Was the legacy of Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS] divided amongst his brother and

mother?
Description:

One of doubts that Wahhabis keep repeating and using it to prove that Imam “Mahdi” [AS]
wasn't born, is the matter of dividing the inheritance of Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS] between
his brother “Ja’far” {known as Ja'far liar} and Imam “Askari” [AS]’s mother and they say if
Imam “Askari” [AS] had a child why didn't he get inheritance and it was divided between

Imam “Askari” [AS]’s mother and brother?

They also claim that Shia scholars such as ”"Sa’d bin Abdullah” {died in 300 AH} and
“Hasan bin Musa Nubakhti” {died in 310 AH} have quoted that Imam “Hasan Askari” died

while no one had seen and known his child.
“Nasir al-Din Qaffari” writes in this regard:
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After the demise of {Imam} Hasan, the eleventh Imam of Shia in 260 AH, successor wasn't
seen for him and people didn't know his child, so his legacy was divided between his
brother “Ja’far” and his mother; as this matter has been confessed in Shia books, that’s
why Shias were in perplexity; because they didn't have Imam and in their perspective,

religion without Imam is pointless, because Imam is god’s proof on the earth.
“Nasir al-Din Qaffari”- the principles of Shia sect- v 2, p 1004
And “Ehsan Elahi Zaheer” says in this regard:
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{Imam} Hasan Askari” [AS] died without successor and child; as “Nubakhti” has restated

on this matter; he says: he passed away while no successor was seen for him; and people

didn’t know seen child for him, so his brother “Ja’far” and his mother divided his legacy .




“Ehsan Elahi Zaheer”, al-Shia and al-Tashayyu’- p 261

Reviewing and studying:

Contents of this doubt:

\: Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS] passed away while no child was seen and known for him
2: Shias, faced perplexity and dissension after Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS]’s demise

Y: after Imam “Hasan” [AS]’s demise, his legacy was divided between his brother “Ja’far”

and mother.
Clear contradiction in Qaffari’s sayings:

“Qaffari” claims explicitly that people didnt know any child for him, but what interesting is

that he explains Shia opinion in another page of his book as follow:

Si) sl a9 UlS Tg S Sl awxld UL peidl I Cudd Aad & juine WVl Ll
S\ o9 b b () UlbLadl Wb 83y wdg)l gl (00l yiawg 090 (x|
.Ail9g A=) j9pox]l a9, Vg (AilL>

Shias who believe in twelve Imams say that }Imams “Hasan Askari” has a child that { he
has concealed his birth, because ruler was looking for him, so he didn’t reveal the birth of
his child {Mahdi} as long as he was alive; and most of Shias didnt know him after Imam

“Hasan Askari” [AS]’s demise.
The principles of Shia sect, p 2, p 1006

By saying this sentence he confesses explicitly that Shias who believe in twelve Imams
believe that Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS] had a child but he concealed him from the enemies;
but in another page he says: Shias say that Imam “Hasan Askari” didnt have child and

Shias remained without Imam...

This clear contradiction in quoting Shias’ belief shows that they’re not looking for the reality

and use anything to question Shia sect.
This saying that Shia scholars have such belief is a lie:

It's obvious that the topic of the book “Al-Shia sects” from “Nubakhti” and the book “al-

magalat wa-al-firaq” from “Sa’d bin Abd Allah Ash’ari” is quoting the beliefs of deviated




sects and then quoting the correct belief of Shias who believe in twelve Imams. So quoting
this part of the text of these two books and ascribing it to all Shia sects and even Shias

who believe in twelve Imames, is an unfair act and away of reality.

That'’s true that this issue is written in these books, but it has been quoted from deviated
sects and then the belief of Shia who believe in twelve Imams has been said and its

correctness has been proved.

Late “Nubakhti” has quoted the opinion of Shias who believe in twelve Imams in the book

“Shia sects” and then he says that this opinion is correct:

Jd>9 se all o ppdS V8D JB oS Joidl ) amololl pdg 6 mine aulidl ad )l wJldg
JoVl zlginll e and (suwog 9dg &L Al oy e o Gl Mg o x> Yo, VI L5\
Vo plwdl logale uandlly Gl Azs o931 9 aolol UsSi Vg adloll Giwllg
b s Waio Bldl waiiy Ol V] e o gl Qe 8 V] s Vg s 9w
lda>l Wlo 9Jg ax=dl ladasi LIS VM>, Lo VI 8 ULS olg Wiei alll el wlail

@il (9 aoi® augig Al yol pl> bo axxdl ,3 V1 LIS)

92 Vg lgade Gog UoLYI Lol aclw i glg ax> o LoVl glso Ul je=u Vg
5lBgs Vg o Aiolols oloJU Ugolwiwwo xid dS §,2)l 04d WYl o sl
o0l Llig sphy > 0ams o ploYl 98 asl> Llg Ao o Lild Lils @) UL LS Jiso
cliw bo Joas all 5oVl 3] aUs 8 all udly WUI o alud o o ol e spb s
SNz Y il pplll» el aude Guiodoll ol JB oS @ilasg 0,9b o M oy sols

«hilimwg ix> Jhbowi WS [>9020 lails gl Bg 20 LAW clals e el ax> o o,V

Ol 6,mS Ll Cug) A39 wpmolall @iVl e asuxall LVl wel> @y Uyl livg
B9 spboy > pods ¥ Wl V] Bys Vg 0,55 Joswg sV uwldl ude v polall
plss Ol o 1 Y @l b gog poi Ul Jud @ pigs wwog vl w099 pbol (w1l plo] i
lail bo pladl aude e 0 Gaadl wis (o glosis Vg 19dd Ulg awl wliig ailai ol
oo Ubeai ¥ auoglly 6Lyl Ul s jezu Vo 693Vl I g>s5 Vg J>9 sc alll 90l

o999 Lod Ul L U5 U8 d9pwin V| 0,ue o Yo ploVi

dsuseall awob)l asuidl Jii o) Sl oWl 2wolgdl 2lpiolls @slo¥l Juww ligd




Twelfth group which is “Imamiyyah”, believes that the matter of Imamate is different than
what other sects believe, but there is proof for god on the earth from the generation of
Imam “Hasan bin Ali” [AS], god’s order is definitive in this regard, and he is the successor

of his father like previous Imams.

After Imam “Hasan” and Imam "“Husayn” [AS], Imamate is not transferred from one
brother to another brother. So, Imamate can’t be for any guy other than Imam “Askari”
[AS]’s child, this is divine will by the end of the creation, even if two guys are left on the
earth one them is definitely god’s proof and if one of them die, the one that is alive will be

god’s proof as long as divine’s orders and prohibitions are amongst people.

Divine proof must be on the earth otherwise earth will be destroyed with anything on it. No

word of these {deviated} sects is true .

Imam “Askari” [AS] has left the world and has a successor who is his son. So he'll appear
and announce the responsibility of his Imamate; as previous Imams did so. God has willed
it and god’s will will definitely happen, because he’s the only absolute ruler. Anything that
god wills, it will happen, and anything that he wants about appearance and occultation {of

Imam Mahdi} it'll happen, as commander of the faithful [AS] has said:

“earth won't be without god’s proof; whether it's known and seen or hidden and protected

so that god’s proof and verses aren’t annulled" .

This is what we've been ordered and we have authentic narrative from previous Imams in
this regard. Many narratives have been quoted that the birth of Imam “Mahdi” [AS] is
concealed from people and his fame will be a little, he will remain unknown and he won't
arise before appearing and announcing his Imamate. Before his appearance, no one will be
like him, any way his Imamate must be said to his father and his reliable guys, though the
number of them is short, this Imamate will remain with the son of Imam “Askari” [AS] as
long as god wants, the matter of Imamate won't return to brotherhood {from one brother
to another one}, this matter isn't permissible. Mentioning and will on Imam behalf are

incorrect and invalid; unless two {or more than two} just witnesses confirm it.

So this is the way of Imamate and bright method that Shias who believe in twelve Imams

believe it and continuing this way is correct.




“Al-Nubakhti- al-Hasan bin Musa”- Al-Shia sects, v 1, p 96

“Sa’'d bin Abd Allah Ash’ari” quotes the opinion of twelver Shias as follow:
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And another sect that is known as “Imamiyyah”, says: we believe in Imam “Hasan bin
Askari” [AS], we've accepted his demise and we're sure and believe that he has a successor
from his generation and we believe that he’s Imam after his father “Hasan bin Ali” [AS].
He’s hidden himself from people following god’s order, he'll appear when god lets him and

will announce his Imamate openly.
“Al-Ash‘ari AI-Qumi”- al-Maqalat wa al-Firag- p 102 — 103

Dr.”Qaffari” and “Ehsan Elahi Zaheer” quote from late “Nubakhti” and “Sa’d bin Abd Allah
Ash’ari” that Imam “Askari” [AS] left the world while people didn’t see and know any child
from him and then they ascribe this belief to all Shias, but what we can get from these two
guys’ sayings is that Shias who believe in twelve Imams have never doubted the birth of
Imam “Mahdi” [AS] and all of them have consensus on this issue that when Imam “Askari”
died, his son had five years old.

But sad to say Dr.”Qaffari” and “Ehsan Elahi zaheer” have not quoted this saying of late
“Nubakhti” and “Sa’d bin Abd Allah”, and have tried to ascribed this belief to these two Shia
scholars and then to all Shias.

This issue shows that Wahhabi scholars have no reason by which they can question the

right belief of Shia and only tools that they could use are lying, deceiving and hypocrisy.

If deviated sects of divine direct path have null beliefs, what’s that got to do with right

Shias who believe in twelve Imams}?

Lack of finding doesn’t show that it doesn’t exist:




This saying of “Sa’d bin Abd Allah” and late “Nubakhti” “his successor wasn’t seen and
people didn't know his son” doesn't show that Imam “Hasan Askari” [AS] didn't really have
child.

Lack of finding or that people didnt see doesn’t show that Hadrat “Mahdi” [AS] wasn't

born.

Yes, if "Sa’d bin Abd Allah” and “Nubakhti” said: “he has never had any child, this saying of
these to Wahhabis would be acceptable but there is clear difference between these two
sentences: “his successor wasn't seen and people didn't know seen child for him” and “he’s

III
.

didn’t have any child at al
Serious dissension between Sunni sects:

Dr.”Qaffari” finds fault with Shia sect that there is dissension amongst Shia while there has
always been dissension amongst all divine religions during the history and even at the time
of prophets [PBUTH] their companions would sometimes have serious dissention and form
different and quite opposite sects. So this matter can never question the legitimacy of a
sect, because there have always been capricious guys in each nation who tried to make the

religion of god going to stray to keep their own interests.

Especially “Bani Umayyad” and “Bani al-Abbas” rulers, who left no stone unturned to
disperse the population of Shias and make division amongst them. In many cases, deviated
sects were formed by the money and effort of tyrant rulers in order to standing against
Shia right sect; that's why the existence of deviated sects that many of them didn't last

more than several months or years, can’t cause that we find fault with right sect.

Furthermore, if judgment criteria in ascribing an opinion to Shias is the view of some

deviated sects of direct path, such dissention amongst Sunnis is more than Shia, and even
some Sunni sects excommunicate other sect explicitly and have had serious conflicts with

other, we mention to some of their dissentions:
Anyone who is not “"Hanbali” {one of Sunni sects} is infidel

“Shams al-Din Dhahabi” and “Ibn Rajab Hanbali” write:
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The story between “Shaykh al-Islam Ansari” with "Ahmad bin Hasayn bin Muhammad” is

well-known who said: anyone who is not “Hanbali” is infidel.

“Al-Dhahabi”, The Islam History, v 29, p 303 /// “Al-Dhahabi”- Syar al-A'lam al-Nubala’, v
17, p 625 /// “Ibn Rajab Hanbali, al-Tabagat al-Hanabah, v 1, 20

The adherents of "Ahmad bin Hanbal” are infidel:
“Ibn Athir Jazari” writes:
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Riots and seditions between “Shafi'is” and “Hanbalis: in “"Baghdad”:

“Abu al-Qasim Bakri Maghribi” who was “Ash’ari” madhhab {sect} entered “Baghdad” and
after meeting “Nizam al-Mulk”, he tended to him and did him much favor, he held
preaching ceremony in “Nizamiyya” school and said bad things about “Hanbalis” and would

say their faults, and said: “Ahmad bin Hanbal” is not infidel, but his followers are infidel.
“Al-Jazari”- The complete History- v 8, p 428

And “Nuwayri” writes in this regard:
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In the year 75 AH, there was riot between these two sects because of the presence of “Abu
al-Qasim Bakri” who was “Ash’ari” madhhab who tended to “Nizam al-Mulk” after meeting
him and did him much favor he held preaching and speech ceremony In “Nizamiyyah”
school and said bad things about “Hanbalis” and would say their faults, he said: “Ahmad
bin Hanbal” is not infidel but his followers are got infidel, then he went to chief justice “Abu
Abd Allah Damghani” and there was fierce conversation between him and “Hnbalis” that

ended up in riot and.
Al-Nwayri, Nihayat al-arab fi funun al-adab- v 23, p 141

“Ibn Khalkan” writes about the enmity and killing between “Asha’ira” and “Hanbalis":
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“Abu Nasr Abd al-Rahim”, the son of “Abu al-Qasim Qashri” who was big leader and was
like his father in knowledge. There was enmity and between him who was “Ash‘ari”

madhhab and fanatic and “Hanbalis” due to their beliefs that resulted in death of many

guys from both sides.

“Ibn Khalkan”- Wafiyat al-A'ayan- v 3, p 208 /// “Al-Akri al-Hanbali” Shuzarat al-Zahab, v 3,
p 322

“Al-Akri Hanbali” writes:
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“Abu al-Qasim Bakri” who was “Ash’ari” missionary, met “Nizam al-Mulk” and received
much money from him and he got a letter from him so that he can speechify in “"Baghdad”

universities, but he was insulted and excommunicated by “Hanbalis”.
“Al-Akri Hanbali”- Shuzarat al-Zahab- v 3, p 353

“Al-Nuwayri” writes:
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“Muzaffar al-Din Musa” whipped a group of “Hanbali” famous figures and insulted them.
“Al-Nuwayri”- Nihayat al-arab fi funun al-Adab- v 30, p 41

Changing the sect is forbidden:

“"Muhammad bin Isma’il San’ani” writes quoted from “Mulla Ali Qari”:
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It's well-known amongst “Hanafis” that if a “"Hanafi” tends to “Shafii” Madhhab, “Ta’zir” {In
Islamic Law, Ta'zir refers to punishment for offenses at the discretion of the judge (Qadi)

or ruler of the state} is imposed on him, but it happens vice versa that guy is rewarded.
“Al-San’ani”- Ershad al-Nuqgad, v 1, p 147
“Hanbalis” would put curse on “Shafi'is”:

“Ibn Asakir Shafi'i” writes:
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A group of slipshod “Hanbalis” did improper acts and made “bid’ah” {creation in religious

matters} in “Baghdad” city and no unbeliever does so, let alone godly guys.

They insulted and put curse on elders of religion in openly in alleys, mosques and
gatherings, they even called the improper acts of elders of religion sin and disobedience

and dispraised big figure like “Shafi’i”.

“Ibn Asakir Damascene”- Tabyin Kadhib al-Muftari- p 310




Notice: “Jizyah” is a per capita yearly tax historically levied by Islamic states on certain

non-Muslim subjects permanently residing in Muslim lands under Islamic law
Getting “Jizyah” from “Hanbalis":
“Shams al-Din Dhahabi” writes:
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“Abu Hamid Barwi Tusi”, “Shafi'i” scholar, the one whom theology, debating and rhetoric
knowledge would end up to him and was so Knowledgeable in “Ash’ari” sect, entered

“Baghdad” and put up riot against “Hanbalis”.

“Hanbalis” sent poisonous “Halwa” and a women to him, he’s been quoted: if I had power

I'd impose “Jizyah” on “Hanbalis”.
“Al-Dhahabi- al-'Ibar fi Khabar Man Abar- v 4, p 200
Getting “Jizyah” from “Shafi’i":

“Abu al-Fada’ al-Sudani” writes:
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“Muhammad bin Musa bin Abd Allah”, learned “Figh” in “"Baghdad” and went to Damascene

and was appointed as judge, he said: I'd get “Jizyah” from “Shafi’is” if I had power.
“Abu al-Fada’ Sudani”- Taj al-Tarajim- v 1,p 350

Separating “Shafi’'is” and “"Hanafis” mosque:

“"Muhammad bin Isma’il San’ani” writes:
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Dissension between “hanafis” and “Shafi'is” was so much that some of “Hanafi” jurists said
that marring “Shafi'is” is prohibited and another jurist said that it's permissible considering
them as “Jewish” or “Christian”, “"Rashid Reza” says: there was so much persecution that

nn
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some of “Shafi'i” elders went to great "mufti” and asked him to divide mosques between
“Shafi'is” and "“Hanafis”, because their jurists behave them like “Dhimmi” {meaning
"protected person") refers to specific individuals living in Muslim lands, who were granted

special status and safety in Islamic law in return for paying the capital tax}.
“Al-San’ani”, Ershad al-Nugad-v 1, p 20

“Tanukhi Basri” writes:
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A group of people of “"Baghdad” has quoted that “Hanbalis” established a mosque that was
called “Zirar” by “Shafi'is”; because it was the center of dissention and attacking “Shafi‘is”,
those who were the opponents of establishing this mosque complained to “Ali bin Isa”, he
wrote on the paper: this building must be destroyed and its remains must be removed;

because it founded on impiety, so it must be torn down.
“Al-Tanoukhi Basri”, Nashwar al-Muhazarah wa’i-Akhbar al-Muzakira —v 1, p 330

But this saying of “Qaffari” and “Dr.”"Ehsan Elahi Nazeer” that the legacy of Imam “Askari”
[AS] was divided between his brother and mother and it implies that he didn’t have child

otherwise he'd get inheritance.




We say in response: this matter never proves that Imam “Aaskari” [AS] didn't have child;
because if Shias have quoted this issue, they haven't said that because Imam “Askari” [AS]
didn't have child, his legacy was divided between his mother and brother, but they claim
that “Ja'far”, brother of Imam “Askari” [AS] who is known as liar, would falsely claim that
he is Imam and got the legacy of Imam “Askari” [AS] by force, hypocrisy, deceiving and

with the assistance of “"Abbasid” caliph.

Shaykh “Saduq” writes:
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“Abi Khaid Kabuli” says:... Imam “Zayn al-Abedin” [AS] said: my father quoted for me from
his father [AS] that messenger of god [PBUH] said: when my grandson “Ja'far bin
Muhammad bin Ali bin Al-Husayn Ali bin abi Talib [AS] is born, call him “Sadiq” [AS];
because his fifth child named “Ja’far” will ascribe lie to god almighty and claim that he is
Imam and with god, he is “Ja‘far” liar and claim the position that he doesn’t deserve it, he’s
the opponent of his father and is jealous on his brother, he wants to reveal god’s secret at

the time of the occultation of Imam appointed by god.

Then “Ali bin Husayn” [AS] cried and said: it's as if I'm seeing “Ja’far” liar who forces the
caliph of his time to search the Imamate of Imam appointed by god who is occulted
protected by god, {Ja'far does so} because he's ignorant towards his {Mahdi} birth and is

greedy killing him in case of catching him to get his brother’s inheritance unfairly.

“Al-Saduq”- Perfection of Faith and Completion of Divine Favor, p 319- 320




This narrative which has been quoted by prophet Muhammad [PBUH] clearly shows that
“Ja'far” liar wanted to reveal god’s secret for the tyrant ruler of his time because of his
greed towards Imam “Askari” [AS]’s legacy at the time of the occultation of the Imam
appointed by god, he took sultan’s guards to Imam [AS]’s house to find and Kkill his child
and get Imam “Askari” [AS]’s property.

So, dividing Imam “Askari” [AS]’s legacy between his brother and mother doesn’t prove
that he didn’t have child.

Shaykh “Mufid” writes about this incident:
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Imam “Askari” [AS] left a child who is alive now and is waiting for divine right government.

Hadrat “Askari” [AS] would hide the birth of his child and didn't let anyone to know about
it; because caliph was looking for him ad left no stone unturned to find him, and at that
time it was in the mouth of public that Shias who believe in twelve Imams are waiting for a
hidden Imam who is the son of “Abu Muhammad”, that why Imam “Askari” [AS] didn't
show his son to public and after his demise no one knew about him other than some of his

relatives.

Since Imam “Askari” [AS] didn't have seen heir, “Ja’far bin Ali” {known as liar} Imam’s
brother got his legacy and imprisoned his maids and wives and would swear at the
companions of Imam “Askari” [AS] who were waiting for the appearance of Imam “Askari”

[AS]’s child and believed that such child exists and he’s Imam of the time, and “Ja‘fa”




would try to mislead them to scare and disperse them and Imam “Askari” [AS]’s remains

suffered a lot due to imprisonment, threatening and humiliation.

Despite all this persecution, caliph couldn’t get to his target getting Imam “Askari” [AS]'s
child.

And as we said “Ja‘far” gained the legacy of Imam “Askari” [AS] and would try to have the
same position of Imam “Askari” [AS] amongst Shia; but no one paid attention to his claim
and didn't confess to his Imamate, he eventually went to caliph and asked him give him the
same dignity as his brother and to get to his target he spent much money and left no stone

unturned reaching his goal but he failed getting what he wants.

“Al-Shaykh Mufid”- Al-Irshad- v 2, p 336

Shias’ opinion about “Ja’far” liar:

The summary of Shias’ view about “Ja‘far” liar especially in this matter are as follow:

1: he claimed Imamate while he didn't deserve this position that's why he asked tyrant

ruler to prepare the arrangement of his Imamate but his got nothing.

What's interesting is that when “Jafar” went to minister “Ubayd Allah bin Yahya bin

Khagan” and asked him helping him so that king gives Imamate to him, he said in his

response:
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O fool! Sultan drew his sword out to stop people knowing your father and brother as

Imam; but he couldn’t. now you want him to give you the position of Imamate, if you're

Imam with your father and brother’s Shias, you won't need the order of sultan or others,

and if you're not Imam, you won't get this position by our order.
“Al-Kulayni al-Razi”- al-Usul al-kafi -v 1, p 505

2: “Ja'far” would falsely claim that he’s the owner of the properties and legacy of his
brother, he couldnt get the position of Imamate, but after much effort he got the

ownership of Imam “Askari” [AS]’s properties with the assistance of Sultan.




3: revealing the secrets of his brother’s house was one the improper acts of “Ja‘'far”, he
went to ruler and notified them about the birth of Imam “Mahdi” [AS], that's why they put
pressure on Imam’s family to find born child. Sultan put much effort finding Imam “Askari”

[AS], but it was divine will to protect the last proof from the enemies.

When Shias know “Ja'far” as liar, how can dividing the legacy of Imam “Askari” [AS] and

getting his properties by such guy, imply that Imam “Mahdi” [AS] wasn't born?

Good luck.




