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Introduction 

          by Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammed Naseem Ashraf Habibi 

                                    (Habibi Darul Ifta, Durban South Africa) 



 

This Kitaab named Azharul Fatawa is a collection of Taajush Shariah's, Hadrat Allama 
Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari's English Fatawa. Although most of the 
Fatawa were issued in South Africa, the type of questions that were submitted to him are 
the type that commonly emerges amongst Muslim communities living in Western 
countries, and therefore, they are useful to these communities.  

  

Few people are aware of Taajush Shariah's competency in the English language. It is 
interesting to note that the entire Kitaab is a compilation of questions that were 
submitted to him through the English medium, and the answers which were recorded 
here verbatim are those that were dictated by Allama Sahib in the English language.  

  

I have had the privilege of accompanying him in his tour of the East African countries, 
and I had witnessed first hand that whenever Allama Sahib was questioned about any 
Mas'alah through the medium of the English language, he replied in superb English 
with clarity and precision. It is regrettable that no record was kept of all the verbal 
directives and Fatawa issued by Allama Sahib in English on his tour as they exceed in 
number when compared with his written Fatawa.  

  

Taajush Shariah's depth of knowledge of Fiqh is not unknown to the learned in this 
field. With the help of Almighty Allah, he truly is the inheritor of the traits of A'la 
Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) in the field of issuing Fatawa. Just as Bareilly in the time of 
A'la Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) enjoyed the privilege of being a superior centre for the 
issuing of Fatawa, today Allama Sahib's personality enjoys a similar privilege. After the 
passing away of Huzoor Mufti Azam Hind (radi Allahu anhu), Allama Sahib not only 
assumed the responsibility of the Darul Ifta, but he bestowed it with the dignity which 



created absolute confidence and respect in the minds of even the most learned in the 
field.  

  

Allama Sahib's sagacity and retentive memory are legendary. He has been known to 
dictate Fatawa in such a manner that he quotes from memory the original text from 
Arabic reference works like a Hafizul Quran reciting the Quran. A unique aspect of the 
mode of expression of his Fatawa is the intense care that he takes in using the 
appropriate terms to maintain conciseness and clarity. Whilst adopting the style of A'la 
Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) in his Urdu Fatawa, even those well-versed in English 
concede that his English Fatawa contain the same degree of concision and clarity.  

  

My personal experiences with Taajush Shariah were such that I had questioned him on 
certain Masaa'il and he immediately issued answers with references from the authentic 
Kitaabs of Fiqh. On a certain specific occasion, I had forgotten the reference which he 
had given in his verbal answer, so I telephoned him a few months later to enquire about 
the references. He immediately quoted from memory all the references in the original 
Arabic.  

  

In the field of issuing Fatawa, Allama Sahib has established a niche for himself by 
displaying the unusual qualities of possessing a highly retentive memory of the 
reference works on Fiqh; an incisive approach to the question; and applying 
conciseness, clarity and sagacity in producing the answers.  

  

With regard to the Mas'alah pertaining to the excess payment of profit granted by the 
Banks to Muslims (which is erroneously called "Interest" in a Darul Harb), the English 
translation of Allama Sahib's reference to the famous Hanafiya Kitaab known 



as Hedaya compares more than favourably with the Orientalist Charles Hamilton's 
translation of Hedaya in the view of the learned Aalims.  

  

Bareilly has gained the distinction of being the centre for the issue of Fatawa to the 
Sunni Muslims throughout the world, due to the exceptionally high standards set by 
Imam Ahmed Raza at the Darul Ifta. Today, Muslims all over the world still turn to the 
Darul Ifta at Bareilly with the same respect, due to the presence of a personality like 
Allama Azhari Sahib.  

  

May the Almighty Allah grant the learned Allama Azhari Sahib the strength and well-
being to continue to keep the fountain of A'la Hadrat's Islamic research flowing so that 
the future of our children becomes saturated with the light of this knowledge to keep us 
all on the right path. Aameen. 

 

                                                        A Few Words about Azharul Fatawa 

                                     by Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammed Naseem Ashraf Habibi 

   (Habibi Darul Ifta, Durban South Africa) 

 

Azharul Fatawa is a collection of Hazrat Allama Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari's 
Fatawa. The first collection has been widely accepted and acclaimed, with the help of 
Almighty Allah. This has been prepared especially for the English-speaking Muslims 
who find the issues addressed here new and interesting in the context of their modern 
lifestyle. After reading the Mas'ala on the use of the loudspeaker in Namaaz, a Muslim 
remarked that this issue clarifies the position of the Shari'at when it interfaces with 
science. 



Those Islamic issues which confront most modern-day Muslims living in Western 
countries, and which until recently were neither readily accepted, nor practiced by 
them, are now being addressed and presented by Taajush Shariah in a manner which 
appeals to their sense of logic. The positive outcome of these Fatawa has initiated a new 
wave of reverts to the true principles of Islam. Muslims involved in the propagation of 
Islam have found Allama Sahib's presentation of day-to-day issues extremely useful in 
Da'wah work. There is a great necessity to fill in the vacuum that exists in explaining 
the Masaa'il of Fiqh in a detailed yet understanding manner to the English-speaking 
Muslims living in Western countries.  
 
Hazrat Sahib?s efforts in Azharul Fatawa attempts to fill this vacuum. Taajush Shariah's 
depth of knowledge in Fiqh combined with a unique command of the English language 
has established for him a position whereby people from Europe, America and Africa 
turn to him for directives and guidance on major current-day Islamic issues. As 
opposed to questions submitted to him by fax and post, the questions presented to him 
over the phone exceed in number. Hazrat Sahib, without hesitation, provides answers 
from a highly retentive memory in a style reminiscent of A'la Hazrat (radi Allahu 
anhu). It is a pity that the multitude of questions posed to him over the phone and the 
relative answers have not been recorded. May Allah Taala prolong the blessings of 
Hazrat Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari's knowledge and spiritual 
guidance over us. Aameen. 

 

                                             Collection of English Fatawas:- 

                                                          Birth Control 

 

The following questions, hereunder, were posed by Mahomed Yunus Abdul 
Karrim, Durban, South Africa to Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan 
Qadri Azhari on the issue of Birth Control. The Fatwa was given orally by Hadrat and 



recorded by Moulana Nassir Khan on paper at the Raza Academy, Durban, South Africa. 
It was during the year 1991.  

 

QUESTIONS: 

1. Is the permanent method (of birth control) permissible or not? 
2. The tablets and injections prevent ovulation. It prevents the eggs from being formed in the 
ovary of the female. Are these methods (of birth control) permissible or not?  
3. The loop method allows for ovulation and fertilisation. It allows the eggs being formed in the 
ovary and joining with the male sperms. It may work by preventing implantation of the 
fertilised egg. The time taken till implantation is approximately seven days. Is this method (of 
birth control) permissible or not?  
4. When does a Muslim consider that there is life? Is it during fertilisation or after? Is it after 
implantation? 

ANSWER  
 
1: 

  

Absolutely not. Simply because the Shari'at does not give permission to women to have 
birth control of a permanent nature. Almighty Allah does not grant permission that one 
should change the objective or the role of any creation. Almighty Allah states in the 
Holy Quran: 

 

(Sura Nisa: Verse 119) 

  



We should also understand that to change the nature of purpose or role in any creation 
is not permitted in Islam. We should also remember that the institution of Nikah is for 
the purpose of increasing mankind. Almighty Allah states: 

 

 

(Sura Nisa: Verse 1) 

  

So, therefore, this method of permanent contraception is nothing else but the changing 
of human creation. We should take note that this type of operation also requires that the 
female becomes naked in front of another person, which is in itself Haraam 
(prohibited). I have also written a complete treatise on this subject of birth control and 
its Islamic status, which is also available. 

2: 

  

As to the question of using tablets and injections, to use them for a short period, for 
instance, if after one child is born, another is born, and the mother would find it 
difficult to take care of the child, or in feeding (the child), or if she is too weak, then in 
these circumstances, the tablet or injection can be used. However, if one resorts to 
tablets and injections simply with this intention that one would not be able to feed the 
child, this thought is not permissible and shows that the person has no trust in Allah. 
Almighty Allah says: 

 

 

(Sura An'aam: Verse 151) 



 
Almighty Allah also states: 

 

 

(Sura Bani Israel: Verse 31) 

  

From this it is proven that when a child is born, the sustenance for that child is already 
allocated. Therefore, finally, we state that if one uses contraceptives with the fear of 
feeding one's child, then this is not permissible.  

  

3: 

  

As far as the third method is concerned, this also seems to be not permissible because 
when the loop is inserted, then the woman will either be treated by a male or a female 
and we have already stated that to become naked in front of another person is not 
permissible. Another evil of this method is that only after fertilisation (which is the 
beginning of birth) does birth control take place and this is not permissible. 

One should refrain from this and only use condoms and certain injections. 

  

4: 

  

As to the question of life (Rooh), this only comes to the child after 120 days, which is 
four months. 



 
[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 

                              Blood Donation - Transfusion and Organ Donation 

 

The following questions, hereunder, were posed by Moulana Nassir Khan Al-Qaderi, 
Durban, South Africa to Hazrat Allama Mufti Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri 
Azhari. The Fatwa was given orally by Hazrat and recorded by Moulana Nassir Khan on 
paper at the Raza Academy, Durban, South Africa. It was during the year 1991. 

 

QUESTIONS: 

1. Can a Muslim donate blood?  
2. Is blood transfusion permissible or not?  
3. Is organ transplant permissible of not?  

ANSWER: 
 
All three are prohibited. One cannot donate blood and organs because these are the 
Amaanah of Allah, therefore it is not permissible to donate any part of one's body or 
(donate) the blood. 

  

Even if one says that by transfusion and by transplant that one can save a life, but even 
so, these actions would not be permissible for Almighty Allah says: 

  

(Sura Bani Israel: Verse 70) 



  

This fazilat proves beyond a shadow of doubt that all the parts of the body as such is 
sacred, and within the concept of being sacred, one is not permitted to use any part of 
the human body as one uses parts of the animal body. It is also accepted that the human 
being and every part of the human body is sacred. It is because of this that, according to 
the Hadith Shareef, Almighty Allah's Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) has 
cursed that woman who "joins her hair with another's hair and takes another's hair and 
joins it with hers." 

  

This proves beyond a shadow of doubt that as the hair of a woman cannot be used, so 
will be the other parts of the human body again proving the sanctity of the human body 
and the utilisation of which is prohibited.  
 
From this Hadith we clearly see that if one was permitted to use another persons human 
parts, then Almighty Allah would not have cursed the user, but in this Hadith one sees 
that the user of the human part is cursed. As to the question of necessity, Shari'ah has 
given this a status as the following Hadith clearly states "necessity makes that which is 
Haraam as permissible." However, this circumstance is only applicable when there is no 
circumstances that contradict this. There is a Hadith which states that, "Do not injure 
and do not be open to injury."  
 
Aside from being a Law of Shari'ah, this law is also one of the basic laws of Islamic 
principles of Fiqh. The basic meaning of this Hadith is that it is Haraam to injure and 
also Haraam to be injured. 
 
In the issue of transplant and transfusion, in this instance, the above Hadith of causing 
injury will contradict, for a person who involves himself in transfusion and transplant 
is harming himself as well as others. An example of this is found in "Shaami" where a 



person happily offers a piece of his own flesh to another. But this would not be 
permitted because he will be causing harm to himself. 

 

                                                  The Beard - Taraweeh 

 

Honourable Mufti Saheb! Kindly answer the following questions. May Allah reward 
you. 

Question 1: What is the importance of the beard in the light of Islamic Shari'ah?  

  

Question 2: How is the Imaamat of a person who shaves his beard?  

  

Question 3: How is the Imaamat of those Huffaaz who grow their beards only in Ramadaan to 
lead the Taraweeh prayers and then shave such beards after Ramadaan, when present in the 
congregation are people who are abiding in Shari'ah and would come within the ambit of 
piety?  

  

Question 4: Some people are of the opinion that Taraweeh is a Sunnat Salaah and any one who 
regularly shaves his beard (except in Ramadaan) can lead this Salaah. How correct is this 
thought or Fatwa (Ruling) in the light of Islamic Shari'ah bearing in mind the availability of 
Shari'ah abiding Huffaaz to lead such Prayers?  

  

Note: Such Huffaaz were made aware the previous year about the beard being an important 
Sunnat of our beloved Rasool (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) and should, therefore, be an 
observer of this act of Sunnat at all times for the purpose of Imaamat. Despite having created 



the awareness, many such Huffaaz did not take heed or did not pay any importance to the 
Sunnat act of growing the beard. How then is the Imaamat by such Huffaaz? 

Haroon T. A. 

Jamia Masjid 

Laudium 

Pretoria 

South Africa 

  

THE ANSWER  

  

In answer to your questions, I have to say that:  

  

1: The beard has a very great importance in the view of Islam as it is the symbol of Islam 
and it is a practice (Sunnah) of all the Messengers of Allah Ta'ala and is also the Sunnah 
of our Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam).  

  

2: It is totally prohibited and Makrooh Tahrimi (for a person who shaves his beard to be 
an Imaam). It is stated in "Durre Mukhtaar" as under:  

  

 

"It is prohibited for a person to cut his beard and make it less 

than one fist (in length)."  



  

Also in "Durre Mukhtaar" it is stated as:  

  

 

"It is Sunnah to keep the beard one fist (in length)."  

  

Therefore, he who shaves his beard, is justly declared sinful (Fasiq-e Moalin) and it is 
totally prohibited to offer the Imaamat to such a person.  

  

3: As above (same as answer 2). Therefore, they have no legitimacy to lead the 
congregation in Taraweeh Prayer and their repentance is not acceptable in the sight of a 
Qaadi.  

  

It has been stated in "Alamgiri":  

  

 

"If a sinful person makes Tauba, his repentance is not acceptable until the sign of 
repentance has appeared and the correct verdict is that the time (of repentance) is not 
specified, it is referred to the opinion of the Qaadi."  

  

4: They are totally wrong. Therefore, they must refrain from this wrong tenet and they 
must repent.  



  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari  

Markazi Darul Ifta  
82 Saudagran 
Bareilly Shareef 

 

                                                            The Beard 

 

QUESTION: 

In the light of Islamic Law clarity is sought from the learned Ulama regarding the 
under-mentioned issues: 

1. Some Huffaz keep the beard prior to Ramadan so as to make Imaamat for Taraweeh Salaah. 
As soon as Ramadan is over they shave their beard. In spite of caution and warning against 
their evil practice, they do not refrain from it. Under such circumstances, is their Imaamat 
valid for Taraweeh? 

 
2. Is such an excuse appropriate in Shari'ah that in our area and locality there is no other 
Huffaz available besides them. Therefore, Taraweeh Salaah behind them is permissible. 
However, in those very Mosques, Imaams from other cities, in fact from other countries, are 
being brought on the grounds that suitable Imaams are not available from the local population. 
But the unavailability of religiously suitable Huffaz from the local areas is being used as an 
excuse to justify appointing those very Huffaz as Imaams for Taraweeh. Is such a practice 
permissible in the light of Shari'ah? 

Ebrahim Carrim  
Chairman Masjid Comuiittee  



Pretoria Muslim Trust  
29 September 1999 

ANSWER:  
 
1. Definitely no. 

 
2. Certainly no. 

 [Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 
Markazi Darul Ifta  
82 Saudagran 
Bareilly Shareef 

 

                                                           Darul Harb 

 

Question 1: What is a "Darul Harb"? 

  

Question 2: Is the Republic of South Africa a "Darul Harb"? 

7th Muharram 1412 A.H. 

20 July 1991 

Mr. Haroon Tar 

Ladysmith 

Natal 

South Africa  



  

THE ANSWER  

  

1: "Darul Harb" is a non-Muslim country.  

  

2: It is, therefore, true on the Republic of South Africa as it is a non- Muslim country 
from the very beginning. Hence, this technical term is applicable on every non-Muslim 
country as well as South Africa. It is historically proven that South Africa was never 
under the Islamic rule so the basic condition of it being a Darul Islam is not applicable. 
Hence, it is a Darul Harb and it is clear and needs no explanation. 

  

If, for example, it was a Darul Islam long ago and afterwards the Islamic government 
came to an end and a non-Muslim government came into place and the non-Islamic 
ordinance was issued throughout the country so that no one could enjoy the previous 
peace and the country was adjoined with the non-Muslim countries in every respect. In 
such a case, too, it becomes a Darul Harb.  

  

Following this is a categorical injunction from Islamic Jurisprudence.  

  

The great Muslim theologians, Hadrat Allama Qaazi and Hadrat Ala'uddin 
Haskafi (rahmatullah Ta'ala alaihuma)have stated in their works "Tanweerul-
Absar" and "Durre Mukhtaar", respectively that:-  

  



 

  

Suppose that South Africa is still Darul Islam. The very rule of your issue remains. As I 
have said before, (refer to Fatwa on interest) that the condition for a profit to be 
considered as interest lies when there is a dealing between a Muslim and a Zimmi 
Kaffir. On the other hand, if there is a dealing between a Muslim and a Harbi Kaffir, it 
would not be considered as interest, but as profit and it would be legal for a Muslim 
despite the fact that the dealing takes place in Darul Islam.  

 [Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 

                                                             Bank Interest 

 

Your holiness, Mufti Saheb. I request your honour to give the verdict on the following 
questions. May Allah Ta'ala reward you.  

Question 1: Is interest totally unlawful? On which condition is the profit considered as 
interest?  

  

Question 2: May a Muslim take the profit on his deposited money in the banks and the post 
offices which they term as "interest" in countries such as India, Britain and South Africa, etc. 

ANSWER  

  



1: Undoubtedly, Riba (interest) is totally unlawful according to Islamic Shari'ah.  

  

When there is a dealing between a Muslim and a Muslim or a Muslim and a Zimmi 
Kaffir (a non-Muslim living in the safety of an Islamic state), the taking of the excess 
money is considered as interest and such a dealing will be unlawful. However, if this 
condition does not exist, this excess money will not be considered as interest and will be 
legitimate for a Muslim as it is unanimous that there is no interest applicable when 
there is dealing between a Muslim and a Harbi Kaafir (a non-Muslim who is not living 
in the safety of an Islamic State). 

  

There is a Hadith from the Holy Messenger (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) which states 
that:  

 

"No Riba (interest) (exists) between a Muslim and a Harbi Kaafir in Darul Harb."  

  

This Hadith bears testimony that the property of a Harbi Kaafir is lawful for the Muslim 
at all times provided that he (the Muslim) must not commit faithlessness in his dealing. 
Accordingly, the great theologian, his holiness Shah Burhanuddin (alaihir rahma) states 
in his distinguished work, "Hedaya", that:  

  

 

"Though the Holy Quran has forbidden Riba, i.e. interest, yet this Holy Book of Allah 
makes the property of a Harbi Kaafir lawful for the Muslim."   



  

The Quran states:  

 

  

Likewise, there are so many verses giving evidence that the Shari'ah does not take a 
Harbi Kaafir in trust and so their property is permissible for the Muslim. Whoever, 
therefore, forbids the Muslim to receive such profits, deprives them of the benefit and 
causes the Harbi Kaafirs to take advantage, which is Haraam.  

  

The Quran declares:  

 

  

2: The excess money given by the banks and the post offices in the countries as 
mentioned, is legally for the Muslims, and is not (considered) as interest. It may be taken 
and used.  

  

Allah knows better!  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari  

 



Footnote: In the famous authentic book of Hanafi Islamic Jurisprudence, "Hedaya", 
translated by Charles Hamilton, in Chapter 9 (Book of Sale), pg. 293, the Scholar, 
Allama Shah Burhanuddin (alahir rahmah) states: Usury cannot take place between a 
Mussulman and a hostile infidel in a hostile country. This is contrary to the opinion of 
(Imam) Aboo Yoosuf and (Imam) Shafei, who conceive an analogy between the case in 
question and that of a protected alien within the Mussulman territory. The arguments 
of our four doctors upon this point are twofold. FIRST, the Prophet has said, "There is no 
usury between a MUSSULMAN and a hostile infidel, in a foreign land."- SECONDLY, the 
property of a hostile infidel being free to the MUSSULMANS, it follows that it is lawful 
to take it by whatever mode may be possible, provided there be no deceit used.  

  

The additional amount that is given by the Bank is termed as "Interest." But, the Islamic 
concept of "Riba" is not applicable to the term "Interest" that is utilised by the Bank. 
According to the definition of Riba and with reference to the Hadith, "Interest" is not 
applicable when the dealing is between a Muslim and a Harbi Kaafir in Darul Harb. 
Muslims should erase the thought from their minds that this is "Riba."  

  

In the light of this Ruling, to accept and utilise this amount is permissible. But if a 
person, out of his her own personal discretion, does not feel totally comfortable in using 
this money should then advance this money to any other Muslim or an organisation 
without making any intention of receiving Thawaab.  

  

It is important that this amount not be left abandoned in Banks. Let this money be 
utilised for the welfare and benefit of the Muslim Ummah. 

  

It is also noteworthy to mention that Muslims in India have requested the Ulama there 
to tackle the issue of "Interest" as Muslims left large amounts dormant in Banks and the 



Banks were in turn donating these large amounts to Christian organisations who were 
using this money to do missionary work, build Churches and Missionary Schools. The 
Ulema and Muslim Scholars researched this issue and arrived at the above solution. 

 

                                              The Rights of Building a Musjid 

 

Muftiyane Deen 

Darul Ifta  

  

Assalamu Alaikum wa Rahmatullahi wa Barakaathu 

  

What do the Ulama and Muftis have to say about this Mas'alah?  

  

A plot (of land) which was given to Muslims by the government for a Mosque and 
madressa, on that plot do the Muslim residents of that area have rights to own and build 
a Mosque and Madressa, or those people who do not live there and have no connection 
there, do they have rights to own, build and control a Mosque and Madressa?  

According to the Shari'ah, kindly give us the answer.  

  

Jazakumullah Khairum 

Was Salaam  

  



Mr. Khasim Hassan 

7 Poona Place 

Merebank 

Durban 

4052 

KwaZulu Natal 

South Africa  

  

THE ANSWER  

  

Only those people who are the residents of that locality have legitimacy to build the 
Mosque and the Madrasa on that plot which have been given to them by the 
government. Other people have no right to interfere in this matter.  

 [Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 

                                                 The Conditions of Wilayat 

 

Respected Mufti Saheb!  

  

Kindly answer the following question in the light of Shari'ah. May Allah reward you!  

Question 1: There are two statements in connection with the Awliya (Saints) and Walayat 
(Saintliness) as: 



  

(a) "A person is not a perfect Wali (Saint) until he develops a faculty of "X-Ray" sight enabling 
him to actually see a female's genitals including the womb." (Najmur Rahman, pg. 104 - 106) 

  

(b) "The Awliya (Saints) are ever at the side of their disciples and are always present even when 
their disciple is engaged in sexual inter course." (Malfoozat-e-A'la Hadrat, pg. 56)  

  

Question 2: Few stanzas composed by a poet named Ayub Razvi create misunderstanding and 
seem to be clearly anti-Shari'ah. They are as follows. Kindly give a verdict.  

  

(a) "On the day of Judgement when there will be no shade. 

Take us from the evil of Shaytaan during the agony of death.      

Stimulate my belief, O Ahmed Raza! 

Protect me in the grave, at Resurrection and on Doomsday. 

Be for me a solver and remover of difficulties, O Ahmad Raza! 

You are my Allah and I am asking from you; 

I am yours and you are mine, O Ahmad Raza." (Madaihe 'Ala Hadrat, pg. 47-8)  

  

(b) "The agony of Resurrection or Doomsday and Ayub Razvi unto you; 

You take me and save me, Oh Shah Ahmad Raza!" (Baghe Fidous, pg. 14)  

  

(c) "The Angels question: 



What do you have? 

Do you have any good deeds? 

What (more) is here, besides 

Shah Ahmad Raza!" (Madaihe 'Ala Hadrat, pg. 25) 

THE ANSWER  

  

1 (a): The basic condition of Walayat, is the constant  friendship to Allah through 
Taqwa, i.e. piety, which further means fear of and respect of Almighty Allah.  

  

Almighty Allah declares:  

 

Allah defines here that His favourite creation are the Awliya Allah who are the "the 
owners of piety." We can see, therefore, that the closeness to Allah does not depend on 
having the faculty of X-ray vision. However, Walayat does bring about the unveiling of 
things or X-ray vision to the great Awliya Allah (Saints). Therefore, it is nothing 
objectionable in the view of Islam if one has received (the power of) unveiling in the 
view of Islam as it has been proven by the Quran and the Ahadith. In short, I quote here 
a proof on the reality of unveiling of X-Ray vision. 

  

The Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) says:  

  

 

"Beware of the stare of the Mo'min because he sees with the light of Allah".  



  

The erudite Scholar, Allama Manawi (alaihir rahmah), explaining this Hadith states: 
When the pious persons are diverted from human connection, they are adjoined with 
the superior assemblage (Angels); then they hear and see everything just like being 
present, whereupon it is evident that Almighty Allah has granted (this Bounty to) His 
favourites, which includes "unveiling so as to enable the Awliya to see the embryo in the 
womb." 

  

'Ala Hadrat Fazile Barelvi (alaihir rahma) has proved this in his distinguished 
work, "Ad-Daulatul-Makkiyah", which states that Allah has given whom He loves the 
knowledge of the five entities (Uloom-e-Khamsa). They are: 

1. When the Day of Justice will be, 

2. What is in the womb, 

3. What a man will earn tomorrow, 

4. When and where will one die, and 

5. When will it rain.  

In this connection, 'Ala Hadrat (alaihir rahma) refers to a Hadith and records that Imam 
Khateeb (alaihir rahma)and Imam Abu Nuaim (alaihir rahma) in "Dalaa'il" narrates 
from Syedina Ibne Abbas (radi Allahu anhu). 

  

Syedina Ibne Abbas (radi Allahu anhu) states that this Hadith was narrated from 
Ummul Fazl (radi Allahu anha). (She said): I passed by the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu 
alaihi wasallam). He said that surely she was pregnant and the embryo in her womb 
was a male child. He (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) further said that after 
completing the delivery she must bring the child to him. She asked as to how she was 



pregnant while the Quraish had taken oath not to have sexual relationship with their 
wives. The Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) replied that whatever he said 
was fact.  

  

As the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) had predicted, Ummul Fazl 
bore a male child and visited him along with the new-born child. The Holy 
Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) recited Azaan in his right ear and Iqaamat 
in his left ear, put some his holy saliva in his mouth and named the child Abdullah and 
then declared to his mother, "Take away Adul Khulafa (the Father of the 
Caliphs)." Ummul Fazl said that she intimated Hazrat Abbas (radi Allahu anhu) while he 
grew young. Hadrat Abbas (radi Allahu anhu) attended the Holy Prophet and confirmed 
this Hadith.  

  

'Ala Hadrat (alaihir rahma) then states that the Holy Prophet knew whatever was there 
in the womb and knew much more than this too. He knew the gender of the child and 
even had the detailed knowledge of the child's offsprings generation after generation 
and, therefore, he (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) said to "take away the Father of 
the Caliphs." He also declared that from the same child would be "(Imam) Saffah" and 
"(Imam) Mehdi."  

  

Hadrat Imam Maalik (alaihir rahma) is reported to have quoted Hadrat Ayesha 
Siddiqa (radi Allahu anha) that Hadrat Abu Bakr Siddique (radi Allahu anhu) endowed 
her twenty Wasuq of the land of fresh dates. When his time to depart from this world 
came, he said her, "I swear by Allah that neither any one's self-sufficiency is dearer to 
me than your's nor anyone's poverty is more troublesome to me than yours. I have given 
you twenty Wasuq from the land of dates. If you had possessed it after plucking the 
dates from the trees, it would be yours. But, now it is the property of the inheritors and 



they are your two brothers and two sisters. You divide it among yourselves according to 
Quranic Law."  

  

Upon hearing this she replied, "O Father! I will do as you say but I have only one sister 
named Asma, who is the other one?"  

  

Hadrat Abu Bakr (radi Allahu Ta'ala anhu) replied: "The other one is in the womb of 
Binte Kharijah. I am certain that it will be a female child."   

  

Ibne Saad has written in "Tabaqat" that Hadrat Abu Bakr Siddique (radi Allahu 
anhu) said that, "The inspiration of the embryo of Bint-e-Kharijah occured to me. It is 
certainly a female child. Behave well with her."  

  

After this, Hadrat Umme Kulsum (radi Allahu anha) was born. It is proved by many 
Ahadith that an Angel is fixed on the womb and makes the shape of the embryo. Some, 
he makes the male child, some he makes the female, some he makes beautiful and some 
ugly, he writes the child's age and livelihood and even the fortune whether good or bad. 
The Angel, therefore, knows what is in the womb and what will happen to it? Allah 
knows best.  

  

This is the translation of the reference given by 'Ala Hadrat (alaihir rahma). I am 
enclosing herewith the copy of his reference in the Arabic Language from his 
book, "Ad-Daulatul-Makkiyah."  

  



1 (b):  What has been referred from the "Al Malfooz" of 'Ala Hadrat about the presence 
of a Wali at a meeting place. In this connection, I would like to clear that 'Ala 
Hadrat (alaihir rahma) has quoted it from "Ibreez", the work of Allama Siljimasi, since it 
was the presence of a great Wali, Hadrat Abdul Aziz Dabbagh (alaihir rahma), to watch 
his disciple. It is proved by Islamic Faith that one's soul can be present anywhere and at 
many places at a time.  

  

Wahabis authorised personality named Ibne Qayyum has himself admitted in his 
work, "Kitaab-ur Rooh" (on the presence of souls). We suggest that those who wish to 
confirm this must go through this book.  

  

2: The poet, Ayub Razvi, in the quoted poem prays to Allah to grant him the company of 
Imam Ahmad Raza(alaihir rahma) at the time of agony of death, in the grave, on 
Resurrection and the Day of Judgement. The poet is making 'Ala Hadrat the Wasila 
(mediation) as he is a Saint (Wali), i.e. the favourite of Allah. Through the mediation of 
the intercession of the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) every Saint and 
every spiritual teacher (Peer) will intercede for the Muslims and the disciples. So the 
poet says that his peer, 'Ala Hadrat, is his solver and remover of difficulties. He is not 
saying that 'Ala Hadrat (alaihir rahma) is his Allah, but says like this that, "O Ahmad 
Raza, May my and your Allah produce any one like you among your descendants." The 
poet is really praying to Allah as in the first line:  

  

"This is my Du'a (Prayer), my Du'a, my Du'a!"  

  

Here the Wahabis have produced fallacy in explaining the poem. The original stanza is 
being quoted here.  



 

Like the belief of every Muslim, the poet also believes that Allah is Independent, and the 
whole universe is dependant and needy of Allah. The help from a dependant is really 
help from Allah. To beg help of the slave from another slave is not Polytheism, otherwise 
none will escape from it. Wahabis have no proof in connection with the prohibition of 
begging help from the favourites of Allah or making them the mediation. Allah says:   

 

"Seek the mediation to approach Allah."   

  

The practice of using a Wasila has been since the period of the Companions of the Holy 
Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam).  

  

Once the area was struck with feminine. The Companions of the Holy Prophet (sallal 
laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) requested him (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) to pray 
for rain. He (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi wasallam) prayed and it began to rain. The same 
happened in the period of the second Caliph, Hadrat Umar Farooque (radi Allahu Ta'ala 
anhu). He used Hazrat Abbas' white hair and prayed for rain. This proves that 
mediation is permissible.  

  

On that occasion, a nephew of Hadrat Abbas (radi Allahu Ta'ala anhu) recited his own 
poetic work,  

 



"By the virtue of my uncle, Allah enriched Hijaz and it's people."  

  

On that evening, Hadrat Umar (radi Allahu Ta'ala anhu) prayed for rain with the 
Wasila of Hadrat Abbas' white hair.  

  

These two facts proves Wasila (mediation), and Wasila is proved by the Holy Quran and 
Sunnah. Since Wahabis do not believe in Wasila, they reject the unanimity on the 
correctness of seeking Wasila and refuse Allah's Order. They term the Ahle Sunnat as 
Polytheist and such Muslims as Kaafirs, while in reality they place the verdict of Kufr 
(Infidelity) and Shirk (Polytheism) upon Allah and His Prophet (sallal laahu Ta'ala alaihi 
wasallam).  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari  

 

Footnote: X-ray vision here means to perceive or comprehend the condition of that 
which is not visible to the naked eye of an ordinary person. It does not refer to the X-ray 
for the purposes of seeking pleasure. Allah forbid!  

  

The word utilised in the stanza by Ayub Razvi was "Khuda" and not "Allah." A perusal of 
various Urdu dictionaries will reveal that the word "Khuda" also means "leader, owner, 
master" and not necessarily meaning "Allah". When the word "Khuda" is used in the 
following manner, that is, "Khuda-e-Majazi" it would mean "Husband." (Ref: Twentieth 
Century Urdu/English Dictionary)  

  



It is interesting to note that the Deobandi, Molvi Mahmoodul Hassan, in praise of his 
master, Rasheed Ahmed Gangohi, writes: "Khuda unka Murabbi woh Murabbi te 
Khalaa'iq ke" or "Allah is his Lord and he (Rasheed Ahmed) is the lord of the entire 
universe." Is he not making Rasheed Ahmed equal to Allah? Allah forbid! Why was the 
same word "murabbi" for Rasheed Ahmed which he used for Allah? Is this not Shirk? 

 

 

Reproduction of a paragraph of "Ad-Daulatul Makkiyah" in connection with the Unseen 
Knowledge of Allah's Favourites.  



 

                                                         Jummah in Prison 

 

Respected Mufti 

As Salaamu Alaikum 

  

I have been a qualified Molvi for the past twenty years. I am working as an Imam (Pesh 
Imam) in a small town in Pennsylvania, U.S.A. I am the only Imam in this area within a 
50 mile radius. Recently, I started working in a Government Prison (Jail). There are 
about 50 to 150 Muslim prisoners in each prison. I conduct Jummah prayers there also. 

  

The question raised was whether I am allowed to conduct Jummah prayer in two places 
in the same day. Which Madhab allows it and which does not allow it?   

  

Please write to us as soon as possible.  

  

Was Salaam  

  

K. Sayed Mohamed Jamali 

1043 E Norwegian - S.I. 

Pottsville. PA (790) 

Pennsylvania (1790) 



U.S.A.  

  

THE ANSWER 

  

There is no legitimacy to lead Jummah prayer anywhere after you have performed it in 
one place. It is not allowed to perform Jummah prayer in the Jail at any cost. Prisoners 
should recite Zuhar Namaaz individually. 

  

Wallahu Ta'ala Aalam (Allah Knows best).  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

22 Rabbi-ul Akhir 1414 

 

                                      The Profit Obtained from an Islamic Bank 

 

South Africa 

15 Safar 1419 

9 June 1998  

  

I have been asked to orally explain what is the rule of Shari'ah in case an Islamic Bank 
pays a specific amount of profit against an amount deposited in that Bank. 

  



I have to say in this issue that it seems to be illegitimate, apparently, as it is a profit, 
which has been obtained against no substitution, and such a profit is unlawful if the 
dealing takes place between two Muslims 

.   

However, if we investigate the matter carefully, we will assert categorically, that this 
profit is legitimate for a Muslim. It is very clear that the Bank never retains the 
deposited money, but it invests this money in business, so that it grows and this 
increasing money must be added to the capital deposit. Hence, we can consider this 
money as a part of the money belonging to the depositor.  

  

It is, therefore, legitimate to accept such a profit from an Islamic Bank as the depositor 
has invested the money in business, knowingly and willingly,, this way of business is 
called "Mudaraba" according to Shari'ah. It is legitimate provided that the profit is not 
specified. There is no objection if the percentage is specified.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 

                                                 Circumcision of Women 

 

The following question was posed to Mufti Naseem Ashraf Habibi (South Africa) who in 
turned requested Allama Mufti Mohammad Akhtar Raza Azhari to provide the answer. 
Hadrat was at the moment in Johannesburg, South Africa.  

 

QUESTION:  



  

What is the Islamic ruling concerning the following question: Is the circumcision of 
women permissible in Islam? 

  

Mahomed Yunus Abdul Karrim 

Durban. South Africa  

  

THE ANSWER:  

  

The circumcision of women in not Sunnah and neither has it been an emphasized 
command in Shari'at. It is a tradition in certain of the Arab countries.  

  

It is stated in the Hadith Shareef that: 

  

 

"Circumcision is Sunnah for men, and for women it is only better." 

  

It is in "Dur're Mukhtar" that: 

  

 



"The circumcision of women is not Sunnah, but for the sake of the men, it is something 
which is better and this statement that it is Sunnah is Da'eef (weak)." 

  

Where the tradition of circumcision for women is not present, it should not be started 
since this will cause people to laugh at and make a mockery of Shari'at. For further 
reference, refer to "Fatawa Afriqa" of A'la Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu).  

  

Almighty Allah knows best.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 

                                                       Wearing of the Tie 

 

QUESTION:  

  

What do the theologians say about fastening the Tie? What was the Judicial Verdict of 
A'la Hadrat and Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam (radi Allahu anhuma) on this issue? Please 
clarify. 

  

Mohammed Shahabuddin Razvi 

Bareilly Shareef 

India  



  

ANSWER:  

  

Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam-e-Hind (radi Allahu anhu) used to say, "Tie is a refutation of the 
Quran."  

  

The Holy Quran states that the Jews did not kill Hadrat 'Isa (alaihis salaam) and that 
they did not crucify him, but that Allah made for them one like him. Certainly, they 
never killed him. Therefore, Christians make the sign of the Cross in remembrance of 
his (Hadrat 'Isa alaihis salaam's) "crucifixion" and keep the knot (i.e. the Tie around the 
necks). The persons sitting in the presence of Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam-e-Hind (radi 
Allahu anhu) always observed him expressing annoyance when he saw anybody 
wearing a Tie around his neck. Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam Hind (radi Allahu anhu) used to 
make that person take off his Tie. Further, he used to call it the signs of the Christians. 
The verdict of Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam Hind (radi Allahu anhu) is re-enforced with some 
reasons:  

  

(1) I would like, relying on the Help of Allah, to lay the basis of this issue on the 
universally admitted point, that is, that the Cross is unanimously considered by all 
Muslims and non-Muslims as the sign of the Christians. The Cross is applicable to the 
structure on which, according to Christian belief, Hadrat 'Isa (alaihis salaam) was 
crucified, as well as to the well-known sign (i.e. the Cross). Accordingly, it is stated in 
the famous English Dictionary, "Practical Advanced Twentieth Century Dictionary", 
under the word "CROSS", as below:  

  



 

"Stake with a traverse bar used for crucifixion; the Cross, wooden structure on which, 
according to the Christian religion's belief, Jesus was crucified; Anything shaped 
like    or   ; the sign of the Cross."  

  

(2) This sign, according to Christian belief, is considered to be the reason of protection 
from misfortune and is also regarded as a means of prosperity. Accordingly, the same 
Dictionary, quoted above, says under the"CROSS" as follows:  

  

"Cross (oneself); make the sign of the Cross with the hand as a religious act among 
Christians."  

  

(3) If you see a Tie in the light of the above mentioned facts, it will be clearly evident 
that the Tie resembles the structure of crucifixion, especially the straight and wide strip 
which is more similar to the Cross plank. This part is also sacred and respectable in the 
beliefs of Christians as well as the full Cross. It is also clear by the above-mentioned 
facts that they (the Christians) consider making the sign of the Cross even with their 
hands in the air as a means of prosperity. Hence, why would they not consider to keep 
the sign of the full Cross or part of the Cross as a reason of grace! Certainly, according 
to their tenet, this is a reason of compassion; this is the Tie, which Christians use to tie 
around their necks.  

  



(4) If you attentively notice a Tie fastened around the neck of a man, it will come to 
light that the Tie lying on the chest between the two shoulders is representing the entire 
Cross. But, by a little deliberation, it is also clear that the whole Cross is existent on the 
Tie.  

  

 

This is because when the knot is made after having put the strip around the neck, two 
strips cross each other at the same time (point) on that knot and these two strips lie on 
the collar-bone making this form. It shows the Cross structure and the stranglehold 
apparently. Now, if you put a pin to it, then another Cross is formed. This is clear by the 
given form. So the Tie represents the Cross by some means and brings the remembrance 
of the crucifixion to the Christians. In short, the Tie is quite a Cross including the knot, 
which is the redundant thing.  

  

In the same manner, you compare the bow-tie with a neck-tie. The form of the Cross is 
existing, meanwhile, the bow-tie is tied around the neck as it appears by the given 
form.  

  

The Cross, as well as anything like the Cross, is the religious symbol of the Christians. 
Now, either you admit that the tie is a Cross or you accept that it is similar to the Cross. 
On both the conditions: that it is a religious sign of the Christians, and whichever thing 



that is considered to be a sign of non-Muslims would not be legitimate on any account 
even if, Allah forbid, that it becomes common in any manner.  

  

(5) The status of the Tie has been found out to the prudent by means of observation of 
it's shape. But the Tie has got so much importance amongst Christians that they put the 
Tie on the dead body also. So, indeed, it is their customary manner, which makes 
Muslims deserve disgrace and Hell. Muslims cannot have the legitimacy to use it. 
Muslims must strictly abstain from it and must also not wear shirts and pants, etc. 
Muslims have to revive their culture, which is present in the Sunnat, i.e. the practice of 
the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) and the behaviour of religious 
preceptors. They must not put on the Tie in the name of job, etc. Muslims must rely on 
Allah and repose confidence in the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam). They 
must resist the unlawful conditions of others vigorously. Of course, Muslims will 
ultimately meet with success as Allah promises to help you if you assist His religion. So, 
Muslims must not accept on any account a job or post when he is forced to use a Tie or 
to accept such illegitimate conditions because the hypocrisy and dullness in religious 
affairs is a violent detriment to the religion and it causes the Anger of Allah. As it is said 
in the Holy Quran: If Allah is Angry, Allah forbid, nobody can assist you in the whole 
universe and if Allah leaves you, then there is no helper for you.  

  

(6) The Tie itself is just a testimony, which signifies the religion of Christianity. So there 
is no need for any other evidence. Even then, all Muslims and non-Muslims agree to the 
fact that the Tie is a symbol of Christianity as it appeared many times during enquiry 
from people. It happened just last year that a convert (Muslim) told me that the Tie was 
considered as a dress of respect to the Church. In this way, it's religious standing comes 
to light. Also as a clergyman told a Pakistani theologian, "The reward is increased by 
fastening the Tie according to their belief", as Mufti Naseem Ashraf, a resident of 
Durban, South Africa, told me.  



  

Hence, find out the insight of Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam Hind (radi Allahu anhu) in Islamic 
law and estimate the range of his information about the habits and affairs of 
contemporary persons. Certainly, a theologian must be such that he must have 
awareness about the people of his time, despite having no contact with them. No doubt, 
after having known all the principles of Islamic Law, the knowledge of people's 
conditions is necessary for a theologian. Hadrat Mufti-e-Azam (radi Allahu anhu) has 
got a great reach in this field. Therefore, Ulama used to say that "Whoever is not aware 
of the people of his time, he is ignorant."  

  

(7) After all this, few words are quoted from A'la Hadrat's (radi Allahu 
anhu) work, "Fatawa Razvia" for the sake of attaining blessings. Here is a question and 
part of the answer:  

  

QUESTION: Zaid used to wear the coat, shirt with collar and neck-tie, Turkish cap and 
pishwari pyjama and boots and has his hair (done) in English fashion. Amar says, "It has 
resemblance with Christians." Zaid says, "No. On any account a little difference is 
enough to escape likeness." Which of the two is right? Please clarify. May Allah reward 
you.  

  

ANSWER: Whichever (of these), which are considered to be symbols of non-Muslims or 
of sinful and disobedient persons, it is absolutely forbidden to adopt it willingly without 
a lawful reason, even if it is a single thing for it that will certainly bring resemblance 
with them in this very way. This very reason is enough to inhibit (its use), 
notwithstanding, no resemblance exists in other manners. It is just like the rose and 
urine. In case there is a full glass of rose water which has one drop of urine, the entire 
glass is impure as well, as if it is full of urine. After going ahead, he (A'la Hadrat) quoted 



the special injunction concerning the very issue to establish its identity as a symbol. 
Accordingly, he states - "Ashbaho Nazair" briefly states, "The worship of Idol is Kufr 
(infidelity) as well as fastening the band of Jews and Christians, it is alike no matter if 
the person enters their Church or if he doesn't." (Fatawa Razvia, Part 2, Vol. 10, pg. 148-
151)  

  

In this very book, a question had been put to A'la Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) about 
wearing such dress that causes no difference between Muslims and non-Muslims. A'la 
Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) stated, "It is forbidden. Allah's Rasool (sallal laahu alaihi 
wasallam) says, 'Whoever moves to resemble a nation, he is one of that nation.' But 
several conditions in this concern are considered to be infidelity, e.g. fastening the 
wasteband."  

  

Allama Abdul Ghani Nablusi (rahmatullahi alaih) states, "Having the English fashion 
dress is infidelity according to the correct decision." In is said in "Fatawa 
Khulasa" that, "If a woman tied a rope around her back and said 'it is a cross-thread', she 
becomes an infidel."  

  

In the same book, A'la Hadrat (radi Allahu anhu) has given the general rule of this issue 
as following: The generic (common, general) in this issue of the dress is that three points 
must be considered in this regard - 

(1) the origin of it (the dress) must be lawful, 

(2) to seek covering which concerns concealment, 

(3) to regard the fashion, it must not be style of non-Muslims or sinful persons. It has 
two sorts, (i) the religious sign of non-Muslims, e.g. Hindus cross-thread and special 



cap of Christians, that is, the hat (ii)specially belonging to the non-Muslim nation but 
regarded as the symbol of their religion. It is also prohibited.  

  

The Hadith-e-Sahih that was quoted before is attributed to it's apparent meaning in it's 
first condition and in it's second condition it is just for scolding and 
threatening. (Fatawa Razvia, Part 2, Vol. 10, pg. 177-8)  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari  

 

Footnote:  
A Muslim writer, E. Quraishi Sabri, made the following discovery: "Towards the end of 
the 19th Century, the Europeans omitted from dictionaries and Encyclopedias the 
introductory phrase about the necktie being a symbol of the cross ... A glance of 
Encyclopedias printed before 1898 will confirm this point." In another report, it is said 
that the practice of the necktie started on the insistence of the Pope in the year 1790 
and that by 1850 all Christian nations had accepted and implemented this order of the 
Pope. 



 

Notes made by Huzoor Taajush Shariah while compiling the fatwa on the tie. 

 

                                                Salaah Behind a non-Sunni 

 

The following three (3) questions, hereunder, have been posed by Omar Tar of 
Westville, Durban, South Africa to Hazrat Allama Mufti Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan 



Qadri Azhari on the 19th of December 1992. His Eminence replied to the questions in 
Durban, South Africa, on the 19th of December 1992. 

 

QUESTION 1  

  

Can we read Namaaz behind a Deobandi Aalim? Tahirul Qadri says that you cannot read 
Namaaz behind a Gustakhe-Rasool no matter where he is from. Tahirul Qadri read Namaaz 
behind a Deobandi Aalim.  

  

QUESTION 2  

  

Tahirul Qadri reads Namaaz behind Deobandis and persons of any School of Thought. Is it 
permissible? What is the issue of persons who perform Namaaz behind Deobandis and 
considers it permissible?  

  

QUESTION 3  

  

Is it permissible to read Namaaz behind a Sunni Aalim who has qualified in Deoband? 

ANSWER: 

  

1 & 2:  

  



No. Absolutely not. It is not permissible to read Namaaz behind a Deobandi Aalim on 
any account. Namaaz performed behind a Deobandi Aalim as well as behind 
unbelievers is totally incorrect.  

  

A question was posed to A'la Hazrat (radi Allahu anhu) concerning performance of 
Namaaz behind a Gustakhe-Rasool. In answer to this, A'la Hazrat (radi Allahu 
anhu) has clearly stated in "Ahkaam-e-Shari'ah", Vol. 1, page 128, Masalah 52, that: "He 
who recites the Quran incorrectly by changing it's meaning, or does not perform proper 
Wudhu or Ghusal or refutes a basic principle of Deen; Sects such as Wahabi, Shia, Gair 
Muqallid, Qadiani - behind these people, one's Namaaz is Baatil."  

  

Elaborating further on the non-permissibility of Salaah behind corrupt Sects, A'la 
Hazrat (radi Allahu anhu), on page 129 of the same Kitaab, further comments: "This is 
contrary to the first type, eg. Deobandis, etc. Neither is their Salaah (considered to be) 
Salaah, nor is Salaah behind them (considered) Salaah. If for Jummah or Eidain (a 
Deobandi is an Imam) and no other Muslims are found, then it is compulsory to refrain 
from performing the Jummah and Eidain. In the place of Jummah, one should perform 
the Zohar and there is no substitution for Eidain."  

  

"An Imaam is that Imaam who is a Sunni possessing correct beliefs, correct cleanliness, 
correct recital of Quran and who comprehends the laws of Salaah and cleanliness and 
is not a Fasiq. He should not possess any physical or spiritual defect, which distances 
people from him. This is the comprehensive answer to this issue. Almighty Allah is the 
Possessor of all Knowledge." 

Ahmed Raza (may Almighty Allah forgive him) 

21 Muharram-ul-Haraam 1339 A.H.  



  

So strict was A'la Hazrat's (radi Allahu anhu) command concerning these individuals 
that in the above Kitaab, Vol 2., page 178, Masalah 83, A'la Hazrat (radi Allahu 
anhu) has even considered that person an open Fasiq (Sinner) and unable to make 
Imaamat, who deliberately meets and eat with corrupt Sects.  

  

Under such conditions, if a person by just wilfully meeting and eating with a Gustakhe 
Rasool, imagine his condition of Imaan if he intentionally reads Namaaz behind persons 
of corrupt Sects and, even then, does not consider his actions to be incorrect!  

What Tahirul Qadri says regarding performance of Namaaz behind Gustakhe-Rasool 
come true to Deobandis also and the word "Gustakhe-Rasool" is applicable to Deobandis 
certainly as they have committed disrespect to the Holy Prophet Muhammad (sallal 
laahu alaihi wasallam).  

  

Deobandis have refuted the Holy Prophet Muhammad's (sallal laahu alaihi 
wasallam) Knowledge of the Unseen and they have likened his knowledge to that 
of "animals and madmen" as it is clear by the study of "Hifzul Imaan", written by Molvi 
Ashraf Ali Thanvi.  

  

Deobandis have considered the Knowledge of the Holy Prophet Muhammad (sallal 
laahu alaihi wasallam) to be reduced in comparison with Shaitaan and Malakul Maut 
(Angel of Death). Deobandis have regarded that the knowledge of Shaitaan and Malakul 
Maut to be increased by the categorical injunction of the Holy Quran. In the meantime, 
they say that there is no injunction concerning the knowledge of the Holy Prophet 
Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam). Study "Baraheene Qaatiya" written by Khalil 
Ahmed Ambetwi.  



  

Deobandis do not consider the Holy Prophet Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi 
wasallam) as the Last Messenger of Almighty Allah, whereas it has been unanimously 
considered to be a principle of Religion from the beginning till this time.  

  

Therefore, the Ulema of Makka and Medina, etc. have unanimously stated that these 
persons who have such beliefs have become infidels (Kaafirs).  

  

Likewise, whosoever doubts the infidelity of these persons he is also an infidel, as it is 
written in detail in"Husaamul Haramain", "Tamheed-e-Imaan", etc. by A'la Hazrat (radi 
Allahu anhu), the Reviver of Islam.  

  

Now you can derive the rule concerning Tahirul Qadri and you can easily note that he 
himself has violated the rule which he himself told you regarding the Gustakhe-Rasool, 
as he himself performs Namaaz behind Deobandis who are slanderers (Gustakhe-
Rasool) against the Holy Prophet Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) and 
considers it as permissable. So the above Fatawa of the Ulama-e-Haramain, etc. is 
applicable to Tahirul Qadri as he committed infidelity doing such and stating so in 
concern of performance of Namaaz behind Deobandis.  

  

If Tahirul Qadri refutes the Fatawa of Ulema-e-Haramain, then he appears as a person 
refusing the consensus of the Ulema-e-Islam and going astray from the Deen of Islam. 
However, he must put a plea to establish his claim if he considers Deobandis as 
Muslims. 

  



3: 

  

A Sunni is he who does not have any Kufree Aqidah, who does not defame or slander 
the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam), and who does not consider Deobandis 
and non-Believers as Muslims. To read Namaaz behind him is permissable provided 
that he should be able to be an Imaam (one who leads the prayer) no matter where he 
has qualified from. 

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

 



 



 

  

 

        The Superiority of the Holy Prophet Muhammad (Sallalahu Alaihi Wa Sallam) 

 

QUESTION:  

  

In which Aayaats of the Quran is stated that Rasoolullah (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) is 
superior than all the Prophets and all the creations?  

  



ANSWER:  

  

It is clear from so many verses of the Holy Quran. Hereby I would like to content with 
some verses of the Holy Quran. Hereby I would like to content with some verses of the 
Holy Quran wherein the supremacy and the preference of our beloved Prophet 
Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) has been declared very clearly. Allah says: 

  

 

These are the Prophets. We have preferred some of them above others. Among them one 
is that Allah spoke to him and Allah has made the ranks of one of them above all. (Sura 
2: Verse 253) 

  

All Ulema unanimously state that the person Allah mentioned about him that he has 
made his ranks higher than all is our Prophet Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi 
wasallam). This was a first evidence, which clarifies the preference of Holy Prophet 
Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam).  

  

The second one is as follows: Allah states in His Holy Quran:  

  

 



i.e. 0 Rasul recall the occasion when Allah made an agreement with his previous 
Prophets, if I grant You a Divine Book and sageness (Hikmat) then a Rasul comes to you 
certifying whatever you have obtained from Me, you have to believe him.  

(Sura 3: Verse 81) 

  

Hence, you can know clearly that Allah has never granted prophecy to anybody unless 
he believed our beloved Prophet Muhammad (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam). So this 
Ayate Karima is significant and an indication from which one can know that our 
Prophet is the Messenger for all, whether they are Prophets or followers.  

  

Now, I am offering the third evidence, which is as follows: 

  

Allah says: Ayate Durood:  

 

No doubt Allah and His Angels praise the Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) 
and convey the Salutations to him, 0 Believers send Durood and pay a lot of Salutations 
(Salaam) to the Holy Prophet. (Sura 33: Verse 56) 

  

Allama Jalaluddin Sayyuti (alaihir Rahma) has derived from this verse that the prophecy 
of our Holy Prophet(sallal laahu alaihi wasallam) is quite absolute and it is comprising 
all even the Angels of Almighty Allah.  

  

Hence, Aala Hazrat (alaihir Rahma) says in his Naat: 



  

 

  

Should I ask Ambiya Kiraam 

O my esteemed Ambiya is our Messenger for you? 

Ambiya replied: As Almighty is One for all, similarly our Nabi and 

your Nabi and everyone's Nabi is one.  

  

Further Aala Hazrat (alaihir Rahma) says:  

 

The favourites of Allah are superior than whole universe and the Prophets are more 
virtuous that Awliya and our Nabi is most preferred than the Prophets. 

  

Whoever requires more details in this regard he must go over the book "Tajallil 
Yakeen", writer - Aala Hazrat Imam Ahmed Raza Khan Bareilly (radi Allahu anho).  

  

Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

19 Safar 1421 Hijri 



24 May 2000 

 

                                            Khula (Separation by Compensation) 

 

QUESTION  

  

Most Respected And Honorable Taajush Shari'ah Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammed 
Akhtar Raza Khan Qaaderi Azhari Qibla  

  

As Salaamu Alaikum  

  

All Praise due to Almighty Allah, Peace and Salutations upon the Most Perfect, Exalted 
and Glorified of creation, Sayyiduna Rasoolullah (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam).  

  

I pray that Hadrat be in good health on receiving this fax. I humbly request Hadrat to 
remember this humble servant in his Du'as. Huzoor! The following Islamic queries are 
being presented to your honorable self for the Islamic verdicts.  

  

A girl has been living separate from her husband for almost two years. She left his home 
and went to her parent?s home, because he was not treating her well. Her condition 
was so serious on return to her parent?s home, that she needed psychiatric treatment. 
She now does not wish to be in his Nikah any longer, as she is afraid of living with him. 
She has thus requested him to give her Talaaq, which he refuses to do. She has now 
asked him if he would agree to some sort of arrangement where he may give her 



Talaaq. On this request, he has agreed to Khula if her family pays him an amount of 
more than One Hundred Thousand U.S. Dollars, which he claims its for honeymoon, 
marriage, and loss of business expenses. It must also be noted that when he married, he 
claimed to be a Sunni, but it was later established that he associated with non-Sunni?s 
and even prays Salaah behind them.  

1.1 Is it permissible for him to demand such a huge amount for the reasons he has 
presented?  

1.2 What is the proper method of Khula?  

1.3 Is there any other way to dissolve this marriage since the husband is arrogant and will not 
give Talaaq?  

Moulana Muhammed Afthab Cassim 

Harare 

Zimbabwe  

24 July 2000 

  

ANSWER  

  

In response to your questions: 

  

Answer to 1.1, 1.2, 1.3:  

  

It is not permissible to demand the mentioned sum for honeymoon, marriage and loss of 
business. It is totally Haraam to force the girl to pay the said amount. However if she 



forcibly pays this money to get rid of the oppressive husband, in this case the girl is not 
liable for this unavoidable payment and the husband is a sinner and it is necessary for 
him to give the divorce.  

  

However, if this agreement takes place one 'Talaaq Baa'in' should be occurring on the 
girl, provided that he must say "I gave you Talaaq" or "I made Khula on condition that 
you must pay the said amount to me", but there is a considerable matter that has been 
mentioned in the question, i.e. he has associated with non-Sunnis and even prays the 
Salaah behind them.  

  

If this is true, then there is no longer Nikah between the girl and the boy. If he has 
wrong tenets and false beliefs like Wahabis and he used to perform Namaaz behind the 
Wahabis knowingly, considering them as Muslims, in this case the girl has got 
legitimacy to make Nikah with any other person she likes.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

31 July 2000 

 

                                          Re-Burial by Government Authorities 

 

QUESTION  

  

A Sunni Muslim passed away in Portugal more than twenty years ago. In those days 
there was no Muslim cemetery, so he was buried in a public cemetery. Now after all 



these years, the family who live in Zimbabwe have been informed by the Portuguese 
authorities, that the law of Portugal is that, due to shortage of burial space, the bodies 
are exhumed after a certain amount of years. The remains of this particular person have 
already been removed, placed in a box, and kept by the Portuguese authorities in a hole 
in a wall, which is covered by a door and then locked. The keys to this are then sent to 
his family. The family in Harare has tried through various sources to have the body re-
buried in Portugal, but the Portuguese authorities will not allow this. They have also 
tried to fly the remains to Zimbabwe for re-burial, but the Zimbabwean authorities 
rejected even this, as the deceased was a Pakistani citizen.  

  

Huzoor! The family wishes to query the Islamic verdict on what should be done in this 
very delicate matter. The family does not wish to transgress the Shari'ah in any way, but 
have no way of convincing the authorities to allow them to do as the Shari'ah 
commands. Please inform us of the Islamic ruling in the above case and options that can 
be used?  

  

Moulana Muhammed Afthab Cassim 

Harare 

Zimbabwe  

24 July 2000 

  

ANSWER  

  



The matter is quite unavoidable. In this case there are not liable for the sin, which has 
been done by others, and they are not obliged to do anything as they are quite 
compelled.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

31 July 2000 

 

                       Performing Salaah behind Wahabis and other Misled Groups 

 

QUESTION: 

  

Is it permissible to pray Namaaz behind Wahabis or other misled groups; to send 
children to their madressas and Darul Ulooms and pray for their forgiveness 

(Magfirat)?  

  

The above questions were posed by Mureeds in Leicester to Taaj-e-Shari'ah, Hazrat 
Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari. The following Fatwa was 
dictated orally by Hazrat regarding the above topics on 28th of July 1999, typed later 
and signed by his Eminence.  

  

ANSWER:  

  



I have been asked verbally about performing Namaaz behind Wahabis and other misled 
groups and about other issues. I have to say, on the first issue, that it is not permissible 
at all to perform Namaaz behind Wahabis and any other misled persons.  

  

He who performs Namaaz behind Wahabis and other misled persons loses his Namaaz 
and gives up his Imaan as well if he does so intentionally and knowingly. It is also not 
permissible to enter their Mosque in case it is not needed and one can move to a Sunni 
Mosque. Likewise, it is totally forbidden to attend their funeral and pray for their 
forgiveness (Magfirat). Allah has prohibited such actions in the Holy Quran as He has 
categorically said:  

  

Surah Tauba:  

 

Para 10, Surah 9, Ayat 84.  

  

It is my advice to all Sunnis and especially to the Mureeds of Silsila Razvia to keep away 
from all these wrong doings. Please also avoid sending your children to Wahabi 
Madressas and Darul Ulooms and bring them up in a Sunni environment and make 
them refrain from being Wahabi. I have just communicated through my advice the 
Divine Order of Allah and His Holy Prophet (sallal laahu alaihi wasallam). May Allah 
bestow Muslims to abide by Shari'ah and obey its rules and follow the behaviour of 
Buzurgaane Deen. Aameen.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 

 



                                                      Khomeini and Shia'ism 

 

QUESTION  

  

In Erasmia there is a Mosque bearing the name "Sayyidina Abu Bakr Mosque". On the 
sacred day of Friday, a huge colour portrait of Khomeini was conspicuously displayed at 
its entrance. In fact, this Mosque is publicly being used to promote views of Khomeini 
and Shia'ism. On many ocassions, scholars and speakers from overseas, who gave 
Khomeini the status of Islamic leader, are invited to address Muslims in an effort to 
promote Shia? propaganda. This has resulted in many uneducated and simple-minded 
Muslims accepting these Khomeini-orientated speakers as their leaders. This status quo 
is still maintained despite warning the management of the Mosque of this dangerous 
practice through a hand delivered letter and pamphlets.  

  

In the light of Shari'ah, clarity is sought in respect of the under-mentioned questions:- 

1. Is Khomeini a Believer and can he become a religious guide of Muslims? 

2. What is the Ruling of Shari'ah regarding those who accept Khomeini as their religious 
leader? 

3. Is it permissible to display Khomeini's portrait at the entrance of the Mosque at the time of 
Friday prayer? 

4. Should the above-mentioned Mosque, which is being used for the promotion of Shia? beliefs 
activities, be declared as ?Imambara? or should it be allowed to maintain the name of Sayyidina 
Abu Bakr Mosque? 



5. If the present management do not change the name of the Masjid and continue with their 
above-mentioned activities, then is it permissible for the Muslims to offer Salaah in it? Would it 
be proper for Muslims to send their children to Madressa and school under their control? 

6. Despite efforts to restrain the management of this Mosque from refraining from promoting 
their activities and views, if they still continue to maintain their status quo, what should the 
attitude and relationship of the general Muslims be with them?  

Was Salaam  

  

Sunni Action Committee (Laudium and Erasmia Branch) 

P.O. Box 14078 

Laudium. 0037 

Pretoria 

South Africa  

  

ANSWER:  

  

1. As you know and every Sunni Muslim knows that Khomeini was the leader of the 
Shia?. Shia? are no more Muslim. They are certainly apostate and struck off the circle of 
Islam due to their wrong tenets and beliefs, which are contrary to Islam. 

  

I would like to put up here the categorical diction of Aala Hadrat Maulana Shah Ahmad 
Raza Khan Sahib Qadri(alaihir Rahma) from the unique book Al Motamad. According, 
he says as follows:  



  

 

(Al Mustanidul Motamad, pg. 241)  

  

i.e. all Shia's comprising their Mujtahid Ulemas and illiterates and men and women 
expressed that the Quran is incomplete, the Holy Sahaba have lessened it as they 
dropped out some Suras and Ayat from Quran and they clearly declared the proficiency 
of Hazrat Ali (radi Allahu anhu) and sacred Imaams of Ahle Bait above the former 
Messengers of Allah. You can't find anyone of Shia free from these false beliefs. 
Morever, they consider such an entity who issues an order and regrets thereafter to he a 
God. According, Aala Hadrat (alaihir Rahma) says in his Fatawa as follows:  

  

 

(Fatawa Razvia, Vol. 1, pg. 743)  

  

In the light of the foregoing, you can know the rule of Islam regarding apostate 
Khomeini. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam.  

  

2. They are apostate like him. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam.  



  

3. Not at all. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam.  

  

(4.5.6.) It is an Imambara definitely. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. It is not permissible to 
perform Salaah in such a place. Children must he kept away from their reach and 
guardians must avoid sending them to the Madrasa or school of Shia's. Sunni Muslims 
must keep away from them to save their Imaan. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 

Markazi Darul Ifta 

S2 Saudagran Bareilly Shareef 

2 April 2000 

 

                                                                  Beard 

 

QUESTION: 

  

Dear Moulana/Mufti Sahib  

As Salaamu Alaikum  

  



We, the Pretoria Muslim Trust (PMT) Mosque Committee, write this letter to you, 
requiring a detailed explanation on a "burning" issue, which our community is 
presently facing.  

  

Kindly detail us on the following:  

1. What is the Shar'ee requirement for the beard of an lmaam of a Masjid?  

2. Can a person who has a heard, which is small in length, lead Salaah in Jamaat? (We relate 
this with special regards to the Huffaz leading Taraweeh Salaah in Ramadan).  

3. It is difficult to find Huffaz with full-length beard in South Africa because the majority of 
them do not keep that length beard. In this difficult situation, can a Hafiz lead Salaah of 
Taraweeh whose beard is short?  

4. Some people are of the opinion that the length of the beard of the lmaam (or one leading 
Salaah in Jamaat) is not of importance to his leading the Salaah. Is this opinion of theirs correct 
in the light of the Shari?ah?  

Adding to this dilemma is the fact that we see Sunni Ulema who have beards of variant 
lengths (some full, some short).  

  

We trust you will find this in order and wait in anticipation for your detailed reply to 
the above questions. 

  

Jazakallah Khair  

May Allah reward you ten fold.  

  

The PMT Mosque Committee 



1 September 1999 

20 Jamadil Ula 1420 A.H. 

  

ANSWER:  

  

Few years ago, I have been asked about the persons who have beards shorter than 
fistful, whether they can lead the congregational prayer. Replying to this question, I 
stated categorically that he who shaves his beard or gets his beard less than fistful is 
declared sinful. To such a person who commits this sin is not able to lead the Jamaat. 

  

It is Makruh-e-Tahrimi to perform Namaaz behind him. My answer is remaining the 
same to the question, which have been put to other Muftis. The verdict issued by other 
Muftis in this regard has been forwarded to me so that I express comments on 

it. I have to say in this regard regretfully that: 

  

1. This Fatwa is very uncourageous to the people who have their beards shorter than 
fistful. 

  

2. It is degrading the importance of Sunnah and the rules of Shari'ah as well, as it is 
clear. 

  

3.  Both the Muftis have adopted a non-preferable opinion and it is forbidden at all to 
adopt a non-preferable view as it is well known to the Muftis, who are aware of the 
Rules of Ifta (issuing verdict). It is stated in Durre Mukhtar that we are bound to follow 



whatever the previous Ulema preferred and whatever they have considered to be 
correct just as if they would have given us the verdict in their lifetime. 

  

4. Before said (the above-mentioned) opinion is non-preferable if it is supposed to be 
about Fasiq-e-Molin (declared sinful). In case, we suppose it to be said about the other 
kind of Fasiq, i.e. Ghair Molin (non- declared sinful) then it is right and there is no 
difference between the foregoing words of the Bahrur Raiq and there is no evidence on 
the hands of Muftis.  

  

In this very Bahrur Raiq, Allama Zain Bin Nujain wrote a Hadith narrated by Abu 
Dawood which says: There are three persons whom Allah never accepts their Namaaz. 
One of them is the man who comes forward to lead the people in Namaaz meanwhile 
they hate him. It is clear to every one that people hate the declared sinful. Therefore, in 
the same before said book the above-mentioned Allama says that it is expedient that the 
Karahat in regard with the Imaam should be Tahreemi.  

  

This very Allama in this very book brought so many words from Fathul Qadeer, etc. 
which clearly confirm that the leadership of a Fasiq-e-Molin (declared sinful) is 
Makrooh Talirimi and people are allowed to follow to such an Imaam only in Jummah 
on condition that it is impossible to keep him away from the Jamaat, otherwise it is not 
permissible even in Jumma while people can move to another Mosque. Now you can 
easily get that the Hadith(Perform Namaaz behind every pious and sinner) is not an 
absolute permission to follow the sinners. It legitimizes to follow the sinners only in 
such a condition while refraining from their leadership may raise hue and cry. So this is 
a limited legitimacy in unavoidable circumstances and it is just similar to the saying i.e. 
He who undergoes two kinds of trial, he should choose the lighter one. Justifying the 
above-mentioned statement, I can recite many Hadith and verses and I did write some 
of the evidences in my detailed fatwa in Urdu. Here I want to conclude with a Hadith 



narrated by Ibne Maja which says: A sinner must not lead Momin at all but only while 
he is overpowering where Momin is frightened by his lash or sword. 

  

Hence, you may know the rule of Shari'ah in this issue. Compressing my comments in 
these few words, I am ending this letter praying that Allah bestows the Muslims to abide 
by the Shari'ah and to keep on the right path of the right path of the Ahle Sunnat Wal 
Jamaat. I have elaborated the statement in my Fatwa in Urdu. Whoever wants details, he 
must go over the Fatwa. English speaking people must ask any Urdu reader to explain it 
to them.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 

 



 



 



 



 

  

 

                              "Ignorant" Sunnis Praying Salaah behind Wahabis 

 

QUESTION  

  



In this time, we find many Sunni's who due to (a) ignorance (b) some personal 
grievance (c) for so called convenience, etc. pray Salaah behind Wahabis (not knowing 
their actual Aqeeda).  

1. If such a person dies, can his Janaza be prayed by a Sunni?  

2. Can the Nikah of such a person be performed by a Sunni?  

24 July 2000 

Moulana Muhammed Afthab Cassim 

Harare 

Zimbabwe  

  

ANSWER  

  

What does it mean "ignorance"? The questioner should have been explained it first of 
all. However, if ignorance means that the person did'nt know the rule of Shari'ah 
regarding the performance of Namaaz behind the Wahabi Imaam, in this case whoever 
performs Namaaz behind Wahabi knowingly is sinful and if he considers the Wahabi 
Imaam as Muslims then he is most sinner like him and he is no longer Sunni. In this 
case the performance of Janaza Namaaz of such a person is forbidden totally.  

  

The answer to the rest of the conditions is the same as afore said. It is illegitimate to 
perform Nikah of such a person if he considers Wahabi as a Muslim, otherwise the 
performance of Nikah is allowed, i.e. if he is Sunni and doesn't have false beliefs and 
doesn?t regard Wahabis as Muslims.  

  



[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

31 July 2000 

 

                                     Janaza of a Sunni who Prays behind a Wahabi 

 

QUESTION  

  

If a Sunni (non-Alim) who performs prayer at a Wahabi Musjid dies, and his Janaza is 
prayed by a Wahabi, can Fateha and Yaseen Khatam, etc. be made for such a person by 
Sunni?s at the request of his or her his family?  

  

Moulana Muhammed Afthab Cassim 

Harare 

Zimbabwe  

24 July 2000 

  

ANSWER  

  

If the deceased knowingly prayed behind Wahabis and regarded the Wahabi as Muslim 
then prayer for him (Fateha, Yaseen Khatam, etc.) is forbidden.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 



31 July 2000 

 

                                                           Beard of an Imam 

 

QUESTION:  

  

It is well known, that Namaaz is not done behind a person with no Beard. However, we 
would like to query whether the Namaaz of a person without a beard will be done 
behind an Imaam without a beard?  

  

Moulana Muhammed Afthab Cassim 

Harare 

Zimbabwe  

24 July 2000 

  

ANSWER:  

  

This is quite forbidden. The Imaam must have a Beard.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadiri Azhari 

31 July 2000  



                        Verdict of Shariah on the Use of the Microphone in Salaah 

 

QUESTION 

  

Huzoor, What do the Ulema-e-Haqq have to say with regard to the following issue:- 

1. Zaid says that Huzoor Mufti-e-Azam Hind (radi Allahu anhu) said that the Imaam who 
intentionally puts his voice into the microphone for the purpose of leading Salaah then the 
Salaah itself will not be accepted.The question is, is this statement of Zaid correct or not? Please 
explain fully.  

  

2. If the Imaam's Salaah is invalidated by him putting his voice into the microphone, then will 
the Jamaat's Salaah be invalid as well? 

I beg your forgiveness for causing any disrespect to your honoured self. 

  

Jazakumullah Khair 

Was Salaam  

  

Brother Ghulam Shamshuddeen Ahmad 

6-7 California Street 

Crosby 2000 

Johannesburg 

South Africa 



I8 May 2 000  

  

ANSWER  

  

With virtue to the question posed, the Ruling is as follows:  

  

1. Yes.  

  

2. Yes.  

  

For a detailed explanation, peruse the attached verdict.  

  

Wallahu Ta'ala Alam.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 

Harare Zimbabwe 

19 May 2000 

 

                          Verdict of Shariah on the Use of the Microphone in Salaah 

 

QUESTION:  



  

What do the Ulema-e-Deen advise on performing Salaah behind the loudspeaker as I 
attend the local Masjid that has the mike system and the Imam is Sunni?  

  

A detailed reply will be much appreciated.  

  

May Allah reward the Honourable Mufti Saheb.  

  

Sayed Abdul Aziz 

Durban 

South Africa 

20 April 2000  

  

ANSWER:  

  

I have to say in regard with the usage of the microphone during the performance of 
Salaah that it is not legitimate to use the microphone during Salaah as it is necessary 
that the Muqtadies must hear the original voice of the Imaam. The voice, which has 
been heard from the microphone, is not the original voice of Imaam but it is something 
different, although it resembles the Imaam's voice. That is why the Ulema say 
unanimously that if somebody hears the Aayat-e-Sajdah from an echo of the bird, it is 
not obligatory (Waajib) to perform Sajdaye Tilawat.  

  



Therefore, the performance of Salaah on the microphone is either incorrect (Fasid) 
certainly of somebody who is relying on the voice of the microphone and neither 
hearing the voice of Imaam nor observing the Muqtadies in front of him or it is 
suspected to be incorrect (Fasid) in case the microphone fails to convey voice of Imaam 
because in this case the position of the Imaam is uncertain as people would not know 
whether their Imaam is still carrying on Salaah or he finished it. Beside this, if the 
microphone needs lots of action from the Imaam to pass over his voice to the 
microphone, then the Salaah of both the Imaam and the Muqtadies is incorrect (Fasid).  

  

Hence, you can know how much of foresight is important during Salaah. That is why 
the circumspect Ulema like Mufti-e-Azam Hind and others prohibit the usage of 
microphone during the performance of Salaah. Before ending I have to say that you 
never renounce the Jamaat, if you get proper Sunni Muslim pious and able Imaam and 
to prevent incorrection (Fasad) of Salaah, you can stand just behind the Imaam or 
anywhere in the forward line or wherever your place is not relying on the voice of 
microphone but observing the action of Muqtadies. It is because of the importance of 
Jamaat so it must not be given up if a proper Sunni, pious and able Imam is available. 
Wallahu Ta' ala Alam.  

  

[Mufti] Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri Azhari 

Markazi Darul Ifta 

82 Saudagran Bareilly Shareef 

15-5-2000 

 

                                                   SIGHTING OF THE MOON 

 



As Salaamu Alaikum Wa Rahmatullahi Wa Barakaatuhu  

  

QUESTION  

  

What is the verdict of the Learned Ulama and the Muftis in the following case: 

  

Every year in Durban, the Sunni Ulama take a telephone message from Cape Town 
which is about 1700 kilometres away from Durban, to commence Ramadaan or Eid. 
This year the very same procedure was followed. Our Jamaat, however, does not follow 
this system and thus relies on proper Shahaadat. When we heard that the moon was 
sighted, we began to investigate where it was sighted, so that we may attain proper 
Shahaadat if possible. 

  

On investigation we found out that the moon was not seen in Cape Town, but was seen 
in Johannesburg. After speaking to some Sunni Ulama there, we were informed that the 
Shahaadat procedure did not take place in front of any of them but that they had only 
heard that the moon was seen and thus announced Eid. 

  

As for the Sunni Ulama in Durban, they took the telephonic message of the sighting in 
Johannesburg from Cape Town and also announced Eid on this message. After making 
contact with the Cape Town Hilaal Committee, we were sent a fax to say that the moon 
was not seen in Cape Town, but was seen in Johannesburg. The names of the witnesses 
were present on the fax and all three witnesses were Wahabi Molvis (according to the 
information on the fax) from Mias Farm, a famous Wahabi institute. We also confirmed 
that those who gave testimony in Johannesburg were Wahabi and the person to whom 
they gave Shahaadat and who announced the Shahaadat was also a Wahabi. 



  

When this information surfaced, then between 11.30 p.m. and 12.30 p.m., a reputable 
Sunni Aalim from our Jamaat called various Ulama and informed them that they had 
announced Eid on the message from Shahaadat from Wahabis. They replied by saying, 
that they had already announced that the following day was Eid, and there was nothing 
that they could do as retracting will case umume balwa. Another reputable Sunni Aalim 
was called various times and the Aalim from our Jamaat asked his permission to present 
the fax to him. He answered by saying that he had no need to see the fax, as he had 
already made the announcement and the next day would be Eid.  

1. What is the law on announcing Eid on the Shahaadat of Wahabis or just by news via the 
telephone, without making proper investigation? 

2. What is the ruling concerning those Sunni Ulama who announced Eid without 
Tahqeeq? 

3. What is the ruling on those Sunni Ulama, who after being informed did not retract their 
announcement, but went ahead with Eid? 

4. Do the general public and these Aalims have to keep a Qazaa fast for this reason? 

5. What is the ruling in the issue of Umume Balwa? 

6. After this incident, should these Ulama who have been accepting telephonic messages 
for Ramadaan and Eid still accept such messages? 

7. Is there Tauba on these Ulama? If so, then what is our responsibility if they refuse to 
announce their Tauba? 

8. What is the law concerning those Ulama who accepted this practice to be wrong, but 
still made Eid on the next day? 

9. Should the Cape Town Hilaal Committee be trusted now, knowing that it took message 
from Wahabis? 



May Allah Bless you with Jaza-e-Khair.  

Was Salaam 

  

Durban Hilaal Committee 

South Africa  

  

ANSWER  

1. I have to say in this regard that it is quite unlawful to announce Eid relying on the 
telephonic call as Shariah refuses the telephonic message, fax, telegram, letter, etc. Ala 
Hazrat (alaihir Rahma) has explained this rule of Shariah in his various verdicts. He, 
who wants the detail he should go over his distinguished work Fatawa Razvia. Wallah 
Ta'ala Aalam. 

2. They are liable in the view of Islam. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

3. They must repent as they have violated the rules of Shariah and committed a great sin, 
therefore, they have to repent and seek forgiveness from Allah. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

4. Yes, they have to do. They must fast one day for the lapse. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

5. Umme Balwa means the commonness of intensity and unavoidable narrowness. What 
intensity regarding this issue Muslims should avoid violation. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

6. No, Wallah Ta?ala Aalam. 

7. Yes, of course. If they refuse to announce their repentance, they deserve to be avoided 
by the Muslims. Muslims must keep distance from them. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

8. The verdict is alike and the rule concerning them is same as above. Wallah Ta'ala 
Aalam. 



9. Not al all. Wallah Ta'ala Aalam. 

[Mufti] Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammad Akhtar Raza Khan Qadri 

01-02-2002 

 

                                                 What is Maslak-E-Aala Hazrat? 

 

QUESTION 
 
What is Maslak-e-Aala Hazrat? 
 
ANSWER 
 
Maslak-e-Aala Hazrat is not any innovated religion in the name of Aala Hazrat 
Rehmatullah Alaih. Really it is the same way which is well known amongst the Sunnis 
in the name of Maslak-e-Ahle Sunnat Wa Jama'at.  
 
I have recently delivered a speech concerning this issue in Harare. I would like you to 
go over this speech which is available on the web. 

 
Harare Lecture 

by Taajush Shariah, Hadrat Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari 
Qaadiri 

  

Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih never innovated any religion in his name. Aala Hazrat 
Rehmatullah Alaih has been awarded from ALLAH and His Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu 
Alaihi Wasallam) for his dedication to serve Islam and reforms the practices of our 



Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wasallam). Therefore, ALLAH'S real Deen is introduced by 
the name of Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih, that's why, Maslake Aala Hazrat is another 
name of Maslak-e-Ahle Sunnat Wa Jama'at.  
 
There is not enough time to elaborate his teaching; however, I can compress all his 
thoughts and teachings in a few stanzas of his poetry which present the real faith and 
right beliefs of a real Muslim concerning the Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi 
Wasallam) as he says: 
 
“Allah Ki Sar Ta Baa Qadam Shaan Hain Yeh, 
Insaa Nahin Insaan, Woh Insaan Hain Yeh, 
Quran To Imaan Batata Hai Inhein, 
Imaan Yeh Kahta Hai Meri Jaan Hain Yeh” 
 
I have come to explain what Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih says, indicating to His 
Revered and Very Esteemed Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) as he is looking at 
him. This is the Glory and Jalwa of ALLAH from head to bottom (feet). This is such a 
man that no man is like him.  
 
Moreover, I have to say aforesaid quatrain of Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih comprises 
one more belief which is not spoken but it is understood easily through the indication 
“THAT IS AQIDA-E-HAZIR-O-NAZIR” which can be explained in English in this 
manner that our Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) is present everywhere, 
observing everyone by his knowledge and through his insight. That is why the Muslim 
is instructed while performing Namaaz to consider himself in the presence of Holy 
Prophet Muhammed (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) and to say with due respect, “As 
Salaam-0-Alaika Ya Ayyuhan Nabi, Wa Rahmatullahi-Wa-Barakatuhu”. If he is unable 
to look at his beloved Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam), he must believe that his 
Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) is alive and he is in front of him observing his 
actions and looking at the condition of his heart wherever he may be.  



 
This way Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih guides Muslims how to believe the Holy 
Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) and what is the right belief regarding the Holy 
Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam)? One can realize himself through his Aqida 
that Muhammad (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) is quite unparallel, unique and 
peerless so nobody in the whole Creation can compare to Him. Quran calls on people to 
believe the Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) and calls him Imaan but 
Imaan states that the Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) is "my spirit." 
 
This is not only the teachings of Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih but also the teachings of 
Kalimah and it is the voice of every Muslim's heart so now you can know who the real 
Muslims are? There in no real Muslim but Ahle Sunnat Wa Jama'at.  
 
In this connection, I would like to recall some stanzas of Hazrat Hassan Ibn Sabit Radi 
Allaho Ta'ala Anhu, the great poet of the dawn of Islamic age. Holy Prophet Hazrat 
Muhammad (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) used to lay down the pulpit for him and 
commanded him so many times to stand on the pulpit depending the Reverential 
Prophet Hazrat Muhammad Mustafa (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) and 
communicated good news to Hazrat Hassan Ibn Sabit Radi Allaho Ta'ala Anhu stating 
“Roohul Qudus” Hazrat Jibraeel Alaihe Salaato Wasallam is defending him. As longer he 
is defending his Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam).  
 
So the above-mentioned poet of the dawn of Islamic age Hazrat Hassan Ibn Sabit Radi 
Allaho Ta'ala Anhu, praising his revered Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) says, 
“Never an eye witnessed more glorious than you, women have never given birth to the 
virtuous than you, you have been created free from every blemish, you seem to be 
created as you wished.” Every one can know through these words that Aala Hazrat 
Rehmatullah Alaih is not alone in regard with his belief concerning Holy Prophet 
(Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam), in realistic manner he complies in his belief with the 
faith of Holy Companions of Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam), and it 



proves that this is the real manner to believe Rasool (Sallal-Lahu Alaihi Wassallam) and 
the beliefs of Ahle Sunnat Wa Jamaat have been inherited from the companions of Holy 
Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam). That's why Aala Hazrat Rehmatullah Alaih 
says:  
 
“Ahle Sunnat Ka Hai Beda Paar,  
Ashaba Huzoor Najm Hai,  
Aur Nau Hai Itrat Rasool Allah Ki” 
 
i.e. “Ahle Sunnat are delivered at trust the companions of your excellence of the leading 
stars and your descendents are just like a boat for deliverance” 
 
This sense is the derivation from a Hadith in which Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi 
Wassallam) has compared his companions with the stars that has likened his defendants 
with the boat of Hazrat Nooh Alaihi Salaam.  
 
In the meantime, there are some people trying to represent Islam in a wrong way, 
actually, they are not representing Islam but they are only trying to deprive Muslims 
from the spirit of Islam, as they say, “Muhammad (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) is a 
man like others”. Unfortunately, they try to justify this wrong tenet by means of the 
verses of Holy Quran, Para (16) “Say you, apparently in facial outlook of a man, I am 
like you, I receive Revelation that your Allah is one”. (Al-Kahf: Verse 110). 
 
In this verse, ALLAH has commanded His Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) 
only to state in a humble way that he is apparently like others. Meanwhile, he is 
clarifying the things which separate him from the mankind, stating that the revelation 
comes to him that your deity is one so whilst ALLAH has commanded only His Rasool 
(Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) to make such a statement in a humble way, how can 
his believers dare to turn the simile and claim that they are like the Holy Prophet 
(Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam). 



  

It would be a very irrespective attitude towards respected Rasool (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi 
Wassallam). They believe one part of this verse, meanwhile they do not believe the other 
part i.e. “I receive Revelation” (Al-Kahf: 110). The revelation comes to me, therefore, 
ALLAH states about such people i.e. they believe in some parts of divine (Quran) and 
they do not believe in some others, while ALLAH states about Sunnis those who have got 
the certain knowledge, say, “We did believe the whole Book, every Aayat is from our 
Lord, the Almighty ALLAH.” One can know through these verses that the Revelation to 
the Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) requires an eye quite different from the 
eyes of whole mankind and it requires ears quite different from the ears of the mankind 
and a heart quite different from the hearts of mankind. Therefore, he Sallal-Laahu 
Alaihi Wassallam states: “My eyes sleep and my heart does not.” 
 
Through this statement one can derive that there is no relation corresponding to his 
eminence in any manner, except visible conditions and regarding his intrinsic status. He 
is quite different from the whole mankind, it seems to be eminent mankind but it has 
been classified in the highest rank of Angels like other Prophets, moreover, he is 
virtuous among all his Prophets. Therefore, Ulama say:  
 
“Prophets have been placed among the mankind is in regard with the apparent manners 
but regarding their intrinsic status they have been classified with the Angels, therefore, 
they observe the whole earth from East to West in one sight, they hear the cracking of 
Heaven and they smell the fragrance of Hazrat Jibraeel Alaihi Salaam while he intends 
to descend down to the Prophets and all creations that's why he himself says about him 
“If I intended to make anyone my intimate, I had Abu Bakr (Radi Allah-o-Taa`la Anhu) 
as my friend (companion). However, there is a relation between me and you in Islam 
and your Master is Khaleel (intimate) of Rehman (The Compassionate).” Naseem-ur-
Riaz, the distinguished work of Imam Shahbuddin Khifajyi. 
 
That's why our Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) says, “I witness what you 



do not witness and I hear what you do not hear”. It is quite short which has been 
mentioned above, much more has been left out. I conclude with these few words: May 
ALLAH accept them and may ALLAH bestow all of us to keep on the right path having 
the reverence and respect of His Holy Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wassallam) and all 
the belongings of him. May Allah keep us away from the company of misled people 
AAMEEN. 

 

                                         THE USE OF THE TERM "HAND OF ALLAH" 

 

QUESTION 
 
Generally people use the word “hand”, for Allah, such as they say that every thing is in 
the hand of Allah, whether the use of Allah is legal or not?  
 
A. Naim Azizi 
 
ANSWER 
 
Really, Allah is free from body & soul. He is free from the hand of the creation as this 
hand is created by Him. Therefore, to apply the word for Almighty Allah with this 
intention is illegitimate. But Allah has stated the word “yad” (hand) for His Majesty. 
Ulama say that this “hand” (yad) is quite different from the above mentioned hand. The 
“yad” is an attribute of Allah which will exist forever and would never change. Here this 
“yad” (hand) means the hand of Divine Power of Allah so it can be used with this 
intention. People are advised to avoid this word and say that “the hand of Divine Power 
of Allah” or “the hand of Ominipotence of Allah” i.e. “The ya'de Qudrat”. Allah knows 
the best. 
 



Ja Nashine Mufti Azam, Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari Qaadiri 
31st July, 2002 

 

                                                    GHIBAT (BACK-BITING) 

 

QUESTION 
 
If Gibat Is Haraam why the Sunni Maulana are telling (speaking) against the Deobandi 
in most of speech. Is this correct or wrong? 
 
ANSWER 
 
Indeed Gheebat (Back-biting) is Haraam (unlawful) but the person seeking rule of 
Shariah needs to know the definition of “Gheebat” and he needs as well to be aware of 
such condition in which Gheebat is forbidden.  
 
Gheebat means fault finding and caviling a Muslim without any right of Shariah (legal 
right) either in his presence or absence verbally or by any means of indication or to 
make eyes at some one. Through this, the person seeking the rule of Shariah can derive 
his answer.  
 
Now, I come to elaborate the answer that Deobandis are no more Muslims because they 
have made derogatory remarks against ALLAH and His Holy Messenger (Sallal-Laahu 
Alaihi Wasallam) and even they have refused many principles of Islam. For example: 
One of the leaders of Deobandis, Qasim Nanautavi, claims that our beloved Prophet 
Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wa Sallam is not the final Messenger of Allah. In the very 
beeginning of his book “Tahzir-un-Na'as” he declared, “This is the view of ordinary 
people (ignorants) to believe our beloved Prophet Sallal-Laahu Alaih Wa Sallam as final 



Messenger of ALLAH and this is evident to the intelligentsia that being prior or later in 
the period has no virtue.” (abridged). 
 
He further says, “Suppose any other Prophet takes birth after Hazrat Muhammad 
(Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wasallam), even then it will make no difference in the finality of 
Hazrat Muhammad Sallal-Laahu Alaih Wasallam”. (Tahzir-un-Na'as) Whereas Allah 
has declared Hazrat Muhammad (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi Wasallam), the final Prophet 
saying “Khatam-un-Nabieen”, i.e. the Seal of the Prophets. From the beginning of Islam 
till this moment the Ummah has admitted him the last and final Prophet of Allah. The 
leaders of Deobandies are not only refusing one principle of Islam rather they refuse as 
well the consensus of Ummah and even the Holy Quran. Therefore, most of the Ulama 
and knowledgeable theologians of Arab and non-Arabs have issued the verdict 
unanimously regarding them that, “he who doubts in their infidelity and visitation for 
them is certainly Kaffir!” Thus, we see that Deobandies have been declared apostates. 
 
I have presented here only one example of insolence and blasphemous chattering of the 
leaders of Deobandies in the sanctified court of Allah's last and beloved Prophet (Sallal-
Laahu Alaihi Wasallam) otherwise, there are much more such examples of derogatory 
remarks which they have made against Allah and His Prophet (Sallal-Laahu Alaihi 
Wasallam). Before ending the answer I would like to ask the questioner: if you 
complaint against the person for this tyranny or file a suit against the oppressor or ask 
the rule of Shariah about such a person, would you consider this action to be a back-
biting? 
 
Let me know if you want to make a person be aware of a man and it depends on giving 
him some particulars like blind, deaf, lame, etc. Would you call it a back-biting? 
Likewise, if you want somebody to protect him from a cruel (person), would you regard 
name-talking about him as backbiting? I know well that you have to say in all these 
conditions “NO”. Now, I have elaborated all the conditions in which the back-biting is 
allowed, in other words, it would not be regarded as back-biting. Similarly, you can 



think, talking about “Deobandies” and you can realize that it does not come under the 
forbidden back-biting. Wallahu Ta'ala Aalam. 
 
Ja Nashine Mufti Azam, Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari Qaadiri 

 

                              TO VISIT THE GRAVES OF SHRINES OF THE WALIS 

 

QUESTION 
 
Revisiting Graves or Shrines of a Wali Radi Allaho Anhu. In Fiji there is a grave of Wali 
who came from India and Muslims they visit and respect to that blessed places in the 
town Navua. The Wali had also shown great Karamaat and even today it can be 
experienced whosoever visits the graves. The Wahabies claim it is un-Islamic to visit 
such places. Please provide a Fatawa regarding the cited subject and there is no Muslim 
Sunni Mufti currenty in Fiji and it is for reason I have knocked your door.  
 
Shahzad Ali 
Fiji Islands 
 
ANSWER 
 
In this regard, I have to say that Wahabism is based on disrespecting the Prophets and 
Saints of Allah and they do not believe in their authority and miracles and so claim that 
visiting graves and shrines are anti- Islamic and settle such action contrary to the 
teachings of Islam and say that Muslims should refrain from visiting the graves and 
shrines and even performing worship at those places.  
 
In fact, Wahabis have refused the commands of the Holy Quran and authentic 



Traditions of the Holy Messenger (Sallal-Laahu Ta'ala Alaihi Wasallam) and have 
adopted very irrespective manners towards the Saints and pious persons. They are 
misled and every baseless act of Wahabis is against Islamic faith. The Holy Messenger 
(Sallal-Laahu Ta'ala Alaihi Wasallam) has clearly stated:- i.e. “I had forbidden to visit 
the graves. But be attentive that now you do visit the graves.”  
 
Every Sunni Muslim should ask the Wahabis to present the evidence about their claim. 
If they cannot present any evidence and surely they would not be able to do so, then it 
goes without saying that their claim is contrary to Islam. Verily! Everybody can point 
out that no one is opposing Islam but the Wahabis. In fact, Allah has bestowed upon His 
favorites, a great importance, and therefore, our Shariah urges Muslims to be in touch 
with the pious persons and wants to remain this connection till the last moment of life. 

  

“Recite the statement of Hazrat Yusuf Alaihis Salaam, 'Make me die as a Muslim and join 
me with those who are worthy to be very close to you'”. (Sura Yusuf: 101) Note: This 
invocation of Hazrat Yusuf Alaihis Salaam was to instruct the Ummah as the Prophet 
(Sallal-Laahu Ta'ala Alaihi Wasallam) is preserved from evil end. This is the reason that 
the esteemed Prophet commanded his Ummah to visit the graves of virtuous persons. 
This practice has been continuing since the age of the preceding Prophets. The Holy 
Quran, narrating the saying of people about the men of the cave, says: “Those who 
prevailed in their affair said, 'We swear that we shall erect over them a mosque'”. (Al-
Kahaf: 21). Hence, everybody can derive clearly that Muslims in every age used to build 
the Mosque around the Shrine. 
 
Since Saints are the favorites of Allah and close to Him, therefore the Muslim for 
beneficence visit the Shrines, perform Namaaz in the Mosque near of the Shrines, and 
undoubtedly, Muslims consider this act a good deed. Now they should answer whether 
the statement of Wahabis is contrary to Islam or the practice of Ahle-Sunnat which they 
have inherited by the virtuous persons from the very beginning of Islam and is still 



going on. It goes on without saying that whose action is contrary to Islam? This is the 
action of Wahabis only which is baseless in the light of the tradition of the Holy Prophet 
(Sallal-Laahu Ta'ala Alaihi Wasallam) which says that Allah cursed the Jews as they 
assumed the graves of their Prophets in the form of the Mosques. I have to say that this 
Hadith is never supporting them. This is only backing up the Ahle Sunnat Wa-Jamaat.  
 
The Jews built the Mosque directly on the graves and this is obvious that this is the 
contempting manner and irrespective. We never allow to build a Mosque over the 
graves. However, he who builds a Mosque near the grave of a Saint or performs 
Namaaz near a grave with the intention to seek spiritual help and to be benefited from 
the effects of Awliya; then there is no objection to this practice. You know that the 
Shrine of Hazrat Ismail Alaihis Salaam is in the premises of Masjidul Haram and it is 
very virtuous to perform Namaaz in certain place.  
 
In this regard the verses of the Holy Quran i.e. “We swear that we shall erect over them 
a Mosque” has been stated before. It has been stated in “Jalalain” explaining the word 
Alaihim i.e. around their graves. Through this explanation given in Jalalain it goes on 
without saying that the Holy Quran legitimizes to build a Mosque around the grave and 
it can be derived very clearly that this practice has been going on by the Muslims since 
thousands of years. Wahabis committed contempt of Awliya in a more violent way and 
so they destroyed (demolished) the graves and Shrines and still they are not pleased to 
do so but they just want to obliterate the reverence of the Prophets and Saints absolutely 
from the heart of Muslims. That is why they urged Muslims neither to visit the graves 
nor to pay submission and devotion to them at all.  
 
Ja Nashine Mufti Azam, Allama Mufti Mohammed Akhtar Raza Khan Azhari Qaadiri 

 

 

 



                                                                                      


