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We mentioned in our bayā

“Ṣa’āfiqah” that “some of us sat with 

did not make apparent any such evidences that necessitate reviling and 
warning” against those who have been labelled by Shaykh Muhammad as 
“Ṣa’āfiqah”. Just as we also mentioned 

the Allāmah, Rabīʿ bin H
[actual] evidence therein.  This is the text of our speech
 

Whilst noting that some of us have sat with 

however, he did not make apparent any evidences that necessitate revilement upon 

[those students and shaykhs

Shaykh Rabī bin Hādīʿ who informed us that he studied the claimed evidences 

against these [students] but did not find 
said, “Say: Bring your proof if indeed you are truthful

However, Shaykh Muḥammad bin H

upon this bayān that which we did not 

 

"with his saying ((some of us
requested me to make known the evidences
just one of them who sat with me and requested that from me

 

"... and alongside that, let him name them and textually state them
ones who sat with me and requested evide

 
You can see O reader, that it 

asked Shaykh Muḥammad for evidences and that he did not do so

difference between the two statements is clear in a very apparent way
Our statement is that the brothers from Maktabah Salafiyyah

Abu Khadījah and Abū Ḥak

from him any evidences 
warning against the students of knowledge
This is similar to what was said by Shaykh Rabī

looked at the evidences of Shaykh Mu

May Allah grant honour and safety to our Prophet 
Muḥammad, to his family and all his Companions

by the brothers from Maktabah Salafiyyah

١٤٣٩H. * * * * Al-ʿʿʿʿAllāāāāmah Rabīīīīʿʿʿʿ

and advised that it be spread

,  �� bC"#�� cCd#��������� 	
���� ���, 

ān concerning the fitnah of labelling some Salafis as 

some of us sat with Shaykh Muhammad bin H

did not make apparent any such evidences that necessitate reviling and 
” against those who have been labelled by Shaykh Muhammad as 

Just as we also mentioned [in the same sentence

bin Hādī looked at the alleged evidences but found no 

This is the text of our speech: 

Whilst noting that some of us have sat with Shaykh Mu

he did not make apparent any evidences that necessitate revilement upon 

and shaykhs] and warning against them. Likewise

who informed us that he studied the claimed evidences 

but did not find any evidence therein
Bring your proof if indeed you are truthful.” (٢:١١

ammad bin Hādī has attributed to us in his comment 

n that which we did not write [therein]: 

some of us)) and he mentioned that they sat with me 
to make known the evidences and I did not do so

just one of them who sat with me and requested that from me..."

let him name them and textually state them
and requested evidences from me and I did not do so

that it is not found anywhere in our bay

ammad for evidences and that he did not do so

difference between the two statements is clear in a very apparent way
is that the brothers from Maktabah Salafiyyah

akīm—sat with Shaykh Muḥammad but did not hear 

 that necessitate revilement and 
warning against the students of knowledge [in question]. 

what was said by Shaykh Rabīʿ when he 

looked at the evidences of Shaykh Muḥammad bin Hādī.  

May Allah grant honour and safety to our Prophet 
to his family and all his Companions. Written 

by the brothers from Maktabah Salafiyyah, ٢٨ Shaʿbān 

ʿʿʿʿ bin Hāāāādīīīī read our answer tonight, 

and advised that it be spread. 
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of labelling some Salafis as 

Shaykh Muhammad bin Hāāāādīīīī and he 

did not make apparent any such evidences that necessitate reviling and 
” against those who have been labelled by Shaykh Muhammad as 

in the same sentence] that the Shaykh, 

looked at the alleged evidences but found no 

Muhammad bin Hādī, 

he did not make apparent any evidences that necessitate revilement upon 

Likewise, we returned to 

who informed us that he studied the claimed evidences 

therein. Allāh the Exalted 
٢:١١). 

has attributed to us in his comment 

and he mentioned that they sat with me or 
and I did not do so. So let him  name 

..." 

let him name them and textually state them, if they are the 
and I did not do so..." 

in our bayān that we 

ammad for evidences and that he did not do so. Thus, the 

difference between the two statements is clear in a very apparent way.  
is that the brothers from Maktabah Salafiyyah—and they are 

ammad but did not hear 

, ٢٩ Sha ʿʿʿʿbāāāān ١٤٣٩H, 


