah alone, associating no partners with Him. Rather, one’s wealth and blood are not
safeguarded until one adds to this the act of disbelieving in whatever is worshipped besides
Allah. If one is doubtful or hesitant, then their wealth and blood are not protected. Oh, what
an issue of great magnitude and immense significance this is! What a great clarification and

definitive argument against any disputer!™*
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Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is claiming here that if someone declares the shahada and accepts it with all his
heart and at the same time refrains from worshipping anyone except Allah, this is not enough to
make you a Muslim. To be Muslim, one has to go the extra step of disbelieving in whatever is
worshipped besides Allah. What is problematic about this is, as we saw from his other statements, he

3 Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Kitab al-Tawhid
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claims istighatha is shirk. So to be a Muslim, you must disavow istighatha and takfir its practitioners,
otherwise, not only are you not a Muslim, but Ibn Abd al-Wahhab thinks you can be killed, your
property taken, and your wife and children taken as slaves. This, of course, means that offensive jihad
needs to be fought against you.

This is why Kitab al-Tawhid is actually a very subversive work. When the average Muslim reads it, it
sounds pretty good. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is going hardcore against shirk and the mushriks. And you
think, yeah, this sounds good, I guess Ibn Abd al-Wahhab really, really hates Abu Jahl; I can get on
board with that! But if you read it with the understanding that, when Ibn Abd al-Wahhab refers to
mushrikin and how their blood is halal, he is actually referring to the Ottoman scholars in Syria and
the mufti of Makka and other Muslims around the world, then it’s like, what? What the heck is going
on here?! This is way too far!

But this is ultimately the whole point of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s aqida: to justify hatred and war against
other Muslims. This is pure Kharijism.

When Salafi sectarians demand that all Sunnis have to study aqida, they don't mean go study a
traditional book of aqida like Agida Tahawiyya. They mean, have you studied Kitab al-Tawhid.
Whoever doesn’t study and doesn’t accept everything in Kitab al-Tawhid, that person is deemed a
kafir mushrik, and as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab says in Kitab al-Tawhid, it is a foundation of Islam to takfir
such people, fight them, and show enmity towards them.

This is exactly why the so-called “agida bros” on social media are so sectarian and so harsh against
other Muslims. They are just following the directions of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. When they give Muslims
aqida tests and demand “What's your aqida?!” what they’re really asking is, have you studied Kitab
al-Tawhid and do you accept all of it? If the answer is no, then expect to be boycotted, ridiculed, and
smeared. This is what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's dawah in the present day amounts to under the guise of
“learning aqida.”

3.4.4 Offensive Jihad Against Muslims

When we talk about the wars waged by Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, his defenders claim that he only engaged
in defensive wars because others were attacking him first. But this shows a complete
misunderstanding of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings and how he viewed his mission. As we saw in
the previous section, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab views the entire Muslim world as kafir mushriks who are
worse than the Qurayshi mushriks in the time of the Prophet i5i%. Now ask yourself, what did the
Prophet i do to the Qurayshi mushriks? Did he say, we will just live with them in peace with them
till the end of time? No, the Prophet iisit waged offensive jihad against them with the purpose of
wiping out idolatry in Arabia. On his deathbed, the Prophet /% said in a hadith recorded in both
Bukhari and Muslim:
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“Expel the pagans from the Arabian Peninsula.””’

S
So the mushriks of the Arabian peninsula had a choice: Either accept tawhid or be killed.

As we saw in the previous sections, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab viewed himself as undertaking the same
mission as the Prophet ls&. He and his followers are the Sahaba and the rest of the Muslims in his
time are the mushriks. It is necessary to force these mushriks to submit to tawhid, meaning tawhid as
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab defines it. And whoever does not submit must be killed. This is how, according to
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, tawhid can once again spread throughout the world. In one of his letters, Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab leaves no doubt about this:

“We have prohibited them [meaning, our enemies] from committing shirk . . . and we are
fighting them on account of it, as God says, ‘And fight them till there is no fitna,” that is, shirk,
‘and the religion is God’s entirely’ (Quran 8:39)”*

He is citing the main ayah from Surah al-Tawba that justifies offensive jihad against kufr and shirk
and he is applying this ayah to Muslims. Coincidentally, the great Sahabi Ibn Umar mentions that
this is exactly what the khawarij do:

“Al-Bukhari reported: Ibn Umar considered the Khawarij to be the worst of Allah’s creation
and he said, “Indeed, they take verses that were revealed about disbelievers and use them

against believers.”””
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This is exactly what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers do. In fact, this is the core of Wahhabism.
So if you understand Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings, you understand he is engaged in war against
Muslims that he had unilaterally declared to be mushriks. When this is fully understood, we see how
destructive and dangerous this ideology becomes to Muslims around the world because, if you do not
accept Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s specific understanding of tawhid and takfir, then you will be condemned
as a mushrik and your blood and property become halal.

Now Ibn Abd al-Wahhab apologists will argue that I have misunderstood Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s
teachings. So let’s bring an authoritative perspective to weigh in.

3 Sahih al-Bukhari 4431
3 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.1 p.95-96
% Sahih al-Bukhari 6531
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Ibn Abd al-Wahhab personally educated his sons, and transmitted his teachings to them, such that
they became the religious leaders of his movement after he died (Aal al-Shaykh). These sons provide
the clearest and most complete account of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s jihad policies towards other Muslims.

“The sons of Sheikh Muhammad ibn Abd al-Wahhab, may Allah have mercy on them, were
asked: “For those who are not under your leadership and do not belong to your state, is their
land generally considered a land of disbelief and war?”

They answered:

“What we believe and worship Allah with is that whoever follows Islam, obeys his Lord in
what He commands, and refrains from what He forbids and prohibits, is a Muslim whose
wealth and blood are inviolable, as indicated by the Qur'an, the Sunnah, and the consensus of
the Ummah. We do not declare anyone who follows the religion of Islam as a disbeliever
merely because they have not joined our domain and state. Rather, we only declare as
disbelievers those whom Allah and His Messenger have declared disbelievers. Whoever claims
that we takfir people generally or that we obligate migration to us for those who can practice

their religion openly in their own lands has lied and fabricated against us.”*

This sounds exactly the quote we read earlier. They are denying that they do mass takfir or command
jihad. But look at what they say immediately after this:

“However, as for those who have received our call to tawhid and the observance of Allah’s
obligations but refuse to accept it, persist in shirk, and neglect the obligations of Islam, we
takfir them, fight them, and launch raids against them—even in their own domains.”*

So here, they clarify: Whoever has received our call and rejected it. This means, whoever rejects Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab’s call, meaning he rejects Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s definition of tawhid and everything
that comes with it, then they takfir that person and launch offensive jihad against them. So, this
clarifies what the earlier part of the quote means. When they say, we don’t mass takfir the Muslims,
this is nothing more than word games. They don’t mass takfir the “Muslims,” but they define Muslims
as only those who accept the Najdi dawah of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Everyone else who calls himself a
“Muslim,” meaning the vast majority of the Ummah is actually a mushrik in their eyes, not an actual
Muslim. They continue:

“Everyone we have fought has received our call. What we are certain of and believe is that the
people of Yemen, Tihamah, [Makka and Madinal], the Levant, and Iraq have received our call
and understood that we command sincere worship of Allah alone and denounce what most
people practice—associating partners with Allah by supplicating to others besides Allah,

40 Al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.252-253
4 Ibid.
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seeking their help during hardships, asking them to fulfill needs, and seeking relief from
distress. We command the establishment of prayer, the giving of zakat, and adherence to all
Islamic obligations. We forbid indecency, evil acts, and all forms of innovation. Such people
do not need to be invited before being fought, as the Prophet - peace be upon him - raided
Banu al-Mustaliq while they were unaware and attacked the people of Makka without

warning or invitation.”**
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So the sons of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab explain that according to their father’s doctrine, most apparent
Muslims are actually kafirs, and that it is necessary to wage an offensive jihad against them — killing
them and taking their wealth. They have no excuse of ignorance because they have already heard
about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings. Those who are disbelievers include the apparently Muslim
people of Makka, Madina, Yemen, Syria, and Iraq.

Another early Wahhabi scholar includes the entire Ottoman empire.

“The second matter is disbelief in what they worship other than Allah. And the meaning of
that is takfir of the mushrikin. So whoever does not make takfir upon the mushriks of the
Turkish state [i.e. the Ottoman Muslims] and the grave-worshippers like the people of Makka
and [upon] others from those who worship the righteous and left the Tawhid of Allah for
shirk and exchanged the Sunnah of his Messenger with innovations, then he is a disbeliever

like them even if dislikes their religion and hates them and loves Islam and its people.”*
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“ Ibid.
3 Al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.291
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When we sum up all of these teachings, we see that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab had declared war on the
entire Ummah, an Ummabh that he viewed as being nothing but idol-worshipping mushriks.

4. Sulayman Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and al-Sanani

If Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s own words are not enough to disqualify him as a khariji deviant, then
consider what his own brother Sulayman ibn Abdul-Wahhab had to say. Sulayman was himself a
learned and well-respected Hanbali scholar of his time.

Nonetheless, Sulayman addressed his brother with a very harsh refutation:

“The People of Knowledge have mentioned the statements and words that if said by a Muslim
make him an apostate; but neither did they say that the one making a vow to other than Allah
is an apostate nor did they say that the one who touches the graves, takes dust from them for
blessing is an apostate as you proclaim.

“If you have something clear and obvious as proof, then you should make it clear to us
because it is not permissible to conceal knowledge. The fact is that you do not have this proof,
for you have taken this understanding of yours, opposed the Consensus and declared the
“Ummah of Muhammad in totality to be disbelievers, when you said, "Whoever does these
actions, then he is an disbeliever," and, "Whoever did not do it, then he is an disbeliever.”

“According to some of the People of Knowledge, these practices have filled the Muslim world
for more than 700 years; but the People of Knowledge who did not do these actions never
declared those People of Knowledge who did them to be disbelievers. Neither party even
declared the laws of the apostates to be in effect over them, but quite the contrary! Their

judgement was that these people were Muslims.”*

So here Sulayman recognized that his brother’s takfir doctrine against those who do istighatha is
completely unprecedented and the result is, he is takfiring the whole Ummah. Furthermore,
Istighatha has filled the Muslim world for centuries, but no scholar did mass takfir like Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab is doing. He continues:

“This is in contradiction to what you say; whereas you have declared the urban centres and
other lands of the Muslims to be upon kufr and apostasy. You even made their lands to be
Abodes of War - even the Two Sacred Precincts [Makka and Madina] - which the Prophet,
peace and blessings of Allah be upon him, informed us in the clear and manifest Ahadith that
these two places would always be lands of Islam, idols would never be worshipped in them

#4 Sulayman ibn Abd al-Wahhab, The Divine Lightning, Translated by Al-Hajj Abu Jafar al-Hanbali
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and that even at the end of time the False Messiah would enter all the lands except the Two
Sacred Precincts.

“According to you, all these lands are Abodes of War, Dar al-Harb, its population disbelievers
due to the fact that they worship idols. According to you, they are associating partners with
Allah and committing the shirk that expels one from the religion. Indeed, to Allah we belong
and to Him we return! I swear by Allah that for a surety this is the very essence of opposition

to Allah, His Messenger and the scholars of Islam without a doubt!”*

Sulayman is shocked that his brother has declared war on the Ummah and deemed all the Muslim
lands, including Makka and Madina as Dar al-Harb. He continues:

“The most strict and harsh in these matters that we know of - these same matters that you
declare the Ummah to be disbelievers due to them, such as vows and so forth - are Ibn
Taymiyyah and Ibn al-Qayyim and they, may Allah have mercy on both of them, have clearly
and unequivocally stated in their own words that this is not the shirk that expels one from the
religion.

“Quite the contrary, they clearly stated that there are many different types of shirk that are
much greater than this, and that this Ummah has people who do this action and are stubborn

about it; but with this said, they did not declare the one who does so to be a disbeliever..”*

So, to summarize this quote, Sulayman makes a few key points:

1. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab auto-takfiring those who do istighatha is unprecedented. No one in his
time or before had this view. Even the scholars who were most harsh on istighatha, namely
Ibn Taymiyya and Ibn al-Qayyim didn’t go as far as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab.

2. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s stance on auto-takfir plus chain takfir has the result that Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab is declaring the whole Ummah to be kafir mushrik apostates.

3. Because he is declaring the entirety of the Ummah as kafir apostates, he is declaring war on
the entirety of the Ummabh, including the Muslims in Makka and Madina.

Something to keep in mind. Sulayman ibn Abd al-Wahhab wasn’t a sufi-loving Ashari (not that there's
anything wrong with that). He himself was completely against istighatha and condemned the
innovations around saint veneration in his time. But his problem with his brother is that his brother
goes too far. He is absolutely shocked that his brother is inventing this new takfir doctrine and
declaring the entire Ummah as kafir mushriks in order to justify offensive jihad against them. How do
you think Ibn Abd al-Wahhab reacted to his brother's refutation? Yup, he takfired Sulayman! And
then he declared jihad against him.

% Ibid.
% Ibid.
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Another famous statement on Ibn Abd al-Wahhab involved the eminent scholar Ibn al-Amir
al-Sanani (1688-1769). Like Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Al-Sanani strongly opposed veneration of the dead,
seeing it as resembling shirk. When Sanani initially heard about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and heard that
he was also opposed to saint veneration, he wrote a poem praising Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Word of this
poem spread and the Wahhabis were celebrating because everyone else was calling them khawarij
deviants and here is the great scholar Sanani writing a poem of praise for Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. But
then, some of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s books reached Sanani and when Sanani read those books, he
realized he had made a huge mistake. So he publicly retracted his praise and disavowed Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab as a deviant takfiri.

All this is documented by al-Sanani in his commentary on his well-known poem of his [“Mahw
al-Hawba fi Sharh Abyat al-Tawba”]. Al-Sanani says:

“[The] esteemed Shaykh Abd al-Rahman al-Najdi had come to us [..]. He described to us
certain matters about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab that he criticized, such as his shedding of blood, his
plundering of wealth, his attempts to kill people - even through assassination, and his takfir of
the entire Ummah of Muhammad in all regions.

“We remained hesitant about what Shaykh Abd al-Rahman had conveyed until Shaykh
Mirbad arrived. He was insightful and brought with him some of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s letters,
in which he compiled arguments for the takfir of believers, their killing, and the looting of
their wealth. He clarified to us Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s conditions, actions, and statements.

“We observed that his behavior was that of a man who had learned a portion of the Shari‘a
but did not delve deeply into its study, nor did he learn under someone who could guide him
on the path of guidance, direct him toward beneficial knowledge, and properly educate him.
Rather, he only read some works of Shaykh Ibn Taymiyya and the writings of his student Ibn
al-Qayyim, and he imitated them without mastery—even though both scholars prohibited
blind imitation (taqlid).”*

(s 1 LY o3 iy Lal A il il = 5 B A sal snan o gas sall 418 )5S0 Bl 3 8 4 jlind 5aY) Jielons) ( 2ena
B a5 b Alpums (S 5 (pasall el (1 30y all s oo Uy b coa sl 3ns Ll Gy 1) B30l

155 con i 8 Ly Ay all ol s8aT s Ao () 52Dy o S mm Jomn pectl Aill Lial o5 ) YV

i ol s iyl Lt sl U8 i) ) Vg 5 (o3 il g1 i (2 3asa sall 30036 e (1S5 4ty ) a5 ca VYV
adde Sl oLl ) e ol Ol g L iy (gnl (am Sl e s Jumlil) sl Lo g s Uil) ) 8 s 8 IS
Al Lagh 03 i Lina 0 LY e 8 donenal) AaY) o iy JLie Wl sl (ol (8 e a4y jla 5 J) sa) dngi s elaall i e
SlarY) Jal i as 5 8 Leman Al a5l e gl Sl (s daag s dalis aly 2 je ) deas s Ges )l 2o gl
i e e 18 Y5 Sl Gray aly 1kl dmy 53l e e Jay Jlsad all sal Ll 3 4l 581 5 alladl 5 all sl U B 5 agagl s pglid s

“ Siddiq Hasan Khan, Abjad al-Ulum

37



Wahhabism: Uncovering the Hidden Truth MuslimSkeptic.com

sl will Gl rodaali il s Apat (ol il ol el al e (g Liamy s Ll 4y 5 adlil) o slal) e alyy s lagl) g
2 o o Leghl e QLS a2 (ya Lo,

This experience is common for those who first hear about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. At first, he sounds
very good. He sounds like a staunch defender of tawhid. This is due to not knowing all of his
teaching, and I personally was in that same exact boat. But then when you delve deeper and
understand what Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings really were, it is disturbing and something that is
completely deviant. This is what many scholars in Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s time said about his teachings.

The Ibn Abd al-Wahhab apologists today will claim that whoever criticizes their shaykh is only doing
so out of bias or due to some love for shirk. But this is bogus. As we saw, both Sulayman ibn Abd
al-Wahhab, al-Sanani, and others were also completely opposed to istighatha and other innovated
practices. Yet they recognized that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings go way too far and are not only
deviant but also dangerous.

5. The Wars of Wahhabism

Now all this would be bad enough if Ibn Abd al-Wahhab were a quiet shaykh who wrote his deviant
ideas far from the arena of politics. But, in actuality, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab immediately teamed up with
political authorities and went to war.

According to traditional Islamic teachings, religious scholars are supposed to keep their distance from
the government. This is so that the rulers don’t use religious scholars to twist Islamic teachings for
their own benefit. This is based on the hadith where the Prophet 5% said:

“Whoever goes to the gates of the ruler will be tested (be faced with fitna). A servant does not
move closer to the ruler but that he moves further away from Allah.”*®
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Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya were famous for keeping their distance from governmental rulers as
well as opposing religiously misguided government policies. Because of their brave stances, they were
severely persecuted by the authorities of their time. Imam Ahmad was imprisoned and tortured for
opposing the Abbasid government, which was spreading the Mutazali doctrine of the created Quran.
Meanwhile, Ibn Taymiyya was imprisoned several times for opposing government-backed policies,
and ultimately he died in jail at the Citadel of Damascus.

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab took a different approach. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab immediately teamed up with rulers
and encouraged his followers and his family (Aal al-Shaykh) to do the same.

4 Musnad Ahmad
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In the mid-eighteenth century, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab formed a tight alliance with Muhammad ibn
Saud. Ibn Saud was born in Diriyya in Najd, the central region of Arabia. His ancestors had settled
Diriyya and Ibn Saud became the emir in 1727. Nearly two decades later, in 1745, Ibn Saud formed an
alliance with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, who had accumulated a loyal group of hardcore followers. The deal
that Ibn Saud made with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is as follows: Ibn Saud promised to make Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab’s ideas as the official doctrine of his state and he promised to spread those ideas by force.
In return, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was required to tell his followers to support Ibn Saud and fight in his
wars. This political-religious alliance proved to be beneficial for both parties, but it resulted in a great
deal of war and bloodshed.

By 1747, the surrounding areas of Diriyya accepted Wahhabism and pledged their allegiance to Ibn
Saud. This included the areas of Uyayna, Huraymila’, Ammariyya, and Manfuha. But neighboring
Riyadh, which was ruled by Dahham ibn Dawwas, was a hold out. So Ibn Saud initiated attacks
against Riyadh. Initially, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers claimed these wars were purely
defensive. “Oh we’re just protecting ourselves from all the enemies surrounding us!” For example, in a
letter Ibn Abd al-Wahhab sent to an Iraqi scholar, he writes:

“To this day we have not fought anybody except to defend ourselves and [our] women. They

are the ones who came to us in our lands and left [us] no choice.””

In reality, however, Ibn Saud and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab were the aggressors. This is obvious from Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab’s own teachings, but it is also what independent historians say. Cole Bunzel, in his
book Wahhabism published in 2023 by Princeton University Press, acknowledges that perhaps in the
early days, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers were being opposed by other scholars and
authorities in Najd. But this opposition was not because Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was peacefully teaching
his understanding of tawhid. The problem was, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers were
aggressively takfiring the scholars and authorities who did not accept his teachings. The apologists for
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab today claim that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab takfiring scholars and authorities was only a
response to the takfir of his opponents. But Bunzel rejects this:

“The claim that the opponents of Wahhabism were the first to engage in takfir is not

believable at all.”°

Bunzel continues:

“Exactly when the transition from defensive jihad to offensive jihad in Wahhabism took place

is difficult to say, but we can be sure that the transition was taking place no later than 1752,

which is when the town of Huraymila’ committed [alleged] apostasy (ridda).”

4 Ibn Ghannam, Tarikh
5% Bunzel, Wahhabism p.200
3 Tbid.

39



Wahhabism: Uncovering the Hidden Truth MuslimSkeptic.com

According to Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, apostasy meant refusing to be ruled by Ibn Saud. Ibn Saud and Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab ruled over their new territories like co-rulers. They ensured that all their subjects
adhered to strict Wahhabi teachings. They were so strict, in fact, that in 1753, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
ordered the execution of a man who was spreading the teachings of his brother Sulayman ibn Abd
al-Wahhab. Keep in mind that his brother Sulayman as a fellow Hanbali probably agreed with Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab on 99% of Islamic topics. But because Sulayman disagreed with the mass takfir and
other innovations of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, for that he was considered an apostate and liable for
execution.

Going back to 1752, a group of men in Huraymila were inspired by Sulayman and initiated a coup to
break off from Ibn Saud and Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Now, theoretically, if a group breaks their pledge
and secedes from a ruler, the ruler is justified in using force to regain what was lost. But this was not
enough for Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab declares the entire town of Huraymila as
apostates. In his book Mufid al-Mustafid, he claims they have not only apostatized from Islam, they
are actually mushriks who practice polytheism. Therefore, offensive jihad is justified against them.
Their blood and property has become halal. Now, this move from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab to frame things
in terms of shirk and offensive jihad proves two things. First, it proves that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab did
engage in mass takfir. He takfired an entire town and accused them of being mushriks simply for
rejecting his and Ibn Saud’s political rule. Secondly, by declaring all the inhabitants of Huraymila as
mushriks, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is depicting the Saudi state as warriors against shirk while their
political enemies are magically transformed into mushriks who must be eliminated. The significance
of this is that the political aspirations of Ibn Saud become religiously mandated. There is convenient
religious justification to aggressively drive expansion of the Saudi political power.

The attack on Huraymila in 1755 was the biggest offensive that the Wahhabis had ever engaged in up
to that point. Ibn Saud’s son, Abd al-Aziz led the charge of 1000 soldiers in a surprise attack. One
hundred men from Huraymila were killed. After Huraymila, the Wahhabi forces conquered the area
of al-Mihmal. The area of al-Washm was conquered in 1767. All-Aarid was conquered in 1773 and
Riyadh finally came under Saudi control. The regions of Sudayr and al-Kharj were also conquered by
1781 and 1784 respectively, which meant that pretty much all of Najd was now under Saudi rule.

Now, where were the Ottomans all this time? All of the Arabian peninsula was under Ottoman rule,
so technically the Saudi expansion was a revolt against the Ottoman Caliphate. The Saudis were now
looking to take over Hijaz in the West and expel the Ottomans, who they viewed, of course, as
nothing more than kafir mushriks in need of swift elimination.

The question is, why didn’t the Ottomans quickly crush the Wahhabi rebellion? The answer is that
the Ottomans were not in a strong position to stop the rebellion because they were busy defending
the Ummah from Russia, which was actively invading Muslim lands in Southeast Europe. The
Ottomans were further taxed when, at the turn of the century, the British and the French invaded
Egypt and Algeria. In the process, these European states initiated genocides that would claim millions
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of Muslim lives. While the Ottomans prioritized fighting a defensive jihad against these invading
European powers, the Wahhabis took this as an opportunity to wage jihad against the Ottomans.

By 1765, Muhammad ibn Saud died. His eldest son, Abd al-Aziz became the second ruler of the Saudi
State. Abd al-Aziz was also the son-in-law of ibn Abd al-Wahhab and ibn Abd a-Wahhab was his
primary advisor.

Abd al-Aziz continued to wage war against the Muslims of Najd until Riyadh fell into Wahhabi
control in 1773. After this, all of Najd came under Wahhabi control. In the 1790s, the nascent Saudi
state began expanding east and north with raids against the Muslims in Qatif and Ahsa as well as
lower Iraq and Syria. Accounts of these raids reveal disturbing details. Consider the following event
which happened in 1797, as described by Wahhabi historian Ibn Bishr:

“In [that year] in [the month of] Ramadan, Sa’ud - may the worshipped One have mercy
upon him - set out with the victorious armies and the famous horses, from all of the areas of
Najd and its [bedouin] Arabs and intended the North (ie., Iraq). He attacked the known
al-Shuyukh market near Basrah and killed many of them. The people fled and drowned in the

river.”?
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Even in Ramadan, the plundering Wahhabi raiders did not spare fasting Muslims, fasting Muslims
who they drove into the rivers, forcing them to drown to death.

In 1802, the Wahhabis committed their most infamous massacre in the Iraqi city of Karbala.
According to Ibn Bishr, Saud, who was the son of Abd al-Aziz, arrived outside the city, climbed its
walls, and entered it by force. They then killed most of the city’s people in the markets and homes.
They raided the mosque of the Prophet st grandson Husayn. They looted the entire city and
slaughtered 2,000 of its inhabitants. Other accounts place the total death toll at 4500.

One of the habits of the followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is that they gloat about slaughtering
Muslims. In one letter, the son of Abdul-Aziz writes to the governor of Ottoman controlled Baghdad,
threatening him. He writes:

“Your statement that we took Karbala, slaughtered its people, and took its property -

alhamdulillah! We make no apology for this, and we say, ‘the disbelievers shall have the likes

thereof.””

>? Ibn Bishr, ‘Unwan al-Majd fi Tarikh Najd vol.1, p.240
%% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.284
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Speaking more generally about his bloodthirstiness, he continues:

“As for what you mentioned that we kill the disbelievers, this is something for which we make
no apology and that we do not minimize. We shall do more of it [..] We abase the
disbelievers, shed their blood, and make booty of their property, by the might and power of
God. [..] The verses and hadiths concerning jihad and encouraging it are countless; we have

no labor but jihad, and we have no appetite save for the possessions of the disbelievers.”*
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The Wahhabi penchant for gloating about slaughtering Muslims continues to this day on social
media. Contemporary followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab glorify this massacre because the victims were
Shia. But these ignorant neo-khawarij forget that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab takfired Sunnis and Shiis
equally, and thus, many Sunnis were also slaughtered by the Wahhabi armies.

In 1803, for example, the Wahhabis began pressing Westward in order to conquer Hijaz. This resulted
in the siege of Taif. Uthman al-Mudayifi was the Wahhabi commander leading the siege. Ibn Bishr
describes what happened:

5% al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.280-282
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“[Uthman’s forces] marched to Taif, where Ghalib al-Sharif had fortified himself, prepared,
and armed for battle against them. However, when those forces besieged him, Allah cast fear
into his heart, and he fled to Makka, abandoning Taif. Then, Uthman and his forces entered
and seized the city by force without facing any resistance. They killed its people in the
markets and homes, slaughtering around two hundred individuals. They looted the city,
seizing vast amounts of wealth—money, goods, weapons, fabrics, jewelry, and valuable
merchandise—so much that it could neither be contained nor counted.”
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Keep in mind that this is the sanitized Wahhabi description of the siege. But Ahmad Dahlan, the
Grand Mufti of Makka provides a different perspective. In his book Khulasat al-Kalam, he says:

“When [the Wahhabis] entered Taif, they carried out a mass killing, sparing neither the old
nor the young, neither the rulers or the subjects, neither the nobles or the commoners. They
slaughtered even the nursing infant on his mother’s chest. They climbed onto rooftops,
dragging out those who had hidden and killing them. They found a group studying the
Qur’an and killed them all, exterminating everyone in the houses. Then they moved to the
shops and mosques, killing those inside—even slaying men in the mosque while they were

bowing or prostrating—until they annihilated these people entirely.”*
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Of course, Dahlan may be embellishing, but his account is not substantively different from what the
Wahhabi historians themselves say.

In 1803, Abd al-Aziz died and his son Saud took his position as leader of the Wahhabis.

True to his Wahhabi roots, Saud combined blood lust with a bitter hatred for Muslims. This was more
than evident in the letters he wrote to Muslim leaders, demanding they surrender to his rule. For
example, in one letter, he taunts the Ottoman governor of Baghdad, who had been a Christian slave
who had converted to Islam. Saud writes:

% Ibn Bishr, ‘Unwan al-Majd fi Tarikh Najd vol1, p.259-260
% Ahmad Zayni Dahlan, Khulasat al-kalam (section Dhikr Qissa Ahl al-Ta’if wa ma waga’ahum min
al-Wahhabiyya)
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“I hope that you die upon your Christian religion and are among the pigs of hellfire.”’

This is how the Wahhabi leader addressed the Muslims leaders. In another letter to the Ottoman
governor of Sham in Syria, Saud writes:

“I summon you to God alone without partner, as the Prophet said in his letter to Heraclius,

‘Submit, and you shall be safe.”®

The governor responds to this letter, outraged that the Wahhabi leader has takfired the entire region
of Sham. He also calls the Wahhabis khawarij for taking up arms and rebelling against the Ottoman
caliphate.

The Wahhabis wrote many of these letters to rulers in Iraq and Syria, takfiring them and then
threatening them, if you do not accept our rule and our beliefs, then we will wage jihad against you,
slaughter you, and take your women and children.

These weren’t empty threats. The attack on Sham, for example, happened around 1820 as described
by Ibn Bishr:

“The news reached [Sa’ud] that in the deserts of the Levant, among its Arab tribes from the
Anaza, Bani Sakhr, and others [they were gathering]. However, when he arrived in that
region, he found none of them, as someone had warned them beforehand. [..] When Ibn
Sumayr and his followers heard of Saud's approach, they fled with their Bedouin forces and
descended into the Ghor region of Hawran. Saud then moved through that area, advancing
and retreating, passing by the villages around Muzayrib and Busra. His forces plundered
whatever goods and food they found and set the villages ablaze. The inhabitants had fled
upon hearing of his march.

“Saud then encamped at ‘Ayn al-Bijjah, where the Muslims [i.e, his soldiers] drank from its
waters, and their horses and armies were watered [...]

“Afterward, he returned to his homeland, carrying abundant spoils of horses, goods,
furnishings, and food. Many people from the Levant were killed, and this raid caused great
fear and panic throughout the Levant, including Damascus and its surrounding regions, as

well as all its Bedouin tribes.”
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*7 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.286
%8 al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol.9 p.287
% Tbn Bishr, 'Unwan al-Majd vol.1, p.309-310
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The Wahhabis terrorized the Muslims of the Middle East with raiding, plundering, and murdering for
decades.

Then in 1806, the Wahhabis set on attacking Makka, which was under Ottoman rule. Prior to the
attack, Saud sent another shocking letter which was addressed to all the people of Makka, the
scholars, the guardians of the sanctuary, and the Sultan’s judge.

This letter starts off with [al-salam ala man ittaba-I-huda] “Peace be upon those who follow
guidance.” He didn’t start the letter with the [ Al salamu alaykum] because that is, of course, only the
greeting given to fellow Muslims. Instead, he gave the customary greeting that is given to Christians
because, according to the Wahhabi invaders, all the people of Makka and its scholars were collectively
kafir mushriks, so no greetings of salam should be given to them. The letter reads:

“You are the neighbors of God and the inhabitants of His Sacred Sanctuary, secure under His
protection. We invite you to the religion of God and His Messenger: “Say: O People of the
Book! Come to a word that is equitable between us and you—that we worship none but Allah,
that we associate no partners with Him, and that none of us shall take others as lords besides
Allah. But if they turn away, then say: Bear witness that we are Muslims.” (Quran 3:64)”
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The ayah cited in the letter implies that all the residents of Makka are not Muslim, they are kafirs,
and the Wahhabis are inviting them to embrace Islam for the first time.

After a period of siege, the Wahhabis were able to conquer Makka Mukarrama. After doing so, they
forced the Sunni scholars in the city to sign a document. What is interesting about this document is
that it is a confession. This document reads as follows:

% Tbn Bishr, ‘Unwan al-Majd fi Tarikh Najd
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“We bear witness — as scholars of Makka, who have affixed our signatures and seals to this
document — that the religion upheld by Sheikh Muhammad ibn Abd al-Wahhab (may Allah
have mercy on him) and to which the leader of the Muslims, Saud ibn Abd al-Aziz, has called,
consisting of the monotheism of Allah and the rejection of polytheism as mentioned in this
book, is indeed the truth, without doubt or uncertainty. We also bear witness that the types of
polytheism mentioned in this book, which have occurred in Makka, Medina in the past, and
in Egypt, Syria, and other lands up to the present time, constitute disbelief that permits the
shedding of blood and the confiscation of wealth, and warrants eternal punishment in
Hellfire.

“Whoever does not embrace this religion, act according to it, ally with its adherents, and
oppose its enemies is, in our view, a disbeliever in Allah and the Last Day. It is incumbent
upon the leader of the Muslims and upon the Muslims to strive against and fight such a
person until they repent to Allah from what they are upon and adhere to this religion.

“I testify to this, and it is written by the one in need of Allah, the Exalted: Abd al-Malik ibn
Abd al-Mun’imi, the Mufti of Makka, may Allah pardon and forgive him...”!

A dan ) ola sl die Gy daae gl 4y B A (pall 13 G - a8 N 138 b Lialial 5 ol shad ) geal sll S slale (i g - 2gs
4 el Y Al sall g ash (Sl 138 8o 583 (53 el il g el a5 e ¢ el e (0 3 s Cpalinall ala) 4l Lo g o M
sl (sl 13 855 S & il ) sl e (V) () S e Lad i 5 oLy pema s el cipaall 53S0 8 ad s Lo Ol 5 ey Vs
S Ui ggd coplact (galays calal o5 edy Jamy g cpall 130 3 Jaay ol (e g s U o glall s gl 5 Jlall g all sl ¢ il

Ol 13 a5 cle ot Lo ) (M gy i calld g oalga ¢ palsall 5 Gpalisall alaf e cand g5 ¢ AY) o sl 5 iy

4.3)5&':_9 ‘4..'\56_49 ‘LJSA\ASA‘;\AAQ;L\J‘ s‘é.!.m\ 6?:-_145\;.\: Q,\dld\ Qe A_‘,JL!.SAI\‘;\ ‘);éﬂ\'-\_.ﬁs_g ‘dh.adg_.i\
So the Wahhabis forced the scholars of Makka to confess that:

1. Their previous teachings were kufr and shirk

2. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings were true beyond doubt

3. The Saudi state was correct in killing them and taking their property through jihad because
Makka was Dar al-Harb and a land of kufr and shirk.

This letter reveals, again, the mentality of the Saudi Wahhabi state: Only the followers of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab are the true Muslims. Literally everyone else in the Ummah, even the residents of Makka
itself and its most senior scholars, are kafir mushriks and jihad must be waged against them.

This whole incident is reminiscent of the time the khawarij forced Sayyidna Ali, the fourth caliph, to
retake the Shahada. These khawarij claimed that Ali had fallen into kufr because of a political
decision he had made. So they demanded that he retake his shahada and rejoin the “Muslims.” Just

¢ al-Durar al-Saniyya, vol1 p.314
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like the khawarij did to the Sahaba, the Wahhabis held the Muslims hostage and killed them if they
did not concede.

This is how the Saudi state continued to expand until the Ottomans finally decided to put an end to
their reign of terror. The Ottomans commissioned Muhammad Ali of Egypt to take back Makka and
Madina. By 1818, the Egyptian forces had regained control, not only of the Hijaz but also Najd,
destroying Diriyya and taking the Saudi and Wahhabi leaders prisoner.

Of course, the Saud clan would once again come to rule Najd and the Hijaz once the European
powers defeated the Ottomans in World War 1. As they had done previously, the Saudis took
advantage of the Ottomans being preoccupied with defensive wars against invading European
powers. The modern Saudi state was founded in 1932 and the family of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab known as
Aal Shaykh continued to be in charge of all religious institutions in the country.

6. Was Ibn Abd al-Wahhab a Khariji?

In in authentic hadith, the Prophet &5 is reported to have said:

“O Allah! Bestow Your blessings on our Sham! O Allah! Bestow Your blessings on our Yemen.”
The People heard this and said, “And also on our Najd.” But the Prophet just repeated himself,
“O Allah! Bestow Your blessings on our Sham (north)! O Allah! Bestow Your blessings on our
Yemen.” The people said, “O Allah's Apostle! And also on our Najd.” But again, the Prophet
just repeated the same dua. After the third time of the people asking for the Prophet to also
include Najd, he said, “Najd is the place of earthquakes and afflictions and from there comes
out the horn of the head of Satan.”
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So, what’s in Najd?

Historically, the people of the Najd are characterized by ignorance and lack of knowledge about
Islam. Najd was the land of the famous false prophet Musaylima who fought against the Muslims, and
was killed in 632 in the Battle of Yamama. During the late seventh century, Najd then became a
homeland for the khawarij, who also waged war on the Muslims. Despite their ignorance, they
claimed to know the religion better than the Prophet’s izt Companions, who they takfired and
killed.

62 Sahih al-Bukhari 7094
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When the Wahhabi movement arose, many scholars described them as khawarij, and linked them to
the hadith condemning the Najd. These scholars noted that a defining feature of the khawarij is that
they declare mass takfir on Muslims and fight them instead of non-Muslims. Earlier we saw that the
great Hanafi jurist Ibn Abidin (1784-1836), in Radd al-Muhtar, explicitly condemns the Wahhabis as
khawarij and says that they are at war with Ahl al-Sunna.

The great Maliki jurist Ahmad bin Muhammad al-Sawi (1761-1825) makes this connection in his
commentary on Quran verse 35:8, which reads:

“What about those whose evil deeds are made alluring to them so that they think they are
good?”

Sl 8 alee 430 AT 55 el
Al-Sawi says:

“It is said that this verse was revealed concerning the khawarij, who distort the interpretation
of the Quran and the Sunna and thereby deem the shedding of Muslim blood and the seizure
of their wealth as lawful. This is exactly what is observed today among their likes—a group
[..] known as the Wahhabis. They think they are upon something [true], but indeed, they are
the liars. Satan has gained control over them and made them forget the remembrance of
Allah. They are the party of Satan, and indeed, the party of Satan will be the losers. We ask the

Most Generous Allah to eradicate them.”®
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Sulayman ibn Abd al-Wahhab in the book we quoted earlier also condemns his brother as a deviant
and notes that his teaching conflicts with hadith. According to hadith, the Prophet iisf calls for
Allah to bless the Hijaz as a place of Islam, and the Prophet s condemns Najd as a place of
misguidance. Sulayman observes that his brother Ibn Abd al-Wahhab has the exact opposite view,
claiming that the Hijaz is a place of shirk, and that true Islam is only found in his Saudi state in Najd.

The modern Wahhabis have another parallel with the khawarij.

83 Ahmad al-Sawi, Kitab Ara’ al-Sawi
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What made the khawarij deviant is they were attracted to extremes. They believed that if someone
drinks wine or commits adultery, then that sin would take the person out of Islam. But none of the
Sahaba agreed with this. A Muslim can commit sins, even major sins, but they won’t lose their iman
because of that. But the khawarij did not accept this. They began takfiring Muslims left and right and
then killed those Muslims as apostates. And when the Salaf told them that their takfir was not
justified, they accused the Sahaba of defending sins. If you say drinking wine is just a sin and is not
kufr, that means you’re defending drinking wine. And if you say committing adultery is just a sin and
is not kufr, that means you're defending adultery.

This was the twisted logic of the khawarij, but we see the exact same reasoning from the Wahhabis.
Just like the khawarij exaggerated every issue into a matter of iman and kufr, the Wahhabis also
exaggerate every secondary and tertiary difference of opinion into a matter of iman and kufr. Rather
than seeing other Muslims as confused sinners who are in need of guidance, the Wahhabis view
Muslims as just a bunch of polytheists who must takfired, boycotted, and killed.

The typical Wahhabi response to this is to say that khawarij declared takfir on the basis of actions.
That is what made them khawarij, but we only declare takfir on the basis of agida.

But it was none other than Ibn Taymiyya who refuted this argument. Ibn Taymiyya says it’s not just
about actions:

“The person who makes an interpretation (ta'wil), with the intention of following the Prophet
A, is not declared to be a disbeliever, and is not declared to be sinful, if he performed
ijtihad and made a mistake. This is well known among the people with regards to matters
involving actions. However, when it comes to matters of belief (agida), many people declare
those who make mistakes to be disbelievers.

“[However] this statement is not known to have been said by any of the Companions or the
Followers who followed them with excellence, nor from any of the Imams of the Muslims. In
fact, it originates from the statements of the innovators (Ah! al-Bida), who innovate new
beliefs and declare those who oppose to be disbelievers, such as the Khawarij, Mu'tazilites,

and Jahmites. This also occurred among many followers of the Imams, such as some of the
followers of Malik, Shafi'i, Ahmad, and others.”*
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% Ibn Taymiyya, Minhaj al-Sunna
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Ibn Taymiyya says it very clearly here. Even in matters of agida, exaggerating an issue or inventing
new distinctions and then takfiring anyone who doesn’t accept them is from none other than the
khawarij. It’s almost as if Ibn Taymiyya is describing Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and the Najdi dawah to the
T.

7. Wahhabi Apologetics

When the modern followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab are presented with his shocking takfiri views and
his involvement with brutal massacres of Muslims, they have one of two reactions. They either claim
that he is being misrepresented. Or they claim that there is nothing wrong with his takfiri views and
the brutal massacres.

All the hardcore supporters of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab have this same vibe. They’re deeply confused and
conflicted.

For example, one of the common talking points of the Ibn Abd al-Wahhab apologists is that, if it
weren’t for Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, all of Arabia would be covered in idols and the whole world pretty
much would have regressed to abject paganism. This is simply false. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was only one
of many revivalists that lived in the 18th century who advocated for stricter adherence to the Quran
and Sunnah. These revivalists all opposed the practices of saint veneration and other innovations.
And they worked to educate the Muslim masses in order to eliminate these beliefs and practices. The
best example of this is Shah WaliAllah al-Dehlawi, who you may remember, had one of the same
teachers as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Shah WaliAllah strongly condemns istighatha.

“Realise that asking needs from the dead, [even] while recognising that this is a means to
having it fulfilled, is kufr. It must be avoided. This kalimah (i.e. the shahadah) forbids it, and

yet people today are engrossed in it.”®

But even though he thinks istighatha is kufr, he is not 100% certain due to the absence of a clear
Quranic verse or mutawatir hadith. He says:

“Anyone who goes to the [graves of saints] for a need he requests of them, indeed he has
committed a sin more grievous than murder and adultery. His likeness is not but like those
who worship the creation or like those who call on Lat and ‘Uzza [for help]. However, we do
not state explicitly that he has disbelieved due to the absence of a text from the Lawgiver in
this specific matter. Anyone who assigns life to the dead and requests his needs from them,
‘his heart is surely sinful’ (Qur’an, 2:283), and [this act] is included in His statement (Exalted
is He), ‘that is iniquity’ (Qur’an, 5:3).”

85 Shah Wali Allah, al-Khayr al-Kathir, al-Majlis al-Ilmi, p. 105
6 Shah Wali Allah, al-Tathimat al-Ilahiyyah, 2:45
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What is ironic is that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab would takfir Shah Wali Allah for this view because,
according to Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s chain takfir principle, Shah Wali Allah has not takfired the
mushriks, therefore Shah Wali Allah is himself a kafir apostate and his blood is halal. This is despite
the fact that Shah Wali Allah doesn’t simply think istighatha is haram; he actually considers it shirk.

But, putting that aside, we see many scholars in that time period who were strongly opposed to
istighatha, but unlike Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, they didn’t declare the whole Ummah to be kafir mushrik
and wage offensive jihad against them. That’s a huge difference.

Here is a brief list of other revivalists who lived in Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s era and opposed saint
veneration without takfiring the whole Ummah. The point of this list is not to say I agree with every
opinion of every scholar here, but simply to point out that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab didn’t have a
monopoly on opposing shirk and bida.

Muhammad ibn Isma ‘1l al-Amir al-San‘ani (1688-1769) in Arabia
Muhammad ibn ‘Al1 al-Shawkani (1759-1834) in Arabia
Muhammad ibn ‘Alf al-Santsi (1787-1859) in North Africa
Mahmud al-Alast (1802-1854) in Iraq

Shah Wali Allah al-Dihlawi (1703-1762) in South Asia

Shah Isma ‘1l al-Dihlawi (1779-1831) in South Asia

8. Avoiding Debate

The other important tendency of today’s Wahhabis is they avoid direct debate with knowledgeable
people. This avoidance is yet another characteristic they share with the khawarij. Knowledgeable
Sahaba like Ibn Abbas challenged the khawarij to debate, and in one instance when the khawarij
accepted to debate, they lost and agreed to leave Kharijism. But in general, the khawarij avoided
debating the more knowledgeable Sahaba because they knew they would be defeated.

Similarly, the Wahhabis run from debate, and they run for the same reason. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is
legendary for being ignorant, and for creating his movement out of ignorant tribes from the Najd.
You'll recall in the quote we saw earlier, the great scholar Sanani describes Ibn Abd al-Wahhab as
being someone with a great deal of ignorance.

During Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's life, religious scholars in Makka and elsewhere began challenging him

and his followers to debates. They did this to expose to the public that Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was
ignorant, and that his
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views were deviant if not outright kufr. After being humiliated in public debates, Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab's followers ran away and stopped participating. Instead, they simply began killing those
who disagreed with them.

This is described by Ahmad Zayni Dahlan (1816-1886) the distinguished Shafi’i scholar, and the
Grand Mufti of Makka.

“In the beginning of their movement, they sent a group of their scholars, thinking they could
corrupt the beliefs of the scholars of the Two Holy Sanctuaries (Makka and Madina) and
introduce doubts to them through lies and deception. However, when they arrived at the holy
cities and presented their beliefs and what they relied upon, the scholars of the Haramayn
responded to them and established proofs and arguments against them, which they were
unable to refute.

“It became clear to the scholars of the Haramayn that they were ignorant and misguided.
They found them to be objects of ridicule and mockery, like frightened donkeys fleeing from

a lion.”"’
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Personally, I have experienced this from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab supporters. Remember two years ago, I
challenged my Madkhali critics to debate me. Not a single one agreed to the challenge. They claimed
debating is a bida. Really? It’s a bida? Sounds like you’re just like those donkeys Mufti Dahlan was
mentioning,

Then over the past few months, I've been challenging another group of sectarians to debate me on
the topics of takfir and sectarianism. I even offered these people $2000 to debate plus the advantage
of debate partners so it would be 4 of them versus just me. And this time the old “debating is bida”
excuse wouldn’t fly because the main person I challenged claims to be a professional debater. But

7 Ahmad Dahlan, Fitna al-Wahhabiyya
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still, the only response I got to these challenges was a lot of braying. They’re truly the followers of
their shaykh!

9. Wahhabism and the End of Khilafa

As we have seen, the defining characteristic of Wahhabis is their hatred and backstabbing of the
Ummah.

Nothing better represents this than the alliance of the Wahhabis with the British in the early 20th
century. The Wahhabis experienced a re-emergence of political power due to military campaigns led
by Abd al-Aziz Ibn Saud (1880-1953). Ibn Saud reconquered Riyadh in 1902 and over the next decade
expanded his rule across Najd. But Ibn Saud wasn’t satisfied with Najd alone. He desired to annex the
Hijaz - a goal that had eluded earlier members of the Saud dynasty. Annexing the Hijaz required
defeating the Ottomans and the Arab tribes allied with the Ottomans. The opportunity to defeat the
superior Ottoman forces came with World War 1. In 1914, the Ottomans issued a jihad proclamation,
calling on the world’s Muslims to fight back against the British and other allied European powers
who were threatening to destroy the Caliphate. But Ibn Saud and the Wahhabis rejected this call for
Muslim unity. In fact, Ibn Saud saw this as the perfect time to go the opposite direction and formalize
an alliance with the British.

In 1915, Ibn Saud signed the Treaty of Darin. This treaty made the Wahhabi Najd a British
protectorate. The treaty formalized Ibn Saud and Wahhabis as allies of the British against the
Ottomans in World War 1. As a reward for backstabbing the Ottomans, the British formally
recognized Najd and offered it British protection. They also gave Ibn Saud a £20,000 loan and a
shipment of arms, as well as a monthly stipend of £5,000.

Isn’t it amazing that just £5,000 a month is all it took for the Wahhabis to sell out the Ummah to the
enemies of Islam? The Wahhabis knew the British were invading and massacring Muslims, burning
down their homes and their mosques, but they sided with the British anyway and celebrated when
Sunni Muslims were being slaughtered.

If you think I'm exaggerating, just consider the fatwa from top Wahhabi authority Sulayman ibn
Sahman, who lived from 1850 to 1930. Ibn Sahman was one of the highest ranking authorities in the
entire history of the Wahhabi movement. Ibn Sahman’s fatwa has been preserved as a historical
manuscript by King Saud University and, at time of recording, you can still download it directly from
their manuscript database.

The fatwa states that Ottoman Sunni Muslims are all kafir murtads. Furthermore, their level of kufr is
worse than that of Jews and Christians, who are standard kafirs, or what they term “kafir asli.”
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“Question: What is your opinion regarding the [Ottoman] Turkish state and the Christians -
may Allah curse them all: Which of the two is greater in disbelief¢ And which of the two
groups deserves to be granted victory over the other?

Answer: [..] The disbelief of these people, the cursed Turkish state, is more severe than that of
the Jews and Christians, and far more harmful to Islam and the Muslims than the Christians.
This is because they are apostates from Islam, and the apostate is more severe in disbelief
than the disbeliever who was never a Muslim (i.e., kafir asli). [...]

There is no doubt that these apostates - from among the Turkish soldiers and others - are
more disbelieving than the Jews and Christians, as is well known from the words of Shaykh
al-Islam [Ibn Taymiyya], as he explicitly stated regarding the Nusayris. It is known that they
outwardly display Islam; that they pronounce the two testimonies of faith; that they perform
Friday and congregational prayers; and they appoint [Sharia] judges, as they did when they

268

took control of Egypt.
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So, Ibn Sahman is citing Ibn Taymiyya and claiming that Ibn Taymiyya’s opinion about Nusayris
applies to the Ottomans. Now to understand how crazy this is, you have to realize who the Nusayris
are. Nusayris believe that Ali ibn Ali Talib is literally God. They believe Ali is the Divine incarnation
of God and they worship him as God. So of course, Ibn Taymiyya and all other Muslim scholars
throughout history said that Nusayris are not Muslim. But how in the world are you going to
compare Nusayris, who believe God was a man walking the earth, with Sunni Ottomans? How
completely insane is this? If you remember, this is exactly the twisted logic of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab,
who said that the Sunni Muslims of Syria, Egypt, Iraq, Makka, and Madina were all mushriks worse
than Abu Jahl. Why? Because some people in those places have Sufi practices like istighatha,
therefore, because of auto-takfir and chain takfir, they’re all mushriks worse than Abu Jahl. This is the
deviant Wahhabi takfir doctrine we discussed earlier. And, as we’ve seen, Ibn Taymiyya has nothing to
do with this deviance. Never did Ibn Taymiyya mass takfir Sufis or entire regions where Sufis

% Sulayman ibn Sahman, 1915 Unpublished Fatwa Retrieved from King Saud University Manuscript Database
#3422
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practicing istighatha lived. Yet, here is this so-called “scholar,” Ibn Sahman citing Ibn Taymiyya and
applying Ibn Taymiyya’s opinion about Nusayris in order to mass takfir the Sunni Ottomans.

Now the second part of the question was, who should the Muslims want to be victorious, the British
or the Ottoman Turks? To answer this, Ibn Sahman refers to the sirah. He points out that, when the
Persians and the Romans were at war, the Sahaba were cheering for the Romans. Why? Because at
least the Romans were Christians and were Ahl al-Kitab, i.e., People of the Book, whereas the Persians
of the time were mushrik fire-worshippers. So on that basis the Sahaba were more in favor of the
Romans. Ibn Sahman applies this logic to the British and the Ottomans.

“Once it becomes clear to you that the Persians were worshipers of statues and idols; and that
the Romans were People of the Book; and that the polytheists among Qurayshi disbelievers
rejoiced at the victory of the Persians over the Romans, because both were idol worshipers;
and that the Messenger of Allah st and his companions rejoiced at the victory of the
Romans over the Persians, because they were People of the Book, - and although both groups
[Persians and Romans] were disbelievers who had never been Muslim, the Muslims rejoiced
at the Romans’ victory because they were People of the Book, while the Persians were not, but
rather idolaters.

“It is also known that the disbelief of the apostate is more severe than that of the disbeliever
who has never been Muslim (al-kafir al-asli), as we have already established with evidence.
Therefore, rejoicing at the victory of the People of the Book over idol worshipers in our time
[ie., the Turks] is even more appropriate. This is because they are apostates so their disbelief

is worse than the disbelief of those who have never been Muslim.”®
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Keep in mind that in 1915, the Ottoman Caliphate included not only Turkey, but also Syria, Palestine,
Iraq, and the Hijaz, Makka and Madina. According to Ibn Sahman, Muslims in these regions are
apostate kafir mushriks— whose disbelief is more severe than that of Christians and Jews. Therefore,
the real Muslims, meaning the Wahhabis, should hope and pray that the British invaders wipe them
all out.

% Sulayman ibn Sahman, 1915 Unpublished Fatwa Retrieved from King Saud University Manuscript Database
#3422
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This shocking fatwa is not well known because Wahhabis have aggressively hidden these historical
documents which reveal the truth about their movement. The fatwa was endorsed by Abdullah bin
Abd al-Latif (1848-1920) who was a direct descendent of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and was the highest
ranking Wahhabi scholar of his time. Abdullah was also the direct teacher of Ibn Saud (1875- 1953).

Ibn Saud, who would eventually found the modern Saudi state, truly believed the Wahhabi doctrine
that the British were superior to Sunni Muslims.

All of this is reported by Harry St John Bridger Philby (1885-1960). Philby was a high-ranking British
colonial intelligence officer who served as advisor to Ibn Saud, and was one of Ibn Saud’s close
friends. Philby reports his conversations with Ibn Saud in the book “Arabia of the Wahhabis”
published in 1928.

Philby says:

“Ibn Sa’ud hastened to explain that most of their time had been spent in close contact with
their English hosts and that they had seen but little of the local Muslims. He then seized the
opportunity of launching out into one of his favourite themes—the comparative merits of
Christians and non-Wahhabi Muslims, lumped together in the category of Mushrikin. *Why!”
he said, ‘if you English were to offer me of your daughters to wife I would accept her, making
only the condition that any children resulting from the marriage should be Muslims. But I
would not take of the daughters of the Sharif or of the people of Makka or other Muslims,
whom we reckon as Mushrikin. I would eat of meat slain by the Christians without question.
Ay, but it is the Mushrik, he who associates others in worship with God, that is our
abomination. As for Christians and Jews,” here he quoted a text from the Quran, ‘they are
“people of a book,” though,” and here somewhat naively he permitted himself a delightful
dash of inconsistency, 'I like not the Jews—they are contemptible by reason of their too great
love of money.’” Sincere as he was in his own religion, Ibn Sa’ud was fully convinced of the
practical advantages of a British alliance, and it seemed to me in these days that anything like
a cordial reaction on our part would result surely and steadily in the establishment of the
toleration of Christians as a basic factor of the Wahhabi creed.””

Ibn Saud conveys to this British colonial officer how Islam gives a higher status to Christians and
Jews above non-Wahhabi Muslims. He also says his eagerness to ally with the British empire against
the so-called mushrikin. Elsewhere, Ibn Saud even admits that he believes the Ottoman Turks are an
inferior race:

“Ibn Sa’ud, by way of commentary [on a Quranic chapter he had read] turned to me and
remarked that he [..] was of the stock of Isma’il— ‘cousins to you [Christian Britons], for you

7 Harry St John Bridger Philby, Arabia of the Wahhabis
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are of the stock of Ishaq.’ The Turks, he said, were Awlad Iblis [children of the devil], being

Tatars by origin.””

According to Ibn Saud, the British and the Wahhabis are cousins because the British are descended
from Isaac and the Wahhabis are descended from Ishmael. But the Ottoman Turks are nothing more
than the children of Satan.

Phillby continues:

“Thus in every way within his power Ibn Saud, in preparation for his coming campaign, was

laying the foundations of a general acceptance of his basic policy of an alliance with Britain.””?

Ibn Saud’s hatred for Sunni Muslims resulted in numerous massacres that have been extensively
documented by historians.

For example, did you know that the Wahhabi murdered over 3000 Yemeni pilgrims?

In 1923, Ibn Saud’s paramilitary gangs shot dead over 3,000 Yemeni pilgrims heading toward Makka
to perform the annual Hajj. When the Yemenis arrived in the southern provinces, one of Ibn Saud’s
gangs started shooting the pilgrims, killing 3105.

This massacre is described in the book “The Great Massacre of Pilgrims,” by Professor Hamoud
Al-Ahnoumi. Professor Ahnoumi claims that this massacre took places for a number of reasons.
Ahnoumi says that Ibn Saud did not want the Yemenis to interfere with his plans to conquer the
Hijaz in alliance with Britain. Ahnoumi also says that this massacre was a British “acceptance test” for
Ibn Saud, so that Ibn Saud could prove to the British that he was willing to do anything they asked.
Ahnoumi says:

“Britain was preparing Ibn Saud to be its first man and main agent in the region, who would
implement its disruptive and differentiating project, but it wanted him to carry out an
acceptance test that would qualify him to be its man who could carry out any ugly thing it
asked of him.””

At the time of Ibn Saud, another Wahhabi massacre took place in Taif. As mentioned earlier, in 1803
there was an infamous massacre in Taif which saw the Wahhabis kill 200 Sunnis. In 1924, they carried
out another massacre where they massacred 500 Sunnis. Then they robbed the remaining residents,
leaving them no food. As a result, thousands starved to death. This is all described in the book “The

™ Ibid.

2 |bid.

3 As quoted in article “The forgotten massacre of Yemeni pilgrims in Tanomah, Sadwan of Saudi Arabia”
https://english.almayadeen.net/articles/feature/the-forgotten-massacre-of-yemeni-pilgrims-in-tanomah-sad
wan
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Hijaz” by Malik Dahlan, published by Oxford University Press in 2018. The book collects the
testimonies of multiple eyewitness accounts of the atrocities:

“British diplomats played down the situation in their initial reports [..but] As more refugees
arrived from Taif and it became clear that a number of British subjects had been killed or
robbed during the attack, the evidence of Wahhabi brutality became clear. Yasin Khan, the
Indian Pilgrimage Officer, wrote: ‘After the occupation of the town the Wahhabis behaved
most brutally, killing the peaceful inhabitants treacherously and indiscriminately. About five
to eight hundred men are said to have been killed. ... Seven men were taken out to ransom of
7,000 pounds.’

“Dr Munir-ud-Din submitted another account of events as described by his patients who had
fled Taif: On 2 September they heard firing of bullet outside the walls of Taif. ... Ibn Saud’s
men entered the town in the afternoon of 5 September with the words: ‘Heaven for you!
Slaughter these mushrikeen [idolators], these kuffar [unbelievers], these enemies of Allah!’
They then made their way towards the tomb of Abdullah bin Abbas, demolished the cupola,
levelled the grave to the ground and set fire there with the words: ‘Demolish the cupola of the
mushrikeen that they worship.” From that time onwards the bullets were shot all over
indiscriminately into the houses of the town until 8am on the Saturday. ... When they entered
a house they levelled their guns and pointed swords and knives towards the inmates and
demanded that they surrender all gold and other coins. ... As soon as gold was collected the
adults were often shot dead. ... On Saturday, some people were made to carry the dead bodies
towards the tomb of Abdullah bin Abbas. The dead bodies were thrown there with the words
that these kaffirs need not be buried but should be left there for dogs to devour. ... Dead
bodies were also tied with rope and dragged by mules. ... Some soldiers of the Hashemite
government who were left in the town threw off their uniforms and joined the common
people as Arabs so as to be saved from being slaughtered.

“The testimony of another eyewitness, Runsi Ihsanullah, a British subject, described how the
inhabitants of Taif were taken outside the town into Shubrah with no personal belongings or
clothing except what they were wearing, while the Wahhabis collected all the valuables found
in their homes. In the next three days no food was given to the captured, and when they were
allowed to return to Taif, most decided to flee to other villages, as nothing was left in their
homes. During that exodus many died on the way with no access to water. That event
brought the estimated number of dead into the thousands. Another account states that the
survivors were made to walk to Makkah barefoot in their underclothes with instructions to
deliver a message that the Wahhabis were on their way, and those who supported Sharif
Hussein would ‘meet the fate of Taif, otherwise they would be spared’. The atrocities reflect
the extreme poverty of the Bedouin from the famished desert tribes, but also the political
extremism inherent in the Wahhabi doctrine. In order to justify the killing of fellow Muslims
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they first proclaimed them kuffar and mushrikin. They also reportedly called the conventional

Sunni admiration of the Prophet Mohammad a form of idolatry.””*

When you understand this history, you recognize that it is not an exaggeration to say that Wahhabis
today literally prefer the US, Israel, and European powers over other Muslims. You might have
thought I was exaggerating when I said that Wahhabis are working with the enemies of Islam today
to slaughter Palestinians and betray the Ummah. But what do you think now that you know this
history and you’ve seen their statements? Still think I'm exaggerating?

From the very beginning of the Saudi state, the Wahhabis conspired with the Europeans against the
Caliphate and against the wider Ummah. Remember the Ibn Sahman fatwa from 1915? At this time,
the Caliphate began calling all the Muslims of the world to support them. The Wahhabis favored the
British to destroy the Ottomans, which would allow the Wahhabis to retake Hijaz and the Arabian
Peninsula. This is exactly what happened at the end of the war, leading to the collapse of the
Ottoman Caliphate and the seizure of its lands, including Palestine, which was then given to Jews to
establish israel. And, of course, the rest of the Arab lands were divided up into nation states, creating
the dysfunctional mess known as the modern Middle East we know today.

The depressing situation we have today in Palestine and the Middle East is a result of exactly what
the Wahhabis worked for. Wahhabis have for centuries stabbed the Ummah in the back; they’ve
repeatedly celebrated when Muslims were attacked and killed by non-Muslims; they've always
preferred non-Muslims dominating over the Muslims with so-called “incorrect aqida.” Just like Ibn
Saud worked with the British to destroy the Ottomans, Wahhabis in our time helped the US to
destroy Iraq in two Gulf Wars. And we see many Wahhabis today encouraging and helping the US
and Israel to destroy the Muslims in Palestine, Lebanon, Iraq, Iran, and Yemen.

This is something no Muslim should ever forget. Because the Wahhabis lie and claim that what
distinguishes them from other Muslims is their belief in "Tawhid" and following the Salaf. All of this
is a propaganda hoax. What distinguishes Wahhabis is takfir and betrayal of all other Muslmis, allying
with non-Muslims against other Muslims, loyalty to the Saudi state over religion, and racism towards
non-Saudis. That is the legacy of Wahhabism.

10. Saudi Wars

Throughout its long history, the Wahhabi state of Saudi Arabia has only ever gone to war with
Muslims, never non-Muslims. The Saudi state has always valued jihad warfare, which is why the
Saudi flag features a sword under the shahada.

7 Malik Dahlan, The Hijaz (Oxford University Press, 2018), p.103-104
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However, although the Saudi state has existed for almost 300 years (since 1744), it is unique in that it
has never fought a war against a non-Muslim state in its history.

This is due to nothing other than the Wahhabi doctrine that non-Wahhabi Muslims are kafirs who
are worse than the mushriks who fought the Prophet Al and worse than Jews and Christians.

Let us look at the Saudi state's military history. Notice that in every conflict, the other side is Muslim.

1. Wahhabi Wars of Expansion (1744-1818)
Combeatants: First Saudi State vs. Arabian tribes, local rulers, and the Ottoman Empire

2. Ottoman—Saudi War (1811-1818)

3. Saudi-Rashidi Wars (1903-1918)

4. Saudi-Hashemite Wars (1918—1925)

5. Kuwait-Najd War (1919-1920)

6. Saudi—Yemeni War (1934)

7. Gulf War (1990-1991)

8. Intervention in Yemen (2015—present)

The closest that the Saudi state has ever come to fighting non-Muslims is its symbolic participation in
the Arab-Israeli wars between the 1940s and 1970s.

Compare this with other Muslim nations. Egypt fought the British and Israel. Indonesia fought the
Dutch. Algeria fought the French. Libya fought the Italians. The Ottomans fought the Russians and
the British. Pakistan and Bangladesh fought multiple wars against India. Iran fought Russia and Israel.
Lebanon and Palestine have fought Israel. Bosnia and Albania fought Serbia. And the list goes on. But
when it comes to the one and only Wahhabi state in history, they prefer to fight and kill other
Muslims only.

11. How Did Wahhabism Transform into Salafism?

Remember the Salafi tree at the beginning of the presentation? Unfortunately, Wahhabism has
hijacked the legacies of Imam Ahmad Ibn Hanbal and Ibn Taymiyya. This is why so many Salafis are
so sensitive about Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. These Salafis are generally good Muslims who are yet to be
red-pilled about the nature of Wahhabism. They don’t really know the history of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab

60



Wahhabism: Uncovering the Hidden Truth MuslimSkeptic.com

and his true teachings because there has been a massive propaganda campaign to hide crucial facts
about the history of Wahhabism.

Today, Wahhabis hate to be called Wahhabis. But prior to the mid-20th century, Wahhabis had no
problem calling themselves “Wahhabis.”

For example, the leading Wahhabi scholar mentioned before, Sulayman ibn Sihman (1850-1930)
wrote a work titled: “The Divine Gifts in the Defense of the Muhammadan Wahhabi Sect.”

But because of Wahhabi behavior, the Wahhabi brand had quickly become tarnished. Basically, from
the time of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab until the early 20th century, the wider Muslim Ummah considered
Wahhabis to be khariji deviants. This was a massive PR problem.

This is actually acknowledged by Husayn ibn Ghannaam (1739-1810). Ibn Ghannaam is one of the
most famous Wahhabi scholars. He was a contemporary of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and was a direct
associate of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab's sons. Ibn Ghannam wrote the earliest history of Wahhabism, which
is known as “Tarikh Najd,” which we cited earlier. Although Ibn Ghannam is a strong supporter of
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, he acknowledges the fact that virtually all the scholars of the era had declared
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab to be a khariji and a deviant outside of Ahl al-Sunna.

Ibn Ghannam says:

“The majority of scholars from various regions and eras asserted definitively that this
individual [Muhammad ibn Abd al-Wahhab] [..] is among the most evil of the misguided, the

impious, and the disbelievers—and one of the worst of kharijites and depraved people.””
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So even the biggest supporters of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab recognized how despised Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
really was. But things changed during the reign of Abd al-Aziz bin Abdul Rahman Al Saud (1875-
1953). Widely known as “Ibn Saud,” he’s the founder of the modern state of Saudi Arabia.

In 1925, Ibn Saud conquered the Hijaz, which caused widespread opposition from the world's
Muslims. They did not want to see Makka and Madina overrun by these khariji Wahhabis. Ibn Saud
responded to this backlash by denying that the Saudi state was a deviant khariji government. Ibn
Saud wanted to integrate with the rest of the Sunni world. So he had to start eliminating or
downplaying many of the khariji teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab.

s Tarikh Najd
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Of course, the more hardcore Wahhabis didn’t like these reforms. So they rebelled against Ibn Saud in
the 1927 Ikhwan revolt. But Ibn Saud ultimately crushed this revolt and proceeded with his campaign
to make Wahhabism more palatable to the Sunni masses.

This is where Rashid Rida comes in. Rashid Rida was the famous student of Muhammad Abduh.
Muhammad Abduh is the famous Muslim reformer who collaborated with the British colonial
powers in the 19th century to modernize Islam in Egypt. Rashid Rida was Abduh’s closest and most
influential student.

By the early 20th century, Rashid Rida became the most important figure in terms of publishing
Islamic books. He published the reformist journal al-Manar. He also printed and distributed many
key Islamic texts.

But then Rida made a monumental decision that would change the history of the Ummah. Rida
formed a partnership with Ibn Saud to reform Wahhabi religious teachings. This reform meant that
Wahhabis would start adopting certain ideas from Abduh and Rida.

Now, why would Rashid Rida be interested in Wahhabism in the first place?

To understand this, we first have to understand that Muhammad Abduh and Rashid Rida were
modernists. As modernists, they wanted the Muslim world to “catch up” with Europe so that Muslims
could “progress” just like the Europeans had. So how could this happen? Well, they believed that what
caused Europe to modernize was reforming Christianity. Christianity had a Protestant reformation
which eliminated the superstitions and backwards beliefs of the Europeans. By eliminating the
superstitions, Christians could become rational and scientific, and this led to modernization of
Europe. Muslim modernists like Abduh and Rida wanted to do the same thing for Islam. They
wanted to modernize Islam by eliminating all superstitious and “backwards” beliefs and practices and
basically turn Islam into a type of simplified, rationalistic, Enlightenment deism.

Abduh and Rida equated this new simplified rationalistic deism with "tawhid." This was their new
definition of “tawhid.” All other aspects of Islam were downplayed or eliminated. For example, Abduh
famously claimed that there is no such thing as jinn and anywhere that the Quran mentions jinn, it
actually means microbes or germs. In this way, the “superstitious” belief in jinn is eliminated in favor
of a scientific interpretation. Abduh and Rida wanted to similarly downplay or, in some cases, even
eliminate doctrines involving angels, miracles, the supernatural power of Sufi awliya, magic, amulets,
seeking baraka, and on and on. They considered all these Islamic doctrines to be associated with
irrational, non-scientific superstitionsThey consider these doctrines superstitious because they depart
greatly from a scientific materialistic worldview.

Now this is where things get interesting. Abduh and Rida redefined the concept of “shirk” to include

these non-scientific superstitions. If you believe in miraculous karamat pious awliya, that’s not only
irrational superstition; that’s also shirk! So this is how Abduh and Rida not only redefined “tawhid,”
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but also “shirk.” And they made it their mission to spread so-called “tawhid,” which is just a kind of
rationalistic deism, and eliminate “shirk,” which they define as irrational superstition.

But now Abduh and Rida face a huge problem.

Pre-modern Islamic teachings do not teach a simplified rationalistic deism. Furthermore, there are
many Islamic texts which legitimate amulets, seeking baraka, interactions with jinn, interactions with
angels, interactions with the dead, belief in the supernatural power of Sufi awliya, belief in the reality
of magic. All of this is not only acknowledged and endorsed in the Islamic tradition, it is even
endorsed by figures like Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya! As we saw earlier, Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya endorse things like calling to angels and jinn. They also endorse seeking baraka and even
the use of certain types of Quranic amulets. So this becomes a huge problem for Abduh and Rida.

But Rida found a solution for this. He appealed to the teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab from almost
200 years before him. Rida finds in Ibn Abd al-Wahhab a premodern figure who goes against Imam
Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya in calling all these things shirk. This is great news for Rashid Rida. The
only problem is, Wahhabism has such a bad reputation. So to solve this Rida rebrands Wahhabism as
Salafism. The term Salafism was popularized by Rashid Rida in the twentieth century. A lot of Salafis
don’t know this fact because it’s been repressed for the simple reason that Rashid Rida is a known
reformist modernist.

In any case, Rida developed a strong relationship with the early 20th century Saudi government,
which had just taken control of the Hijaz. Rida used his journal al-Manar and other publications to
launch an international propaganda campaign to convince the Muslims of the world that Wahhabism
was actually not a deviant kharij doctrine, and that everything they had heard about ibn Abd
al-Wahhab was false.

Meanwhile, Rida sent many of his students to advise on the reform of religious and educational
institutions within Saudi Arabia, for example, students like Taqi al-Din al-Hilali (1893-1987) and
members associated with the Egyptian organization Ansar al-Sunna al-Muhammadiyya. Since this
time, Saudi has aggressively promoted reformed Wahhabism around the world under the title of
Salafism. The good news is, Salafism can be purified of these elements. We can cut off the rotten
branch from the Salafi tree.

12. The Aftermath of Wahhabism

Let me make something absolutely clear. I am a big fan of the Salafi movement insofar as the Salafi
movement upholds the methodology of Imam Ahmad in figh and aqida. When it comes to that
Salafism, I'm a fanboy. But as we saw, the Salafi movement is not just Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya. So, if you ask me, what do I think of Sh al-Albani, Ibn Uthaymeen, and Uthman al-Khamis,
I have a great deal of respect for these Salafi scholars, even if I don’t agree with everything they teach.
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But if you ask me about other Salafis, like Abu Mussab al-Zarqawi, Abu Bakr al-Baghdadi, and other
ISIS figures, then no, I obviously don’t respect them and I condemn them as deviants. If you ask me
about takfiris like Muhammad Shams al-din, Dimishqiyya, and other Salafis who takfir Imams
Ghazali, Nawawi, Ibn Hajar, and others, then no, I find them disgusting. And if you ask me about
Madkhalis like Muhammad Raslan and Sulayman Ruhayli, they're also disgusting deviants. There’s
nothing strange about making these distinctions. In fact, Salafis make these distinctions amongst
themselves.

But what is not often recognized by Salafis is that the worst tendencies of Salafism come directly
from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Both Madkhalism and ISIS should be seen as the rotten fruits of the Najdi
dawah.

12.1 Madkhalis

To learn more about Madkhalis, watch our video essay “The Madkhali Virus.” The key characteristic
of the Madkhalis that they take from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab is undying loyalty to the House of Saud. Just
like Ibn Abd al-Wahhab tied himself and his dawah inextricably to Ibn Saud, similarly the Madkhalis
have redefined all of Islam to mean complete subservience to Gulf monarchies.

Also, following in the footsteps of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, the Madkhalis have extreme hatred for the
Ummabh. If you’ve ever had the displeasure of dealing with these bootlickers, you know this well. The
only Muslims they have any brotherly kindness for are Muslims who pledge allegiance to the Saudi
monarchy. Everyone else is a deviant who, at minimum, must be boycotted. And if someone dares to
publicly criticize the Gulf monarchies, then he is branded a khariji or even an apostate who should be
killed. This is how Madkhalis, following in the footsteps of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, have made the blood
of all Muslims licit.

It is hard for me to understand how any Salafi who sees the deviance of the Madkhalis could also
admire Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. Ibn Abd al-Wahhab was like a Madkhali on steroids. He was the ultimate
Madkhali. He literally takfired Huraymila for daring to leave Ibn Saud’s coalition. From day one, Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab enmeshed his definition of Islam with the political power of the House of Saud, even
ensuring that his family would have official religious roles in future Saudi regimes. Without a shadow
of a doubt, the Madkhalis and the entire state religious establishment in Saudi are the direct result of
Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s deviance.

12.2 ISIS

The only group that openly preaches and teaches the full khariji doctrine of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
today is ISIS. Let me make it absolutely clear: Most supporters of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab completely
reject ISIS. But this is due to an ignorance of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s actual views and history. If they
knew Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s actual views and history, they would immediately recognize that Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab was the 18th century version of ISIS.
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People might think, well Daniel is just biased against the Najdi dawah so he’s comparing it to ISIS.
But, the reality is ISIS explicitly says they’re the true followers of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab. This is what
Cole Bunzel points out in recent academic book Wahhabism, published in 2023 by Princeton
University Press. Bunzel says:

“The centrality of Wahhabism to the Jihadi Salafi movement became even more evident with
the rise of the Islamic State in the 2010s. When the Islamic State came to the world’s attention
in 2013, its fidelity to Wahhabism was loudly trumpeted by its official representatives and
online supporters. [..] The recruits in Islamic State training camps were made to study
textbooks about Wahhabi creed. In the summer of 2015, the Islamic State’s official publishing
house began the printing of classic Wahhabi texts, from Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s Arba qawaid
fi-l-din and Kashf al-shubuhat [..]

“The purpose of printing these texts was to inculcate in the new generation of jihadis a
proper understanding of Islamic belief, one that was exclusivist and militant. In the
introduction to one of these works, the anonymous editor likens the Islamic State to the early
Wahhabi dawa, claiming that the Islamic State “is again renewing tawhid, jihad, and the
sunna,” as the Wahhabis had done before. The official scholars and wicked preachers in Saudi
Arabia, by contrast, have forsaken the Wahhabi heritage: “They lyingly ascribe themselves to
the imam Muhammad ibn ‘Abd al-Wahhab, knowing full well that today the Islamic State, its
dawa, and its jihad are an extension and embodiment of the mission of tawhid and jihad
initiated by the Messenger of God and his companions and renewed by Ibn ‘Abd al-Wahhab

and his descendants.””

You can even see prints of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s Kitab al-Tawhid with ISIS’s seal on the cover.

ISIS see themselves as the true successors of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, claiming they are reviving the
original mission of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab to purify the Muslims lands of shirk, just like ibn ‘Abd
al-Wahhab and his followers did centuries ago. ISIS argues that Saudi Arabia and the Salafi dawah as
a whole has abandoned the true teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, leaving ISIS to carry the torch.
Members of ISIS today claim that Salafi scholars like Sh al-Albani and others have rejected Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab's actual teachings. They view these Salafis as watered down versions, whereas they’re the
“real thing,” the real Najdi dawah. I think this is exactly right. ISIS are the true followers of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab and now that you've seen Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s takfiri teachings and his history
committing atrocities against countless Muslims, hopefully you've realized this too.

12.3 Haddadis

Other than Madkhalis and ISIS, a third prominent group of Wahhabis are known as the Haddadis.

8 Cole Bunzel, Wahhabism
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Like Ibn Abdul Wahab, the Haddadis are ultra-sectarian and embrace mass takfir of Muslims.
Haddadis today have caused a huge amount of fitna because they go online to takfir great Sunni
scholars like Al-Ghazali, Ibn Abd al-Salam, Al-Nawawi, Al-Subki, Ibn Hajar, and Al-Suyuti.

What is the basis for this takfir? As we've seen, Ibn Abdul Wahab justified mass takfiring Muslims by
claiming they had fallen into shirk. However, shortly after the life of Ibn Abdul Wahab, his followers
added a second justification for mass takfir, namely the doctrine of Allah's attributes or sifat.

The Quran and Hadith describe Allah as having different attributes. Allah is described as having a
face, eyes, and hands. He is also described as loving, hating, and being located above others. But how
should these descriptions be interpreted? Should they be interpreted literally or metaphorically? For
instance, when we read in the Quran that Allah has a hand, does this mean that he has a literal hand?
Or is the hand simply a metaphor for Allah's power?

Throughout history, Muslim scholars have differed on how to interpret Allah's attributes, which led
to the emergence of three different theological schools, the Ahl al-Hadith, the Asharis, and the
Maturidis. Ibn Hanbal, Ibn Taymiyyah, and Ibn Abdul Wahab all belong to the Ahl al-Hadith, who
incline more towards literalistic interpretations. However, historically, most Muslim theologians have
been Asharis or Maturidis, with Asharis being the biggest group. Asharis and Maturidis incline
towards metaphorical interpretation. Historically, Ahl al-Hadith, Asharis, and Maturidis have been
the largest group. Asharis and Maturidis all accuse their counterparts of being wrong. However, aside
from a minority of extreme elements, they didn't actually mass takfir each other. But then Ibn Abdul
Wahab's followers come onto the scene and immediately begin mass takfiring Asharis and Maturidis.

The practice of mass takfiring Asharis and Maturidis goes at least as far back as the aforementioned
Abd al-Rahman Ibn Hassan. Remember, he's the direct student and grandson of Ibn Abd al-Wahab
and is among the highest-ranking Wahabi authorities in history. Abd al-Rahman makes mass takfir of
Asharis when he states:

“And this sect, which affiliates itself with Abu'l-Hassan al-Ash'ari, has described the Lord of
the Worlds with the attributes of being non-existent and inanimate. Indeed, they have
committed a grave falsehood against Allah and have opposed the people of truth from among
the Salaf, the Imams, and their followers. Thus, this sect, which has deviated from the truth,
its devils have devoted themselves to diverting people from the path of Allah. They have
rejected Allah's oneness and divinity and permitted polytheism, which Allah does not forgive.
They allowed others to be worshipped besides Him and denied His attributes through
negation. The Imams of Ahlus Sunnah and their followers, have well-known works refuting

this obstinate, kafir sect.”””

" al-Durar al-Saniyya, v.2 p.210
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To this day, Wahabis consider Asharis and Maturidis to be either extreme deviants or kafirs, who
should be killed unless they change their views. These Wahabis go online to generate endless fitna by
attacking Muslims for supposedly not having the correct understanding of Allah's attributes, and then
mass takfiring these Muslims as well as the great scholars of Islamic history.

12.4 Mass Takfir of the Ummah

Ibn Abd al-Wahhab mass takfired the Ummah, as we have seen, but his deviant takfir doctrine has
been adapted by Wahhabis over the centuries. What has remained the same is this central idea at the
core of Wahhabism, which is the same idea at the core of Kharijism, which is the mass takfir, mass
hatred, and mass killing of other Muslims.

There are three central beliefs that all the Wahhabi groups we’ve discussed, the Madkhalis, the
Haddadis, and ISIS all share.

First of all, Wahhabism claims that (more or less) all non-Wahhabis have beliefs which make them
kafirs. So, think about all the non-Wahhabi Muslim groups. They fall into one of these four categories:

1. Sufis

2. Followers of the traditional Sunni madhabs, i.e., Hanafis, Shafiis, Malikis, and Hanbalis
3. Asharis and Maturidis

4. Shia

Obviously, there’s overlap with these categories, but overall, these four categories cover the vast
majority of the Muslims in the world. Yet, all four categories are considered to be kafirs or, at the very
least, are considered to be upon kufr and shirk according to the Wahhabis. This means that, when a
Wahhabi thinks of the Ummah, he doesn’t consider the majority of nearly 2 billion Muslims in the
world today to actually be Muslim. Rather he sees them as mostly kafirs.

Let’s go through the four categories one by one and explain the Wahhabi reasoning:
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1. Sufis and those who fall under the broad category of Sufi practitioners are kafir mushriks because
they believe that istighatha and tawassul, ie., calling on the dead with requests, are permissible.
Contemporary Wahhabi scholar Saleh Fawzan clearly states this:

Questioner:

“We are from Southern Russia and many of those who ascribe themselves to Islam fall into
Major Shirk over there because they take their religion from the shaykhs of the Sufis. How
should we deal with them? Shall we deal with them as being polytheists or as being ignorant
Muslims?”

Fawzan:

“You know that they are polytheists (Mushrikiin). But don’t leave them. Call them to Allah,
explain to them, maybe they are ignorant. Call them to Allah and explain to them, since you
know the truth, explain to them so that Allah may guide them. And if they don’t accept, then

leave them and distance yourself from them.””®
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2. Generally speaking, members of all four traditional Sunni legal schools are kafirs because they do
not takfir those who engage in istighatha and tawassul. If you remember Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s chain
takfir principle, you know that according to the Wahhabis, whoever refuses to takfir a kafir becomes a
kafir himself. So all the followers of the traditional Sunni madhahib are considered to be kafir
because none of the four schools considered the practitioners of istighatha to be kafir mushriks.
When we look at the history of the four traditional madhahib, Hanafi, Shafii, Maliki, and Hanbali,
there were some major scholars who viewed istighatha to be permissible, scholars like Taqi al-Din
al-Subki (1284-1355 CE), Jalal al-Din al-Suyiiti (1445-1505 CE), and Ibn Hajar al-Haytami (1503-1566
CE). Other scholars from the four schools considered istighatha to be haram, but they also did not
takfir the practitioners of istighatha.

For Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and other Wahhabis, all these Sunni scholars are kafirs, not because they
necessarily practiced istighatha themselves, but because they do not consider istighatha to be shirk or
they do not takfir the practitioners of istighatha. Furthermore, because of the chain takfir principle
we explained earlier, whoever doesn’t takfir scholars like Subki, Suyuti, and Haytami, and all these
other traditional Sunni scholars, he is also a kafir.

78 Fawzan, Sharh Fath al-Majid
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Scholars from all the four legal schools in the Ottoman empire rejected Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s
teachings. In response, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab takfired all of them. Makka in the Ottoman era is very
relevant because, at the time of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, Makka was one of the leading centers of Islamic
learning and scholarship. Top scholars from all four legal schools taught there. Earlier I mentioned
that when the Wahhabis took control of Makka in 1806, they forced the scholars there to sign a letter
stating that the residents of Makka were upon disbelief and shirk before the coming of the Wahhabis.
The letter implies that the scholars themselves were on disbelief and shirk. The scholars who signed
the letter included major authorities from all four legal schools — including Makka’s official Hanafi
mufti, official Shafii mufti, official Maliki mufti, and official Hanbali mufti.

The letter, along with the names of the scholars who signed it have been preserved till today; they are
found in Al-Durar al-Saniyya Vol.1 pages 314-315.

During the time of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, top scholars from all the four schools in Makka and
throughout the Ottoman empire rejected Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s teachings. In response, Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab takfired all of them. And you might remember from earlier that when the Wahhabis
invaded Makka, they forced the scholars representing all the four schools to sign a letter stating that
they had been kafirs because they were upon shirk.

Now all of this applies today. Consider Azhar University in Egypt, which teaches all four madhahib.
Do Wahhabis consider the scholars and students at Azhar to be kafirst The answer is, yes. The
scholars of al-Azhar are kafirs for at least two reasons. First, they do not takfir those who do
istighatha. Second, some of them consider istighatha to be permissible, following the opinions of
al-Subki, al-Suyuti, and al-Haytami.

From a historical perspective, Azhar was part of the Ottoman empire during the time of Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab. He takfired the scholars of al-Azhar along with those of other cities in the Ottoman
empire like Makka and Istanbul. And Wahhabis continue to takfir the scholars of Azhar to this day.
For example, listen to the statements of Wahhabi Abu Jafar al-Khulayfi here:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VNZppRgLhEk

3. Asharis and Maturidis are kafirs because they deny that Allah is literally located above the throne,
and that Allah literally speaks with letters and sounds.

As we saw already, the Haddadis focus on takfiring the Asharis and Maturidis due to their
interpretation of the Attributes of Allah. Oftentimes Wahhabis do not go right out and explicitly say
that Asharis and Maturidis are Kkafirs. Rather they express this indirectly, by saying that whoever
denies that God is literally located above the throne is a kafir. Here is an example from Ibn Baz:
https://youtu.be/7Ha -bDWI.gc
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4. And finally, the Shia are kafirs for a variety of reasons — like denying the Caliphate of Abu Bakr, or
insulting the Companions, or accepting some form of istighatha or tawassul — and so on.

What this amounts to is that Wahhabis have formulated grounds for takfiring any Muslim who does
not accept Wahhabism. This is how they takfir the vast majority of the Ummah.

What makes this all the more disturbing is that Wahhabism claims that because (more or less) all
non-Wahhabis have beliefs that make them kafirs, there is an obligation to kill them by waging jihads
against them, or by arresting them and executing them as apostates (murtads).

This is something that most Wahhabis keep hidden from the Muslim masses. But the reality is,
Wahhabis believe that there is an obligation to kill Asharis, Maturidis, Sufis, the scholars and the
followers of the four Sunni legal schools, and Shia. As you know by now, this is exactly what Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab and his early followers did, and it’s endorsed in all their writings. They did attack and kill
the Sunni scholars and laypersons of the Ottoman empire for practicing tawassul and istighatha, or
for simply refusing to takfir those who engage in these practices. Wahhabis also later added the claim
that the Ottomans were kafirs because they were Asharis and Maturidis. Just as Ibn Abd al-Wahhab
and his followers launched numerous raids attacking and killing Sunnis, they did the same with Shia.
In our times, ISIS has adopted the same policies.

What is critical to understand is that modern Wahhabi youtubers, like Muhammad ibn Shams
al-Din, Farid al-Bahraini, Jake Brancatella, and others all believe that this takfiri ideology is legitimate,
and that’s why they promote Wahhabi writings and ideas which legitimize these behaviors.

12.5 Takfir as a Loaded Gun

Of course, these Wahhabis don’t always advertise their belief in the legitimacy of mass takfir and
mass killing. This is because Wahhabism holds that you can temporarily suspend the obligation of
killing non-Wahhabis based on the excuse for ignorance (al-udhr bi-Ijahl). So even though
non-Wahhabis have beliefs which make them kafirs who should be killed, these non-Wahhabis may
be ignorant about why their beliefs are wrong. As long as they are ignorant, then they are not to be
killed. Rather you educate them about why they are wrong and once the non-Wahhabis have been
presented with enough proofs, if they still refuse to change their beliefs, then they should be killed.

In other words, Wahhabis insist that they have an obligation to kill Asharis, Maturidis, Sufis, followers
of the four legal schools, and Shia, but Wahhabis can suspend the killing until the time when these
groups have been presented with sufficient proofs of their error.

Now we come to a key point. Wahhabis admit that there are no clear standards for determining when
a non-Wahhabi has been presented with sufficient proof of his error. At what point does the
non-Wahhabi no longer have the excuse of ignorance? This is a question with no clear cut answer.
Rather, it’s highly subjective and a matter of ijtihad. So, on one extreme, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab believed
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that anyone who had simply heard the Quran had already been presented with sufficient proof such
that they no longer have the excuse of ignorance. At the other end of the spectrum, there are other
Wahhabis who argue that an individual may require decades of education before the excuse of
ignorance no longer applies.

But the point is, Wahhabis who hold that non-Wahhabis should receive a long education before they
are Kkilled insist that this is their personal lijtihad. However, at the same time, they accept as legitimate
the ijtihad of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and ISIS that non-Wahhabis should be killed without a long
education. According to them, it’s all legitimate ikhtilaf.

Many Wahhabi youtubers will claim that they do not agree with ISIS massacres. But it’s not that they
don’t agree with ISIS massacres because they think ISIS is a deviant group with deviant usul. In
reality, they disagree with ISIS just as a matter of practical ijtihad. It’s an ikhtilafi issue for them, like
the ikhtilaf between Hanafis and Shafiis on whether eating shrimp is halal.

This is also why Wahhabi youtubers will never call out Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and ISIS as deviants for
killing sufis and shia. They might not personally accept the mass killing of sufis and shia done by Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab and ISIS, but they don’t think that the mass killing of sufis and shia is due to
deviance. They just chalk it up to a difference of opinion. Of course, there are some Wahhabis, in
particular the Madkhalis, who make a big deal about having a problem with ISIS and consider them a
deviant group, but their issue with ISIS is not that ISIS is mass takfiring and mass killing sufis and
Shia! Their problem with ISIS is that ISIS does not have the backing of the Wali al-amr, meaning
they're not backed by a state government. That's literally their only issue. If ISIS were being openly
backed by the Saudi government, then Madkhalis would have no problem with them. When
Madkhalis denounce ISIS as "takfiri," they don't have a problem with ISIS mass takfiring Muslims.
They have a problem with ISIS takfiring the Gulf rulers. That's literally their only problem. This is
how all the different strands of Wahhabism, whether ISIS or Madkhali or Haddadi, are all united in
their hatred and mass takfir of the Ummah.

You can even do this test yourself. Next time you come across a Wahhabi, ask him if he condemns the
bombing of a Sufi, Ashari, or Shia mosque. If the Wahhabi is an ISIS-type, he’ll say: Of course I don’t
condemn the bombing of a Sufi, Ashari, or Shia mosque; that’s legitimate jihad!

If the Wahhabi is a Madkhali type, you have to modify your question slightly. You have to ask: if the
Gulf rulers ordered the bombing of a Sufi, Ashari, or Shia mosque, would you condemn it? The
Madkhali would say, Of course I don’t condemn it; that’s the legitimate actions of the ruler!

If the Wahhabi is a Haddadi type, and you ask him to condemn the bombing of a Sufi, Ashari, or Shia
mosque, he might do tagiyya at first and say something generic like, “I don’t agree with
indiscriminate violence.” But this is just playing word games: Sure, you don’t believe in
“indiscriminate” violence; but you do believe in “discriminate” violence, namely violence that
discriminately targets Sufis, Asharis, Shia, and non-Wahhabis more generally.
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Ask him specifically, do you condemn the mass takfir and slaughter of Sufis, Asharis, Shia, and
non-Wahhabis, and do you consider this to be deviant?” At this point, the Haddadi is stuck because if
he does condemn all this as deviance, he will also have to condemn his shaykh Ibn Abd al-Wahhab as
a deviant, and he won’t do that. At most, he can say that he just does not agree with the ijtihad of
those Wahhabis who do slaughter Sufis, Asharis, and Shia and bomb their mosques, but it’s just an
ikhtilafi issue, not a matter of deviant aqida.

This is how you smoke out the Wahhabis and expose them for their violent hatred towards 95% of
the Ummah.

The other important point about the subjectivity of the excuse for ignorance is that Wahhabis use
this as a blackmail tactic. Again, the key characteristic of the principle of excusing for ignorance is
that it is highly subjective. Since the Wahhabis have justifications for why 95% of the Ummah have
kufr beliefs, they can always claim that any particular Muslim is upon kufr and has already received
sufficient education and hence should be considered a kafir and fought through jihad. Alternatively,
the Wahhabi can always claim that this particular Muslim has not received sufficient education, and
hence is ignorant and should not be declared a kafir and fought, at least not yet.

This is extremely important for understanding Wahhabis. Wahhabis have already collected evidence,
which to their minds, proves that all non-Wahhabis endorse kufr. The only question is whether to
declare them kafirs now and fight them now, or give them some more time.

What guides Wahhabis in these decisions is political interests, rather than principles. Whenever a
non-Wahhabi opposes Wahhabi rule and political interests, Wahhabis declare him to be a kafir who’s
received sufficient instruction. But whenever a non-Wahhabi does not oppose Wahhabis, they just
excuse him as ignorant and leave him alone.

It’s actually really sick how these Wahhabis operate. Whenever Wahhabis encounter a political rival,
or a potential ideological opponent who will not submit to them, they do detailed research into his
beliefs. If that person’s beliefs aren’t public, the Wahhabis demand that he make public his beliefs. If
the person refuses, the Wahhabis say he is “hiding his aqida” and hiding your aqida makes you a
deviant. They then continuously harass this opponent with aqida tests, demanding that he answer
questions in order to gather more material and build up a file of alleged kufr beliefs. Then they use
that file to attack the opponent. They start by calling him a deviant, but if he refuses to bend the knee,
they escalate to saying that he is “upon kufr” or he is a “shirk apologist.” And if he still refuses to
submit, they then declare him a kafir. At that point, they know that declaring him a kafir means that
he is an apostate which means his blood is halal. And, of course, this is precisely what the Wahhabis
have been doing to me.
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This is how Wahhabis operate and, in the context of social media, these are the tactics Wahhabis use
to make sure no social media figure, shaykh, imam, or daee openly opposes them or calls out their
deviance.

12.6 Saudi Politics

From the very beginning, the House of Saud has used the takfiri ideology of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab to
advance its geopolitical interests. Just consider the biggest political opponents of Saudi since the 18th
century till today.

(1) Traditional Sunnis - like the Ottomans - were the first major enemy of the nascent Saudi state. Ibn
Abd al-Wahhab labeled them as kafir mushriks and said that offensive jihad is necessary to cleanse
their shirk from the Arabian peninsula and beyond. The Saudi state, of course, promoted these
teachings most intensely between the 18th and early 20th centuries when it was at war with the
Ottomans.

(2) Twelver Shia - like those in Iraq and Iran - were also labeled by Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his
followers as kafir mushriks. The Saudi state promoted these ideas in the early 19th century, and then
strongly again after the Iranian revolution in 1979. The Saudi monarchy feared that an Islamic
revolution, like what happened in Iran, would also happen in Saudi and topple their rule. So for these
political reasons, they aggressively spread the idea that Twelvers are kafir mushriks. In reality, most
non-Saudi affiliated Sunni scholars of modern times consider Twelvers to be Muslims and even many

of the greatest Sunni scholars of history consider them to be Muslim, including Ibn Taymiyya,
al-Ghazali, Ibn Abidin, and others.

(3) Islamists - like the Muslim Brotherhood - have also been labeled by Ibn Abd al-Wahhab followers
as khariji kafirs, or they are at minimum extreme deviants who deserve to be killed. Again, this
religious ruling is based purely on the political interests of the Saudi state since 1979. Saudi most
heavily promoted anti-Islamist sentiment in the 1990s to repress the Ikhwan-inspired Sahwa
movement, which was growing in influence in the country. Eventually, opposition to the Sahwa
movement led to the emergence of Madkhalism. Madkhalism became even more prevalent over the
past two decades of the War on Terror and then the Arab Spring, effectively becoming a tool to
advance Saudi secularization. And, as we all know, Madkhalis today are the biggest promoters of
Saudi normalization with Israel. They don’t always say that they want normalization with Israel
directly. Rather, they support Israel indirectly by, for example, opposing any boycott of Israel. They
have also shamelessly attacked Palestinians, claiming that Palestinians are mushrik grave worshipers
and are, in fact, deviants because they work with Shia Iran.

As you can see, since the time of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab, takfir for political purposes has been a central
tool used by the Saudi state.
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And I myself have become a primary target of this politically motivated sectarianism. Why? Because
in 2022, I criticized Saudi for organizing Halloween celebrations. I also criticized Saudi for its
secularization agenda and its willingness to normalize with Israel at the expense of the Palestinians.

In response, for the past 2 years, Salafi sectarians have non-stop takfired me, threatened to kill me,
and initiated smear campaigns against me, where they accuse me of (simultaneously) being a quburi
grave worshipper, a Rafidi Iranian agent, and a Khariji terrorist, all wrapped into one!

This is despite the fact that I consider myself an admirer of Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya and
follow many of their positions.

In the view of these Salafi sectarians, my biggest deviance is that I claim that the most dangerous
enemies of Islam are atheists, liberals, Zionists, and Hindutvati Hindus. For such Salafis, this is wrong.
Those are not the greatest enemies of Islam. Rather, the greatest enemies of Islam are actually the
entire Muslim Ummah which has fallen into shirk, and it is necessary to constantly attack them or
takfir them or kill them. This requires using social media to non-stop highlight errors in their aqida
and understanding of tawhid so you can expose them as mushriks.

Again, we shouldn’t condemn Salafism as a whole, partly because doing so would be tantamount to
condemning many essential Islamic ideals championed by scholars like Imam Ahmad and Ibn
Taymiyya.

But Salafis are not one group. The most admirable of the Salafis are those who lean towards the
teachings of the Hanbali school and Ibn Taymiyya. They are some of the best Muslims.

The most problematic Salafis are those who lean towards the teachings of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and the
political policies of the Saudi state.

Those who care about the future of the Salafi movement have an obligation to purify it. That means
forcing it in the direction of Imam Ahmad and Ibn Taymiyya, while stripping away or marginalizing
its links with Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and the Saudi state.

Salafis should be encouraged in the direction of cooperating with other Muslims, rather than
takfiring and killing them. That means pushing them to build alliances with traditional Sunnis,
Twelver Shia, and Islamists under the broad banner of Islam. Establishing such alliances does not
mean denying that these other groups have some beliefs that are deviant or even extremely deviant. It
simply means recognizing them - in general - as fellow Muslims, so that the Ummah doesn’t descend
into nonstop civil war. It means not treating fellow Muslims as if they are the greatest enemies of
Islam, and further from Islam than pagan Qurayshis, atheists, liberals, Zionist Jews, and Hindutvati
Hindus.
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There is nothing strange or un-Islamic in such a perspective. If it seems strange and un-Islamic, this is
only due to the deviant sectarian ideology of Ibn Abd al-Wahhab that has been propagated by the
Saudi state over the past two centuries.

13. Conclusion

My primary problem with the Wahhabis is not that they are harsh or arrogant. That’s not the main
issue. My problem is they are a deviant neo-khariji group that is at war with Ahl al Sunna. They are a
khariji group that has transformed /a ilaha il[Allah into a war cry against Muslims. This is what Ibn
Abidin, al-Sawi, and many other scholars from the 18th and 19th centuries have said. Wahhabis will
respond and say that, yes, they are harsh, but that is because they love Islam so much. But if
unbridled, indiscriminate harshness were the mark of orthodox Islam, then the most orthodox
Muslims would be the khawarij. But as we know, the khawarij are a deviant group who waged war on
the Sahaba and the Salaf. They were in fact the first Islamic heresy. The descendants of the khawarij
are Ibn Abd al-Wahhab and his followers, and like the khawarij, their main problem is they takfir all
other Muslims, or at minimum, accuse them of committing shirk. They have no right to call
themselves Ahl al-Sunna, when in reality they are at war with Ahl al-Sunna. They are not orthodox,
they are khawarij.

And they should get no credit for eliminating shirk in Arabia. Many Muslims in Ibn Abd al-Wahhab’s
time were also opposed to shirk practices, they just didn't combine that with mass takfir, offensive
jihad against Muslims, and a religious-political alliance with a war lord, in the way that Ibn Abd
al-Wahhab did. In reality, Ibn Abd al-Wahhab didn’t start a movement to eliminate shirk. He started a
movement to eliminate Sunnism and replace it with Kharijism. And this Kharijism continues to
plague the Muslim world, with groups like the Madkhalis, Salafi sectarians, and ISIS.

May Allah grant us true hidaya.
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