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ABSTRACT 

Author : Inna Muthmainnah. 

Title : ~ a n w ;  al-Miqbiil; min ~ a f i ;  Ibn 'AbbE : Its PRnciples of 

Interpretation. 

Department : Institute of Islamic Studies, McGill University. 

Degree : Master of Arts. 

. .. . . 

This study investigates the principles of interpretation in T'anwG al-Miqbril; 

min Ibn 'AbbriS, focusing on its approach and method, sources and points of 

view. To accornplish this purpose, both histoncal and literary analysis are 

employed. Nevertheless, this study does not attempt to resolve the well-known 

dispute over its authentiuty or ascription. 

Like other Qur'ànic commentaries produced in the classical period, ~ n n w 6  

al-MiqbG relies heavily on philological analysis in the sense that it provides an 

intqretation of Qur'anic verses based on their literal meaning and in very 

simple terms. Similarly, it ernploys sources that were comrnonly used in classical 

tafifi, namely, Qur'ànic cross-reference, hadsh, Arabic poetry and isrân~a3. 

However, due to its simplistic approach, it is diffidt to extract any guiding 

principles behind its interpretation. In fact, there is little to indicate that this 

Qur'anic exegesis represents the views of any particular Islamic sect, let alone of 

any individual person. 



Nevertheles, with ifs simple presentation,  am& al-MiqbG brings up 

many interesthg and challenging issues which deserve greater scholarly 

attention. Further and deeper research into these issues may help us to situate 

the work within the broader exegeticd tradition in Islam. 



Auteur : Inna Muthmaimah 

Titre : Le Tmw8 al-Miqb% min Tafi& 16n 'i1bb;IÎ: Ses principes d'interprétation. 

Département : Institut des Études Islamiques, Université McGill. 

Diplôme : Maîtrise ès Arts. 

-------------------- 

Cette étùde explore les principes de l'interprétation dans le Tanw3 al-Miqb% min Tafi* Ibn 

'ilbbZ.r, en se concentrant sur son approche et sa méthode, ses sources et ses points de vue. Afin 

d'atteindre cet objectif, les analyses historiques et littéraire seront employées. Cependant, cette 

recherche ne tentera pas de résoudre la dispute bien connue concernant I'authenticité et 

l'attribution du texte. 

Tout comme bien d'autres commentaires qurY8niques produits durant la période classique, 

le TanwF aLMiqbrLF dépend étroitement de I'analyse philologique en ce sens qu'il apporte une 

interprétation des versets qur'àniques fondée sur leur signification littérale et ce, dans des termes 

très simples. De la même manière, le texte emploie les sources communément utilisées dans le 

fafi3 classique tels que les références qur'âniques, les l~udïth, la poésie arabe et I'isr$iI@il't. 

Toutefois, étant donné son approche simpliste, il est dificile d'extraire les principes conducteurs 

de cette interprétation. En effet, très peu d'indices peuvent indiquer que cette exégèse qur'ànique 

représente les vues d'une quelconque secte islamique, de même que celles d'une personne en 

particulier. 



Cependant, malgré sa présentation simple, le Tunwi r al-MiqbB soulève plusieures 

questions intéressantes et qui méritent une plus grande attention académique. Des recherches plus 

poussées et approfondies de ces questions pourraient peut-être nous aider à situer l'ouvrage à 

l'intérieur d'un cadre plus large de la tradition exégète de I'Islam. 



vii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

....................................................... ....................... ABSTRACT .... iii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS ........................... .. ...................................... vii 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT ................................................................... viü 

.......... NOTESON TRANSLITERATION. ABBREVIATIONS AND DATING 

Cr-LAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION ..................................................... 1 

CHAPTER . TWO: TEXTUAL ISSUES OF TANWR AL-MIQBKS m TARIR 
...................................................... IBN 'ABBAS ................... ............. 7 

.............................................. ~ . ~ a n w & a l . ~ i ~ b & r n i n ~ a f s ; ~ b n ' A b b r i S  7 
B . A Biography of Ibn 'Abbas ............................................................ 13 

... 1 . Family Background ................... ... ... .............................. 13 
2 . Ibn 'Abbas in md#h and Qur'anic Exegesis ................................... 18 
. ..................................... 3 Ibn 'Abbas's Political . and Military Career 30 . .............................. ................... . C A Biography of al-FirÜzZbidi .... 32 
1 . His Life .................................................................................. 32 

......................... ......................... 2 . His Works ......................-.. :.. 38 

CHAPTER THREE: THE PRINCIPLES OF INTERPRETATION OF TMR 
AL-MIQBLS m TAFSIR IBN 'ABBLS .................... .... .................. 40 

A . Approach and Method of ~ a n w F  al-MiqbZ min ~ u f s 6  Ibn 'Abbas ........... 40 
B . Sources of Interpretation .................... .... ............................... 51 
C . Points of View .................................................... ,. .. .................... 67 

CONCLUSION ................. .......................... .................................. 74 

APPENDICES . . 
1 . Al-FküzibZdi's Works ................................................................. 77 
2 . Number of Verses, Words and Letters in ~nnwi? al-Mi@& min ~afs5 Ibn 



viii 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

First of all, I would iike to extend my sincerest thanks to Dr. Issa J. 

Boullata, my academic advisor and the supervisor of this thesis, for his continual 

guidance and invaluable help throughout my period of research. He devoted 

much time to advising and encouraging me in my studies. 1 am very grateful to 

him for his close observations and valuable criticism which have resulted in 

signihca.  improvements to my thesis. 

1 am also very grateful to Dr. Üner Turgay, the Director of the Institute of 

Islamic Studies, for his concem and moral suppoa during my study at the 

Institute. 1 would Iike also to extend my appreciation to the Faculty of Education 

(Tarbiyah), State Institute of Islamic Studies "Antasai" Banjarmasin, hdonesia 

for allowing me to take a two-year leave of absence to study at the Institute of 

Islamic Studies, McGill University. 

The list of people who helped me in the course of my thesis research is 

endless, and all of them have my thanks. However, speaal gratitude is due to the 

staff of the Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA), as well as the 

staff of the McGU Indonesia IAIN Development Project partidarly its Director 

Wendy Allen, its former Director Dr. Howard M. Federspiel, and Drs. Mumi 

Djamal, M.A, of the Indonesian Ministry of Religious Affairs. My appreciation 

and thanks also go to the staff of the Islamic Studies Librq ,  espeaally Ms. 

Salwa Ferahian for her invaluable help in providing materials, and Wayne St. 



Thomas, for his Mendly and efficient service. 1 would like also to thank Steve 

Millier, in particular, Yasmine Badr and Reem Meshal for patiently reading and 

editing my thesis. Finally, 1 am greatly indebted to my colleagues and friends for 

their encouragement and for sharing their ideas during my preparation of this 

work. The encouragement and support they gave me will always be remembered 

and appreciated. 

My deepest gratitude, which is so profound that 1 can barely express it in 

words, goes to my parents, brothers, sisters-in-law, nephews and niece for their 

inspiration, affection and endless encouragement. 1 am blessed to have all of 

them in my life, but 1 am especially grateful for the love and support that my 

parents, Abdul Hakim and Salhah, have extended to me; it is for this reason that 

1 hurnbly dedicate this thesis to them. 



NOTES ON TRANSLITERATION, ABBREVlATlONS 

AND DAT1NG 

1. The system of transliteration of Arabic words and names applied in this thesis 

is that used by the Institute of Islamic Studies, McGill University, with only slight 

modifications. 

+ = b  i = d h  L = f  J=l 

Short: I=a; ,=i ; :  =u. 

- - - Long: i=a; & = i ;  J = U  

Diphthongs: Lc i = ay; = aw. 

Long vowel with tashds: for y ! and f , &a and ûwa are employed, 

instead of iyya and uwwa, respectively. 



In the case of ti' mmnrbufnh ( z ) h is written, unless it OCCLUS within an idufah, 

where it is transliterated af. 

The hamzizh ( ) occurring in the initial position is omitted. 

GAS 

GAL 

GALS 

BSOAS 

2. Some of the abbreviations used in this thesis are: 

: Geschichte des arabischen Schrifttums 

: Geschichte des arabischen Litteratur 

: Geschichte des arabischen Litteratur, Supplement 

: Bulletin of the School of Oriental and African Studies 

3. In citing dates in thiç thesis, the following conventions have been ernployed: 

a. If both the ~ i j d  and Christian dates are expressed, the first is ~ijs (Anno 

Hegirae) and the second is Christian (Anno Domini). 

b. If only one system is mentioned, the system will be identified as A.D. for 

Christian (Anno Domini), or A.H. (Anno Hegirae) for Hijz. 



CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

The development of Qur'anic exegesis dates back to the Prophet's lifetime. 

At that tirne, the only source for understanding the Qur'àn was direct 

questioning of the Prophet himself. If a Muslim did not understand something in 

the Qu'Zn, he could approach the Prophet and ask for further explmation. In 

suht al-Nahl (Q. 16: 44)' it is adduced that one duty of the Prophet is to explain 

and convey the meaning of the Qur'Zn to human beings. After the death of the 

Prophet, Muslims continued to ask questions of his Cornpanions and their 

Successors, who thus became an alternative source of exegesis. 

Qur'anic exegesis developed rapidly thereafter. Each generation produced 

exegetes whose tnfs& extended over many volumes. The study of the Qur'iin 
I 

also benefited fiom the fact that each exegete often emphasized a single aspect of 

the Qur'àn, for example, sufism, theology or linguistics. Moreover, the 

development of Qur'ânic exegesis also incorporated, deliberately or 

unconsciously, the specific principles of a number of different religious 

perspectives. For example, the understanding of the Qur'ârt from a Mu'tazilite 

viewpoint is different from that of an Ash'arite. To achieve their various aims, 



those works employed different approaches in interpreting the verses of the 

Qur'an-' 

One such work is ~ n m u i ;  al-Mi@& min 7'afi; Ibn 'Abb& supposedly 

compiled by Maammad ibn Ya'qÜb al-~-iicr;?ziib~& (729/1329-817/1415) to judge 

by the title pages of modem editions of this work. Within the work we find the 

imd of each report traced back ultirnately to Ibn 'Abbis (d. 68/686), a cousin of 

the Prophet and one of hîs Companions. Ibn 'Abbâs was said to have been first of 

the Cornpanions to interpret the QurfZn, and some scholars consider him to be 

"the father of Qur'anic exegesis." Mmy exegetes use prophetic traditions (hadi7h) 

that he reported in their analysis of the Qur'àn. The reports themselves are for 

the most part related on the authority of Mdpmmad ibn Sii'ib al-~albi (d. 146/ 

763) from Ab6 S* (d. 719 A.D.). 

There exist many accounts of Ibn 'Abbkfs life,2 methods and sources of 

interpretation? There is &O a considerable body of research surrounding this so- 

l Ignaz Goldziher (18504921) wrote a comprehensive work on the development of the 
Qufân exegesis entitled Die Riditmgen der isInmisdten Kornnnirslegting (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1952). 
His work covers Qdânic interpretation ranging fiom the Companions' time to the modern 
period. See Ignaz GoldPher, Mndltdzb aZ-~izjS& al-lslnnic 2nd edition, transla ted by 'Abd al-&&n 
al-Najjik (Beirut: Dir Iqra', 1983). See also E. D. Hirschr jr., Validity in lnterpretation (New Haven, 
London: Yale University Press, 1967)' 640; Rashid Ahmad Jullandri, "Qur'anic Exegesis and 
Classical Takir;' ZsIatt~ic Q w f n l y  12 (1%)) 7î-119; M. O. A. Abdul, "The Estoncal 
Develo pment of ~af&'' lslmtic Ctr ltiire 50 (1976), 141453. 

Ab6 'Abd AU& ai-Mu$ab ibn 'Abd AU& ibn al-Mufab a l - ~ u b a ~ ,  Kit& Nmab 
Q I ~ ~ R Y S ~ ~  edited by E. Lévi-Provençal (Cairo: Dir ai-Ma'% li aigibâ'ah wa al-Nashf 1953)' 27- 
28; @ad ibn Yahyà al-~alidhud Ansab d-Asb4 edited by 'Abd al-'& al-&, vol. 3 (Beinit 
al-Matba'ah a l - ~ a t h ~ ~ k & a h ,  19781, 27-70; 'bz al-DL ibn al-A&, Usd al-Gh&nh jf ~ n ' r i f i  t d- 
Sd,gibnh, edited ûy M4amrnad ~ b r à h h ,  Muhammad -ad 'khiir and MaipnÜd 'Abd 
Wahhab Fiyid, vol. 3 ([Cairo]: al-Sha'b, 1970), 290-294; Abu 'AM AU& Shams al-~L al-~hahab:, 
Kit& TRdhkilat al-uiiffi, 4th edition, vol. 1 (Hyderabad: Matba'at Majlb Da'irat ai-Ma'ârif ai- 
' ~ t h m ~ ~ a h ,  l=), 40-41; @ad ibn 'M ibn mjar al- 'Asqal~ AI-IyWt fi-~ml~yi; d-S@&d~, 



cded T& Ibn 'Abbk by both chsical and modem scholars. However, their 

research is pr imdy directed towards investigating the authentiaty of the 

manuscripts and the variant reports and chahs of transmitters used in the work. 

In classical work, hadiTh scholars maintain that almost all of the trmmitters of 

~ n n w G  al-Mi@& are weak and untnistworthy, as is shown in the biographical 

accounts of authonlies. On the other hand, despite the abundance of 

biographical reports of aM&ziib~& only a few of them discuss this exegetical 

work.5 Most limit themselves to stating that ~unw6 al-Mi@& is one of his works.6 

-- - 

vol. 2 (Cairo: Matba'at Mu$gfa M.ammad, 1939), 322-326; -ad ibn '& ibn Hajar ab 
' ~ s ~ a l à r &  ~ n l ~ d t i i ,  nl-?irhdli~%, 12 vols. (Hy dera bad: Majlis DZ'ira t al-Ma'ari f al-~@im$ah, 1907- 
1909), 5: 276-279; Fuat Sezgin, Geschidrte des mnbisdm ScItriPttims, 9 vois. @iden: E. J. Briii, 
1967-), 8: 21-22; Muhammad Husayn al-~haha bi AI-~afSii wn al-Muf~zssmin, vol. 1 (Cairo: Dar al- 
Kutub al-Ejadlthah, 1961), 65-83; L. Veccia Vaglien, "'Abd AUZh b. aLJAbb5s," in nie 
Enyclopnedin of Islam, new edition, edited by tt A. R Gibb, et al., vol. 1 (Leiden: E. J. B d ;  
London: Luzac & Co., 1960), 4M1. Çee also Abdul Wahid Harnid, Cmpanw~zs of the Prophet 
(London: MELS, 1985), 6674. 

3 For example, see Muhammad ibn Sa'd, Al-Tizbnqd tal-K~rbrn; 8 vols. (Beirut: Dar sdir, 
Dar Bayrüt, 1957-1958), 2: 367; al-Baliidhu& A m 3  nZ-AsItrq 34; Yeshayahu Goldfeid, "The 
Development of Theory on Qur'anic Exegesis in Islamic Scholarship," Sbidin Isl~tr~icn 67-68 (1988), 
5-27. 

Goldziher, Mnmirihib a i - ~ n f i n  nl-~slnrn< 85-90; -ad An-&, Fajr al-lsliin, 10th edition 
(Cairo: Ma k ta ba t al-Nahdah al-MiGya h, 1 9 6 ) ,  201-202; msayn al- hah ha b?, ~ ~ ~ n f i d  7ua d- 
~tf~zssirz& 7i-74; W. Montgemery Watt, Bell's introdnction to the Qufiiz (Eduiburgh: The 
University Press, 1970), 168, quoting from Goldziher, Kman~uslegung, 6581; Mann2 al-Qagn, 
Mnbd~ith fi-'~liit ,r d-Qin'h (n.p.: Mawhùiit al-'Asr al-&d&, l m ) ,  312; nse Lichtenstadter, 
"Quran and Quran Exegesis," Huiiraninn Islannicn 2 (1974), 11; Helmut ~ k j e ,  The Q~rrr'ii und Its 
Eregesis, translateci and edited by Aiford T. Wdch (London: Routiedge & Kegan Paul, 1976), 32- 
33; Issa J. Bouiiata, "Poetry Citation as Inberpretative iliustration in Quianic Exegesis: Mi7s4i7iZ 
Np Ibn al-Azrq," in Islmnic Shidies Presented to Chmles 1. Admns, edited by Wael B. Hallaq and 
Donald P. Little (Leiden, New York E. J. BdJ, 1991), 27-40; Alan Jones, "Narrative Technique in 
the Qufân and in Early Poeûy," Jorirnal of Arabic Literatrtre 25 (1994), 185. 

5 The reason for this perhaps is that a l - ~ ~ k i z i i b ~ d ~  was more famous for his dictionary, al- 
Q&m3 a l - ~ u f &  



Furthmore, modem scholars, for example Rippïn and Goldfeld, doubt the 

authenticity of the ascription of this work to Ibn 'Abbis based on their research 

on the manusaipts, while Jeffery finds some interesting differences between Ibn 

'AbbZs's codex of the Qui/% and the 'Uthmanic text.7 Unfortunately, no one has 

yet paid much attention to the work itself in terms of its content. 

This phenornenon reflects some of Charles Adams's concems about the 

study of the Qur'ii.8 As with the study of Mdpunad,  Western scholars, 

Adams observes, have principally been concemed with what may be c d e d  the 

critical problems that surround their subject, in this case for example, the 

-- - - - - 

  an bac, Slrndltmit nl-~lrlutb f i ~ f d t  bià tiran Dhdtnb, vol. 7 (Cairo: Makta bat a l ~ u d ~ ,  [1931-1932]), 
127; Murtadâ a l - ~ u s a ~ n i  al -~abidi~  ï'aj al-'AnG min \muciltir aLQfiiitrS, edited by 'Abd al-Sattir 
Muhammad Farrâj, vol. 1 (Kuwait: Mafba'at Ijukümat al-Kuwayt, 1965), 43; C. Brockelmann, 
Gesdiichte der mczbischen Litfernhir, Supplement, 3 vols. (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1938)' 2: 235; Jarna Bek 
al-'@, ' U q d  al-\muhm1 vol. 4 (Beiruk al-Matba'ah al-~hl&ah, [1908]), 303; Husayn al-Ilhahabit 
AM'+$ run nl-MiJmsinin, 81-82; Muhammad ibn Ya'qüb al-F&-biid?, Al-Drnm nl- 
~vbn t l i t l rn f l i a l t@-~hinm al-Muflinllnthtdz, edited by 'AE Husayn al-Bawwiib (Riyad: Dir  al-Siwa', 
1982), 21; al-Qa*&k, Mnbdtitli F 'UMz al-Qiir'in, 312; H. FIeixh, "~l -~&~abi id i"  in 72e 
Enqclopmdin of [sfn~n, new edition, edited by B. Lewis, Ch. Peiiat and J. Schacht, vol. 2 (Leiden: E. 
J. BrilI; London: Luzac & Co., 1965), 926; AbÜ al-Yaqpin ' ~ F y a h  al-~ubÜ& Dirauit jipal-Tafi; wn 
Rijn7ift (Cairo: al-MaBa'ah al-'Arabiyah al- adi id ah, [1971]), 63; Goldfeld, "The Development of 
Theory," 15. 

Andrew Rippin, "~nfi6 h 'AbbG and Criteria for Dating Early Th$$ Texts," \misalent 
Sfridies in Arnbic nnd Islnttt 18 (1994), 38-83; Isaiah Goldfeld, "The 7'6 or read of] Abdallah 
b. 'Abbâs," Der Islnirr 58 (1981), 125-135; Arthur Jeff' (ed.), Mnteriakfor the History of tlte Text 4 
the Qzlr'in (Leiden: E. J. BAI, 1937), 193-208. See also -ad ibn Muhammad al-Tha'labi, 
Qur'nnic Gmmentmy in the ERstern Islmic Tradition of the Fimt Fotir CéntuMs of the Hijra: An 
Annotnted Edition of tire Prefne to ~l-~tn7nb?s "Kitab al-KAshfwa7 B ~ y h  'an T ,  al-Qitf &" edited 
by Isaiah Goldfeld (Acre: Srugy-P~ters and Pubiisher, 19û4), 20-27 and 52-53; Andrew Rippin, 
"Ibn 'Abbas's al-lrrgluit Ji'?-~rn'ral," BSOAS 44 (1981), 15-25; Andrew Rippin, "Notes and 
Communications: Ibn 'AbWs ~ l r m i b  alQinfin," BSOAS 46 (1983), 332-333. 

Charles J. Adams, "Islamic Religious Tradition," in nie Sttrdy of f i e  Middle East, edited 
by Leonard Binder (New York John Wiley & Sons, 1976), 61. See &O Hirsch, Vdidity in 
Interpretntion, 10-14; John Wansbrough, Qtmrnic Shidies: Sortras and Metliods of Scrfph~rd 
Inkpretatim (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1977); Andrew Rippin, "The Present Stahis of 
TGir Studies," Mrrslinr Wdd 72 (1982), 224-238; Andrew Rippin, "Studying Early T@& Texts," 
Der tslm 72 (1995), 310323. 



Qur'an's historicd development, its variant readings and its relation to pnor 

literature. Given the fa& that the interpretation of the Qur'Zn has often 

determined what it says or is perceived to Say, 1 believe that it is vital to 

understand the development of Qur'ànic exegesis as a body of study? and 

especially the principles that its practitioners observe. In an attempt to achieve 

such an understanding, I have chosen to examine this one work from the 

classical period. Even though scholars doubt the authenticity of its transmission 

for a number of reasons, ~ a n w 6  al-MiqbriS is nevertheless important because it 

illustrates how the exegetical techniques of the Companions, espedally Ibn 

'Abbas, are perceived. It may &O shed light on the early development of 

Qurfanic exegesis. Therefore, regardless of its authenticity, it is interesting as well 

as diallenging to explore ~mnui? al-MiqbZs prinaples of interpretation. 

This thesis will examine the principles that ~ a n w 6  al-MiqbE uses in 

interpreting the Qur'àn in terms of its approach, method, sources and views; it 

will also investigate the possible roles that Ibn 'Abbas and al-~-kizZbâ& had in 

its production, although it will leave aside the question of the authenticity of the 

reports that ~nnwG al-MiqbG raises. This thesis will therefore take a historical as 

well as a literary approach. In the second chapter, a historical approach will be 

more in evidence, whereas in the W d  chapter a literary approach will be 

appüed in view of its relevance to the topic under study. 

9 Adams, "Islamic Religious Tradition," 62-69. 



The sources for this study, both primary and secondary, include works in 

Arabic, English and German. The m a .  source will of course be the book under 

discussion, ~ a m z ?  al-MiqbriS min 7'afi; Ibn 'Abb<ij. Due to the limited time 

available for this research, only three modem editions have ken consulted.'O 

Secondary sources include biographies written by authors ranging fiom the 

classical period to the present, works on Qur'anic exegesiî and recent scholarly 

artides that are closely related to the topic. Some background information wiU be 

drawn from works discussing Quianic studies in generd; these sources will 

provide a fiamework of p ~ c i p l e s  of interpretation, enabling me to examine how 

they may be applied to ~ a n w &  al-Miqbk. 

To accomplish the aims of this study, the thesis will be arranged in three 

chapters and a conclusion. After an introductory first chapter, the second chapter 

will describe the work ~ a n w g  al-Mi@& and some of the issues surrounding it, 

and wil l  offer biographies of Ibn 'Abbas and al-~-%iiz&à& as w d .  The third 

chapter will discuss principies of interpretation in  amo oz? al-Miqbk, covering its 

approach to the Quiin, its methodology, its souces and some of the views that 

cm be detected in the work. A conclusion based 

investiga~on wiU be presented at the end of the thesis. 

on the results of this 

Io They are: 1. the k t  with Licbrd al-~uqtrl  fiFAsbab al-Niizul of a l - ~ u y ~ ~ ~  and ~ h ' n j i i t  al- 
Nrijiklt wn nl-MamiiNz o f  Ibn &zm, pubüshed by two different publishers the first in Muitan by 
F ~ $  Kutub Khanah in 1975 or 1976# and the s o n d  in Cairo by Sharikat Maktabat wa MatbaJât 
Mugtafa ai-8âb; al-valabi wa AwlZdüi without mention of the date of publication; 2. the text in 
an edition by itseif pubüshed in Beinit by DG al-Kutub al--fyah. The date of the latter 
publication, however, is not stated. 



TEXTUAL ISSUES OF 

A. ~ n n w 5  al-Miqbn3 min ~ n f s & f i n  'Abbai 

Scholars refer to  am& al-Miqbii min ~ a j % z i  Ibn 'Abbà3 by a variety of 

titles. The majority, however, such as al-~iwÜ& (d. 945/1538), ~ â @  Kh&ah 

(1609-1657 A D ) ,  Ibn al-'ImZd (d. 1089/1679), al-'Aqn and al-Bawwa call it 

~ a m u ;  a l - ~ i ~ b r i ~  f ~ a f n ;  Ibn 'Abbrij.1 A.l-~abj& (d. 1791 A.D.) and a l - ~ u b g  cite it 

as ~mno& al-MiqytG f~afi6 Ibn 'Abb& while aI-Qat$in calls it Tamu6 al-Mig& 

min ~ a ~ z ?  Ibn 'Abb5.2 ~ l - ~ h i h b i  as well as most Western scholars such as 

Brockelmann and Goldfeld foUow the majority in referring to it as ~ a n w 6  al- 

Mi$& min ~ a f j i i  Ibn 'AbbliS.3 There is no dear explanation for th& variety of 

titles, or for the choice of the latter version in the modem editions at my disposal. 

T a m ~  al-MiqbÜi has been published in many different editions, either on 

the margins of other works or on its own. Rippin has compiled a list of editions 

AL~iiwùdi. r a b y i f  a l - ~ i $ & i i ,  276; ~i$   haf fi fa h, K s f f  al-Zrrnuk 'an ~ s a i n h l - ~ i t h i  b 
wcz al-Ftiniln, edited by Muhammad shaGf al-~k Yaltiqàyi ,  vol. 1 (Istanbul: Wakaat al-MaOàriF, 
1941), 502. Ibn al-'Imàd, Sir&mit al-Dhdinb, 127; aLfApnr  'Uqd a l - I d f u a ,  303; al-FkÜ%b~&, AI- 
Dinm al-Mubaflttfrathalt, 21. However,  in another edition edited b y  Gustav FlQgel (henceforth this 
edition will be used), HZ$ ~ h a k h  calls it ~nmoi? n l - ~ i q y & ~ - ~ a f i &  Ibn 'Abb&. S e  EJiïjF maah, 
KirshfaI-?uniin 'an A s i i n r ~ l - ~ t r  hib wa al-Flintin: k i r o n  Bibliogr'zp~zicr<»r et Ency~Iopaediartn~ edited 
by Gustav Rugel, 7 vois. (New York: Johnson Reprint, 1944). 2: 456; Fleisch, " AL~-it~za-bâd'/ 926. 
Rippin specda tes that this may well be an error. Çee Rippin, * T& h 'Ab&&," 41. 



of thiç work.4 In spite of the worKs uncartain attribution and some differences in 

the text due to misprints, Rippin fin& that they are all much the same.5 This 

condusion seems to be accurate, as the three editions that have been accessed for 

this research bear it out; they are the same even though in some places a few 

ditferences are found, due, it seems, to misprints. 

The work is the subject of scholarly debate in at Ieast two respects: its 

asaiption/authorship and its bibliographie identity. ~ l - ~ u b ü d  and al-'Akk 

report that some people were convinced that Ibn 'Abbàs was the writer of the 

tafi& even though the ta* was only written down for the first time seven and a 

half centuries after the death of Ibn 'Abbàs. The compiler, who never refers to 

himself by name, nevertheless asserts that all of his chains of transmission are 

valid h.om Ibn 'Abbis. However, both scholars assert that if we go to the tnf~i? we 

wiu fhd that not a l l  of the interpretations are from Ibn 'Abbas. ~ l - ~ u b s  also 

notes that scholars have found various weaknesses in it, some of which stem 

from 'Abd AUah ibn al-MubZrak (118/736181/797) and not kom Ibn 'Abbis.6 

Two scholars who believe that ~ n m u i ;  al-Miqbn5 may safely be attributed to Ibn 

3 msayn al-~hahabi ~1-7'afik wn d-Mu@simin, 81-82. Brockelmann, GALS, vol. 2,235; 
Goldfed, "The Development of Theory," 15. 

4 Rippin, "infik Ibn 'AbbG," 75 and 41-42 See also Fleisch, "~l-~-&zZbid~," 926. His list 
includes the three editions that 1 have consulted as mentioned in chapter one. 

Rippin, "TM Ibir 'AbbaS," 40. 

Al-~ubtÏ& DirNat fal-~a*~ 63-64; Kh&d 'Abd ai-RabZn al-'Akk, U N  a l - ~ a f i s  li 
Kit& AIl& &MU& [Damaxus: ~aktabat  al-=Z~, 1968], W. It is a hct that one transmitter of 
tjnrr7is in ~anzui? d-bfiqb&, in parüdar in striaf al-Bqarait, is Ibn al-Mubirak, but this diain endsr 
iike others, with Ibn 'Abbas. Perhaps what al-JubÜ6 means is that the interpretation stems fiom 



'Abbas are Manna' alQa* and Malpiid shalabi. The latter states this in his 

biography of Ibn 'Abbas and though he does not state his belief explicitly by 

quoting the interpretation of nirat Muharnmnd hom the tafi;,7 he seems satisfied 

that the f@ is based on Ibn 'Abbas's reports. AlQam says explicitly that the 

work is based on reports attributed to Ibn 'Abbas and colleded by al-~-&z&~&. 

Furthermoref conceming ~ a n z u 6  al-MiqbciS's bibliographie identity, Rippin 

argues that this is questionable for two reaçons. The work is mentioned three 

times under different names in the same reference works, i.e., Brockelmann and 

Sezgin. Both scholars assign it to Ibn 'AbbG, al-~albi and al-~-&zaba&! 

Moreover, Rippinfs research shows that this work is also totally identical to al- 

Wadih f 7'n/sfi al-Qur'k of a l - ~ h a w s  (d. 308/930),9 accepting Wansbrough's 

assertion that a l - ~ k a w d s  work is "a nearly verbatun reproductionf' of al- 

~alb?s.lo In addition, the manuscripts entitled ~ n f i ;  Ibn 'Abbas, not ~ a f i &  al-~albc 

presemed in the library of Istanbul University and bearing nos. 752 A, 4560 A, 

5039 A and 6904 A, are identical to ~ a m o $  ni-MiqbrUf according to Goldfeld's 

- - - - - - 

Ibn al-Mubkk, while in T R ~ &  d-MiqbnS the isnd is extendeci to Ibn 'Abbas in order to 
authenticate the &na. 

8 Rippin, "~nfi6 h 'AbbciS," 39. 

9 Andrew Rippin, "~ l -~uhn~ ,  N d  nt -Qi r ' f i  and the Problem of Early TR+ Texb," 
BSOAS 47 (1984), 23-24. Rippin cornes to this conclusion after examining the work and the 
manuscnp k Aya %fia 221 and Leiden 1651. 

'0 Wansbrough, Qtmnic Shidks, 146. 



research. For this reason, Gokdfeld 

manuscripts given by Sezgin represents 

concludes that the list of a l - ~ b ? s  

Rippin suspects that the editor of the h s t  printed edition tried to provide 

a full  t i t le for the work he had in manuscript copy, perhaps simply the titk T'.; 

Ibn 'AbbriS, while biographical and bibliographical references would have 

provided him with a report that al-~-%üz&i& had compiled a work entitled 

TIII~WI? al-Mi@& min ~ a f ~ 5  Ibn Abb& Then the editor idensed the two works as 

one and the same without any thought as to the accuracy of the supposition. Thiç 

ascription became accepted fact in later printings. Rippin considers this case to be 

similar in nature to that swrrounding the socailed Ibn 'Abbas's text, a l - ~ z t ~ h a f f  

al-Qur'&, which is ascribed to Abc 'Ubayd (d. 224/838). He maintains that the 

ascription of the tufi6 to al-%Gz&âd~ was a result of ignorance, because the 

imid of the text ends sometime in the fourth century A.H., just as it does in the 

case of al-lughat j?-al-~tir'cE.~2 This argument sounds stronger than the one 

suggesting that al-~-iniz5bii& simply took a l ~ n a w a r h  work and foisted it upon 

an unsuspeding public as his o m .  

Rippin's second argument is that he, like Brockelmann, doubts the 

existence of manuscript copies bearing the tide ~ a &  al-MiqbriS. Rippin says, 

"Manuscript copies of tliis text with the title ~anwz? al-Miqbciç and with (or even 

Goldfeld, "The ~ n r &  or Abdallah b. 'Abbis," 129. See ais0 Sezgin, GAS, vol. 1,27 and 
34-35. 

l2 Rippin, "T@& Ibn 'Abbe 43-44. 



without) the narne al-~-&ikiibiid~ do not appear to exist." For this reason, Rippin 

doubts whether this text is really al-~~&Ebiid?s ~ a n w c  al-Miqbii, therefore he 

prefers to c d  it ~ a f s f i  Ibn 'Abb5.13 Because of this, it sounds reasonable to hold 

the opinion that this work was not written by Ibn 'Abbas himself, but that it 

contains interpretations of the Qur 'b based on reports from Ibn 'Abbàs.14 We 

will investigate the transmitters of these reports later in the next chapter. 

Another issue of concem is the nurnber of volumes in which the work was 

supposed to have bern composed. ~ l - ~ ~ w ü d ; ,  ~ i i j j ?  ~hafifah, Ibn al-'ImZd and 

al- abi id? report that .the work was originally in four volumes.15 Rippin reports 

that in the various editions he has consulted, the work has always consisted of 

one large volume consishg of 300 folios.16 Unfomuiately, it is not dear why this 

difference exists. One possible explanation rnay be that al1 four original volumes 

were printed together in one large volume, since the work which we have in one 

volume covers the whole of the Qur'Zn.17 On this point, it is worth noting what 

Goldfeld asserts: 

l3 Rippirt,   TU^ Ibn 'Abbas,'' 42. 

14 Al-'Akk, LIpJ al-~afsi;~ 227. 

15 ~l-~iiwü&, Tabqa3 al-~uf~zssin'$z~ 276; ~ â j F  ~ h a l h h ,  Kashf al-@ni%, VOL 2,456; Ibn al- 
'Imiid, Shudhara7 al-Dhnhnb, 127; al- ab?&, Ta7 al-'An& #. 

l6 Similarly eîch of the three modem editions that I have c o d t e d  consists of about 400- 
500 pages. 

17 Rippin holds the opposite opinion, because according to him al-~~&kZbâ&s Bqavir 
~hawi-al-~amy& fi-Lafo7if a l - ~ i f a b  al-A&, which is reported in the sources as a two-volume work, 
appears in su< volumes. Thmefore, it is more likely for a work to be longer, not the opposite. See 
&O Maarmnad ibn Ya'qüb al-~-iri?zàb~&, Ba$a7ir ~ h m =  al-  am@ fi- LafaTif al-Kifab alItAz&, 



Consequently a high degree of accuracy was achieved in the 
transmission of texts, on the one hand, however interpolation was 
not prevented but only controlled, on the other. As a result ~ a f i ;  
works contain the edited, augmented or abbreviated versions of their 
respective original authors. The Imd of a piece of information or of a 
book parantees the authenticity of the information of the author, 
however it does not pretend to exclude editing or interpolation. ... 
The 7'afsi; of Ibn 'AbbZs (d. 687) seems to be a perfect instance of 
augmented books." 

Given these problems, Rippin suggests that only a thorough study of this work 

The available modern editions contain the text of ~anwz? al-Miqb2 without 

introduction or commentary. None of them has been criticdy edited, nor is there 

any mention of an editor responsible for the edition. Only two of these versions 

kt al-~-küzzabad~ as the author/compiler on the title page. Therefore, it is 

difficult to ascertain the approach, sources, and points of view of the author/ 

compiler. This is very different from what one finds in 0 t h  commentaries. In 

the introduction to al-Kashsha;fof al-~amakhsh& (1075-1144 A.D.), for example, 

the author's theologicd point of view is dearly enunciated. By m e  of his 

statement that the Qur'àn was created. the reader immediately knows that al- 

~~~~~ 

edited by Muhammad 'AE al-Najjar, 6 vols. (Cairo: Lajnat Ihyà' al-Tuath al-~lâmi, 29641973). 
However, it is worth recailing that in Islamic tradition there are works which are abridgment 
(N@& ) of larger works. 

I8 Goldfeld, "The ~nfik or Abdallah b. 'Abbas," 126. 

19 Rippin, "~1-2uhriT," 24. See also Fred Leemhuis, "Ongins and Eariy Devdoprnent of 
the Tradition," in Approndtes to the Hisbory of the Interprefntion of the Qitr'in, edited by 
Andrew Rippin (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1988), 27-28. 

Malynüd ibn 'Umar a l -~amakhsh~ ,  Al-Kirshshrtf 'an @aqa7q nl -TNZ~ uia 'U@ al- 
~~moiIfi~wtqli7t al-~a'w& 4 vols. (8einit: DG al-Ma'rihh, nd), 1: 2 



knows that al-~amakhsh& was a Mu'tazfite. However, with 7'amoG al-MiqbE 

the only means of gleaning such information is fiom a thorough analysis of the 

text of the interpretation itself. 

B. A Biography of 'Abd AUkh ibn 'Abbas 

Ibn 'Abbas's biography is recorded in a number of works, owing to his 

great reputation in Islamic tradition. In spite of the fact that he lived at such an 

early period, accounts of bGs life are surprisingly consistent.21 For our purposes, 

however, the scope of the discussion will be lirnited to Ibn 'Abbik's family 

background, his role in the transmission of hadi% and his Qur'anic exegesis. His 

involvement in political and military life will be touched on only briefly. As 

Qur'anic exegesis was little more than a branch of k d z h  during Ibn 'Abbâs's 

lifetime, the two subjects will be discussed simultaneously. 

1. Family Background 

'Abd AlIàh ibn al-'AbbZs ibn 'Abd al-Mut@lib ibn Hkhim ibn 'Abd 

For more information on his üfe and writings, see the following modem biographies 
shalab;, KHm( ibn 'Abbk ; Abü al-Maulakarim man Zaydin, MRdhlinb [bn 'Ab66 fd-~ibi bayna 
Mndldib Firqdrd riz-Sunnah wn al-â?dz (Cairo: DG al-Iwid al-'Arabi ü al-Tiba'ah, 1972); 'Abd 
AU& Maammad sal<iG, i$ribr al-Unrnrdz 'Abd Allnli ibn 'Abb& wa MRdrnsnfuh fi- at-TU* bi 
Mnkiuzh al-Mrikntrn~ndi (Beirut: DZr ai-Salk, 1986); Iirnà'Fi SiIim, RriWe Ibn 'Abbik wa Mt@izdituh 
Dirkdlt ~ i ~ h i i n l t  Mtrq&rmnh (Cairo: Di% al-Nan li a l - ~ a w a  wa al-Nashr, 1993); Mdpmmad 
-ad Abc al-Nq, 'Abd AIl& ibn 'AbbG: Hnbr al-Lh~~>i>trnlr wn TmjirnrrUI al-Qur'ük (Bekuk Dk al- 
Ja, 1199). 



MmZ3 was most often referred to as 'Abd Allah ibn al-'AbbZs. H e  was one of 

the Prophet's cousins, the eldest son of M-ad's unde 'Abbas? while his 

mother, Lubibah bint al-varith ibn Hazn ibn Bujayr ibn al-Huzam ibn 

Ruwaybah ibn 'Abd AUah ibn Hi1aI ibn '&,24 of the B& '&ir ibn Sa'sa'ah, 

was the sister of Maymiinah bint al-Hârith, the Prophet's wife." The date of Ibn 

'Abb&'s birth is generally held to have preceded the Hijra by three years.26 At 

the tirne of his birth, most scholars agree, the HiShimite family was shut up in 

the Ravine (al-Shi'b) .s 

* Ibn a l -AG,  Uui d-GhcibnIt, 290: Ibn Ha jar, AI-lgibnl, 322; al-JU b$, ~ i r # i t  f i ' d - ~ n ~ &  
58. However it seems that there is a misprint in Ibn Hajar's work, where the name is written as 
"('Abd AUâh) ibn al-'Ahhis ..." 

23 Ibn al-  th&, Usd al-Gltnbdt, 290. 

24 ~ l - ~ u b a ~ ; ,  Kitnb N m b  QarnysIt, 27. In addition, Ibn a l - ~ G r  and eusayn al-~hahabi 
refer to her as Lubabah al-Kubra bint al-@rith ibn Hazn a ~ ~ i l â f i ~ a h ,  while Ibn Hajar cites her 
name as Lubàbah bint al-Hirith al-tiilallyah. See Ibn  al-^&, Usd nl-Ghbnh, 290; Husayn al- 
D hahab;; ~ l - ~ a f i &  ron al-Mtiirf~ssinii, 65; Ibn Hajr, Al-Iybdt, 3322 

25 Mu hamrnad ibn al-Hasan al-TÜS~, Iklitiyiïk Matrifit nl-RijiiZ: d-Mntni;F bi RF7 nl-~nrhshi; 
edited by  ahd di al-~aja'; (Qum: Mu'assasat Âl al-Bayt, [1984]), 271. 

26 A l - ~ u b a ~ ,  Husayn al-~hahabi, Vaglieri, al-~alâdhuh (quoting from al-~ubay;), Ibn 
Hajar and al-~ubün are among those scholars, even though the last three add that it may actually 
have occurred five years pnor to the Hijra. See alZubay& Kit& N d  Qinnysit, 26; Husayn al- 
~hahabi ,  AM@ wn al-MzfllSSir~in, 65; Vaglieri, "'Abd AU& b. al-'Abbis," 40; a l - ~ a l i d h ~ ,  
Ansa6 al-Asln6 27; Ibn Ija jar, Al-Igbdt, 322; al-fu büZr ~ir&cr't fhL7"@, 58. 

Ibn al-A& and Shams a l - h  al-~hahabi hold the same view and state that when the 
Prophet died, Ibn 'Abbas was a boy of thirteen? but it is also said that he was £ifteen. ALTÜG adds 
that he was fifteen and ten months, while Watt reports that in the year 632 AD. Ibn 'Abbis 
would have been anywhere from ten to fifteen years old. See Ibn &A&, Usd al-Ghribnh, 294; 
Shams al-DL al-~hahabi, Kit& Tdikirat al-Ktîfft, 40; al-TU& Ikhtiyni Ma'rifat al-Rijn8 271; Watt, 
Bell's Introdzicfion, 168, quoting fiom Goldzîher, Kmaic;legting, 65-81. See also Hamid, 
Compmions of the PropIzet, 66. 

A L - z u ~ ~ ~ ,  Kit& N ~ n b  Qznnysh, 26; aL~al%dh&, Ansab al-AshG 27; ~ - T Ü &  ikh* 
Mn'nfnt al-Rijn, 271; Ibn al-AG, Usd nl-GItnbdzf 291; Ibn .ijar, A61$ubdzr 322. Husayn al- 
~hahabi, AI-T~$& wa nt-MtIfrzsst'rzin, 65; a l - ~ u b ~ ,  ~irrisrz-t Fal-~afik 58; Vaglieri, "'Abd Allah b. 
al-'Abbâs," 40. 



Ibn 'Abbas's close and intimate relationship with the Prophet began in 

childhood, when he was brought to the Prophet by his father shortly after he was 

boni? Some hadi7hsf with various imüds, record that the Prophet prayed to God 

to endow Ibn 'Abbàs with tafw$ and wisdom.29 His proxixnity to Mulymmad is 

also attested to in reports which con€jrm his devotion to the s e ~ c e  of the 

Prophet and which depict him preparing the latter's wudu7, standing behind him 

in prayer, and accompanying him on expeditions and journeysY 

Ibn Sa'd (ca 168/784-230/845), a l - ~ a l à d h ~  (d. 892 A.D.), Ibn al-~t.h% 

(555/ ll6O-630/ l B 3 ) ,  Ibn vajar (77311372-852/1449), yusayn al-~hahabi and 

al-~ub& relate that Ibn 'Abbas was given the titles Habr al-Umrnah (the 

leamed man of the ummnh)3= and al-Bahr (the sea) as tributes to his great 

Is ~ l - ~ a l à d h u i ,  Ans& RI-Aslrnj: 27. However Hamid reports that it was not his father but 
his mother who was the one who brought him to the Prophet, who then procedeci to put some 
of his saliva on the baby's tongue before his first feeding. See Hamid, Cmpazions of the Prophet, 
66. 

29 Ibn Sa'd, AI-T'bqit al-firbra; vol. 2,365 and 370; al-2ubayn, Kit& Nnsnb Qurmjsh, 26; 
al-8did huz, A n d  nl-AshcàJ 2&29 and 37; lklttiyüi Mni@t al-RV, 272-273; Ibn al-A&, 
Usd al-Glrnbal, 291; Shams al-DL al-Dhahabi, Kit& Tndhkirnt al-ifilfi, 40; Ibn Hajar, Al-[sIbRh, 
322-323, Ibn .jar, ~ahdhib al-~dzdltib. vol. 5, 278279; ~ â j f  ~ h a u a h ,  Knsif d-?miin, vol. 2, 333. 
See also Hamid, Cott~panions of th Propliet, 67. This prayer is used by some scholars to argue that 
the Prophet did not explain al1 verses of the Qur'ân. See Wsayn al-Ilhahabit A l - T e  wa al- 
Miifiissntin, 51. 

3 A l - ~ a l i i d h ~ ,  Ans& al-AsIr% 27-29; Ibn &jar, AI-[sabnlz, 322-323. Çee dso Hamid, 
Cotnpunions of the Prophef, 66. In addition, it is reporteci that he saw Gabriel standing behind the 
Prophet on two occasions. See Ibn ça'd, Al-Tabqft RI-Kiibc vol. 2, 370; al-~uba$~ Kit& N i 6  
Qtaaysh, 26; a l - ~ a l i i d h ~ ,  Ansab al-Aduaf, 28-29; al-~Ü& IWttiyi? Ma'@t al-Rijd, a Ibn al-~th& 
LIsd aZGl1cr3di, 291; Ibn Hajar, AI-[s~bdl~ 322-323. 

3' Ibn wjarr Al-l$îtnba, 325; wji ~h&ah, b h f  a@n,tn, vol 2,333; a l - ~ u b ~ r  ~itü3ti1 fi' 
al-~at&, 5û. However Ibn -jar &O cites it as @zbr al-'Art& instead of gabr al-llt~atrruh. S e  Ibn 
v a  jar, AI-1sn71dtt, 322. 



knowledge.32 Vaglieri, however, is more specific in inçisting that Ibn 'Abbas's 

reptation is dependent on his doctrine? A number of bdi7hs laud Ibn 'Abbas's 

ability to refute detractors by appeaüng to the Qur'iin, had8h and xeason? 

Furthemore, some reports suggest that Companions, such as 'Umar (d. 23/644), 

'u (d. 40/ 660), E$assiin ibn mit (d. 40/659), Sa'd ibn ~ b j  Waqqe (d. between 

50/670 and 58/677) and 'A'ishah (d. 58/678) deciared their respect and 

admiration for Ibn 'AbbaS.35 

From his youth, Vaglieri wxites, Ibn 'Abbâs demonstrated an interest in 

scholarly research. He undertook long and arduous joumeys to i n t e ~ e w  

Companions of the Prophet,% becomuig a master of many disoplines at a young 

age. His expertise extended to the fields of ta*, ssiya, rnaghizc hadi&, awiimf 

ansab (genealogies), poetry, i v a ' f l ~ ~ ,  and the traditions of the Arabs.37 Ibn 

'Abbâs served as an important resource for his community and gave public 

32 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Dbn<lat al-Kribr6 vol. 2, 366; al-~aliidha, Ans& nl-Ashrq 30-33; Ibn al- 
 th%, LIsd aLGltabh, 291; Ibn vajar, AI-I~ribdr, 325; Ibn Hajar, ~nltrlhii nl-~lud?ii& vol. 5, 276; 
Husayn al-D hahab?, A I - T ~ F ~  wn al-MujksMin, 65; al-fuba ~ir&dfnt-~i$s&, 58. Husayn al- 
Dhahabi gives five situations that prove Ibn 'Abbis to have been knowledgeable See Husayn al- 
~ h a h a b i  AI-T@& wn al-MrrjkisirtCn, 67-68. 

3 VagLieri' "'Abd AU& b. a12Abbas," 40. However, Vagüerî writes it wrongly, "al-ebr." 

" Hamid, Compnnions of Uze Prophet, 69 and 70-73. 

35 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tnbaqit al-l(ubr6 vol. 2, 365 and 369; ai-zu bayn, KitRb N d  QtrrylsIz, 26-27; 
a l - ~ a l i d h ~ ,  A n d  al-AsItrc$30 and 35; Ibn &jar, AI-.3,alz, 322. Çee ais0 Kamïd, Cotrrpmions of 
the Prophet, 69 and 70-73; al-~uba,  ~ ~ a ü t f i ~ n l - ~ a f i ~ ~  5859 and 63. 

36 Ibn Sa'd, Al-TRbqd d-Kubr6 vol. 2,367-368; d-Bal idh~,  A d  ai-Ashrc$ 34-35; Ibn 
Hajar, AI-I$h.h, 323; Vaglieri, "'Abd AU& b. al-'Abbas," 40; Hamid, Cortqumions of the Prophe t, 66- 
a. 

9 Ibn Sa'd AIgnbqot nl-Klibra; vol. 2,367; Vaglieri, "'AM Ali& b. al-'Abbas," 40. 



lectures, 

works.38 

aided by his formidable memory and a large collection of written 

His lectures covered a wide range of disciplines, each delivered on a 

partidar day.39 Ibn 'Abbàs's ïntellectual interests were shaped by the trends of 

his day at a time when, according to Faniqi, Qur'anic exegesis, the traditions of 

the Prophet, story-telling (qeus), akhbnl; poetry, genealogies and biographies 

were the chief media for p r e s e h g  the heritage of the early years of Islam.40 

A vast number of reports exist conceming his academic activities, but only 

a few relay any information about his personal Me. Hamid reports that Ibn 

'Abbis was a man who cherished peace above war and logic above force or 

violence.4' Perhaps the event of the arbitration in s&, when he persuaded 

troops to accept the Caliph's decision can serve as an example of this trait. 

He was &O renowned for his generosity, hospitality and piety. 

In hiç old age, lbn 'Abbas lost his sight? The date and place of his death, 

as al-zubad (d. CU 236/851), Shams &DL al-~hahabi (673/1274-748/1348), 

3s Ibn al-A&, Usd al-Gh&nhf 291-292; Nabia Abbott, Studies in Arnbic Lifermy P a p p ;  vol. 
2 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1967), 14; Vaglieri, "'Abd Ailah b. al-'Abbàs," 40; Hamid, 
Cottrpnnions of th Propltet, 69-70. 

39 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tiablu~it al-Kt~brn; vol. 2, 368; Abboh Shrdies in Arnbic Litermy P m  14; 
Vaglieri, "'Abd AU& b. al-'Abbik," 40. See also Hamid, Coinpanions $the Prqdref, 69-70. 

Nisar Ahmed Faruqi, E d y  Mirslh Histmfography (New Delhi: Idarah-i Adabiyat-i 
Deili, 1979), 164. 

A I - ~ u b ~ ,   DR&^ fd-~a* 58. APT& reports that he was blind because he cried so 
much for al-Ijisan and al-Husayn, while Ibn al-A& cita a @dfih t e k g  that there was a 
ihe at the edges of Ibn 'Abbas's nose where tears ran because of so rnuch crying. See aiqüsi, 
Iwitiyüf Mn'rifif d-RijaIr 272; Ibn d-~th& Lld al-Gluibah, 292 



HG$ @ah, Husayn al-~hahabi, Vaglieri, Hamid and al-Jubg a l l  codirm, 

was in 68/686-8 in .if." Some hadiths report that Ibn a l -~an&~ah  (d. 81/700) 

attended his funera1.M 

2 Ibn 'Abbas in ~ n n i t h  and Qur'ânic Exegesis 

At a time of opposition to the writing down 

was one of the few Cornpanions who continued 

of hadiTh and tafsz?, Ibn 'Abbas 

the tradition3 He reported a 

a ~ l - ~ u b a ~ s ,  Kit& NNRb Qwaysh, 26; Shaxns al-& al-~hahabi, Kit& Tndlrkirnt al-&iffi, 
41; HZ$ ~hal2ah ,  Kaslif al-?unin, vol. 2, 333; Husayn al-~hahab;, ~ i - ~ n f i k  zun nl-Miijkssirtin, 65; 
Vaglieri, "'A W Allah b. &'A bbàs," 40; Ham id, Cotrrpnnions of the Proplcet, 74; al+ b&, Dirri5i.t fi- 
al-ïnfii?, 58. In addition, Husayn al- hah ha bi cites this opinion, without reporting others, and 
states that it is the more diable. 

Al-TÜS~ places his death 68 AH, when he was 70 or 7i, while Ibn &Ath& cites 68 AH. 
but gives Ibn 'Abbis the age of 70, and adds that it is also said he was 73, but this is not valid 
(shmib). Ibn Hajar notes that some xholars Say 65 A.H. some 67 AH., and some 68 AH., but üte 
last is vaüd for most scholars (iirnrlirir). In addition, Watt cites it as 687 AB. ~ l - ~ u b a y d  and 
Hamid mention that when he died he was 71. See al-TU& Iklrtiy? Mn'ri/nt nl-R@iI, 271; Ibn al- 
 AG^, Usd al-Ghduh, 294; Ibn Hajar, Al-@bdz, 326; Watt, Bell3 Inhodilction, 168, quoting from 
Goldziher, Koranarslegitng, 65-81; al-~ubay& Kit& Nmb Qltraysh, 26; Hamid, Conrpnnium of Hce 
Proplzef, 74. However, in his T'rrhdhib al-~aldt&, Ibn vajar mentions only the age of 68. S e  Ibn 
Hajar, ~nlidhib al-~dzdhib, vol. 5,278. 

" Ibn Sadd, Al-nbqïf al-Kirb6 vol. 2, 365; al-%& [Witiyni. Ma'rifit al-Rijn?, 272; Ibn ai- 
Usd al-Gha"~, 294; Ibn vajar, Al-l?nbah, 326. 

45 Abu 'Umar Ykuf ibn 'AM &Barr al-d aman al-Qurpibi, [Jmn' Bay& nl-'lfni wa FaijZih, 
vol. 1 (Cairo: Idàrat ai-pbii'ah a l -MA&,  n.d.), 72-73; Abu Bakr -ad ibn al-~hatib al- 
~ a ~ h d i î d i ,  T& d-'nm, edited by YuSu€ al-'Ash (Damaxus: al-Ma'had al-~iansi, 1949), 91-92, 
quoted by Abbott, Studies in Arabic Litermy Papp; 11. ~ i ï j i  Kha&h mentions a &z&t fiom Ibn 
'Abbas saying that Hmting (m) is more valuable than an oral report, because it is usefd for 
those attending or absent See Ifi$ ma& h, Knshf al-sin in, vol. 3,144. However, in other places 
it is ated that Ibn 'Abbâs forbade the recording of knowledge in writing. Çee Ibn Sadd, AI-Tabaqit 
d-Kiibr6 vol. 2,371; Ibn 'Abd al-Barr, [&ri' Baya%, 65; a l -~hacb  al-8aghdidi, ~izq$ al-'fi, 4243; 
&$ ~ h a h h ,  Kashf d-?unifi, vol. 1,7840. From the !uzdSlt quoted by &fia@ a l -~a~hdid i ,  it is 
understood that Ibn 'Abbâs did not write the report when he dealt with a person whom he was 
not familiar with, because in the &di&, the peaon is not identified, just âted as "a man" (rnjul). It 
is W y  that Ibn 'Abbis did this to avoid rnisrepresentation or misuse of the report See also 
Jullandn, "Qur'anic Exegesis," 79. It b worth noting that this issue is in dispute among scholars. 
Sec C. Et AL Versteegh, Arabic Grmttttm and Qrm'inic Exegesis in Euriy islam (Leiden: E. J. Bd, 



great number of b d g h  fiom the Prophet, 'Umar, 'fi, M u W h  ibn Jabal and A& 

Dharr (d. 32/652 or 3)" d and Husayn al-~hahabi assert that of the 

Cornpanions who transmitted prophetic &dith, Ibn 'Abbas transmitted the 

greatest number of riw4~2.47 His hadilhs were transmitted by many people; a s  

Iisted by Ibn a l - ~ t h k ~  

Hamid desaibes Ibn 'Abbas as cautious and careful when authenticating 

a hadGh. To accept a single hadi(h, Ibn 'Abbas would conhirm it with as many as 

thuty Companions. Hamid reports that about 1660 of his hadiths are recorded 

1993), 55-56;' Harris Birkeland, Old Mzulim Oppositim ngninst ln terpretntion of the K m  (Oslo: I 
Kommisjon Hos Jacob Dybwad, 1955). 

(6 Ibn &A&, Usd al-Glzribnz, 292. See also Ibn Hajar, ~ n h d h 8  al-~ahdhib, vol. 5,276. 

47 A&, Fnjr al-[slfiri, 202; Husayn al- hah ha bi, ~f -~n f i k  wn 01-Mir/Nsirtin, 64. However, 
 min emphasizes that the greatest number here is in the sense of quanti$ not of validity. 

There are two works which specifically record two differen t hditlis from Ibn 'Abbas. S e  
al-lsd tua al-Mi'* li al-lm6n Ibn 'Ab% (kirut: Dâr al-Kitab ai-libn&, al-Dàr al-~f&$~ah al- 
' ~ r a b i ~ a h ,  1983); al-Ha& Zayn al- in ~ b ?  al-Faraj 'Abd al-Raban ibn -ad ibn Rajab al- 
~ a n b a  fi, Nzk ~ l - f~ t ib i i  f ~ i s h k d  wm&at al-~nb&lli~lldt 'Alnyh wa SnlZnm li Rm 'Abba5, edited 
by Muhammad ibn N+ir aL'~jrn1 (Kuwait Maktabah D5r al-Iqg, 1986). 

" They were 'Abd AU& ibn 'Umar (d. 73/693), Anas ibn Malik (d. 91-93/709-711), AbÜ 
al-Tufayl, Abù Amàmah ibn Sahl ibn Ijunayf, Kath% ibn 'Abbas (his brother), 'fi (his son) (d. 
117/735 or 6), and his 1irmun7c namely 'Ikrirnah (d. 106/724), Kurayb, Abu Ma'bad NEfidh, ' A v  
ibn ~ b i  Rabàh (ci. 114/732), Mujahid ibn ru bayr a l - ~ a G  (d. 103/721), Ibn ~ b i  Mulaykah, 'Amru 
ibn Dinar, 'Ubayd ibn 'Umayr, sa'jd ibn al-Musayyab (d. 94/712), al-Qkirn ibn Mulpnmad, 
'Ubayd AUàh ibn 'Abd Allah ibn 'Utbah, Sulaymin ibn Yasâr (d. 100 A.H.), 'Unvah ibn al-Zubayr 
(23-92 AH.), 'u ibn al-Husayn, Abu ai-Zubayr, Muhammad ibn Ka%, T Z w k  ibn KaysZn (d. 
106/724), Wahb ibn Munabbih (34/654-114/728), and Abu al-Dulpï. See Ibn al -~thk,  Usd al- 
Gltribizh, ,292 s j f  ~ h a h f a h  adds %'id ibn Jubayr (d. 95/7i3) to the iist See @@ fi&, Knshf 
~ 1 - 2 1 m ~ ,  vol. 2, 335. Ibn &jar mentions more names in his ~aitdlzib al-Tddiib. See Ibn Ifajar, 
7'nli#& al-~altdhg, vol. 5,276-278. 

Furthemore, Ibn ' h ü r  classifies them in two groups. The first are Ibn 'Abbas's t w t e d  
transmittersf for example Mujahid, M m a h  Tiwüs, 'AW ibn ~ b i  Rabâh and sa'ld ibn Jubayr. 
They are the o n e  that al-~ukh& quotes in his WJ*. The second includes people who are not 
tntsted, for example d-Dai&& ' ~ t i ~ a h  ibn Sa'd al-Suddi who is quoted by Mdyxtmad ibn al- 
ça'ib al-Kalk See Mdpmmaci ai-FZ@ ibn 'Âshür, AI-TU~& wa Rijntdz Fun&: Manshr?ràt ai- 
LughZt DZr al-Kutub a14harGyah, 1966),18-19. S e  also &n'in, FFajr nl-lslrùii, 202-203; Wayn al- 
~hahabi,  AI-~afn; wn a.-Mz~fiisshrn, 82-83; Faruqi, h l y  Mzislim Hktoriographyf 141. 



and authenticated in al-~d~h&?s and Muslim's collebions.~g Nevertheless, 

because of his reputation, some f&e reports were asCnbed to him in an attempt 

to lend them credibility. AMhafi'i (150/767-204/820), for instance, asserts that 

only 100 hadiThs attributed to Ibn 'Abbas are sound.50 Faniqi mentions two 

reasons for this false attribution: to please the ruling family of the day and to 

authenticate the transmitters' version~.~l As such, little can be known of his 

views with any certainty? 

Goldfeld, citing various references, argues that Ibn 'Abbiîs may not ment 

the acdaim he cornmandsF While only Ibn a l - ~ a b  (d. 385/995) and 

~%hkub&dah (d. 962/1560) provide onginal information conceming the 7'afn; 

of Ibn 'Abbis, ~h&ah (1609-1657) does not discuss him to any great 

extent, while a l - ~ a t t ~  (d. 1345/1927) does not refer to Ibn 'Abbis at all.9 This, 

however, may be explained by the fact that the latter author opens his discussion 

49 Harnid, Cmttpnnions cf the hophet, 66-68. 

Jdal a l - I h  'Abd al-Ralpiin al-Suyü& Al-ftqin F'~firi>r ai-Qar'ii~, 3rd edition, edited 
by Muhammad Abù al-Fa@ 1b&, 4 vois. (Cairo: Dir al-Turith, 19û5), 4: 209; Ibn 'Lhür, Al- 
T@ wn Rijnult, 19. 

9 Famqi, Emly Muslitn Hisfm'ogr~pIiy, 141. Çee also Amh, Fnjr aI-lsl&~t, 202-203; Husayn 
al-~hahab;, Al-~q'Si? W ~ I  al-Mt</~~hin, 82-83; Juifandri, "Qufânic Exegesis," 7940. 

a Watt, Ben's Inbodi~~t i~n~ 168, quothg from Goldziher, Kaanatcslegling, 6581. See also 
Ibn 'Ashür, A l - 7 ' '  Rij?tih, 29; al-~ubüZr ~rimntf i ;L-~nf i& 63. 

Goldfeld, "The T@G or Abdaiiah b. 'Abbas," W. 

5< See M&ammad ibn khiq ibn a l - ~ a d h ,  Kitab iil-Filnist, edited by Gushv Hbgel 
(Beinit Maktabat Khayyii!, [1966]), 125; -ad ibn M q d Z  pshkub&-dah, Mip* al-Sa'dah 
tua M&bfi!t al-SiyEM, vol. 1 (Hydera bad: Matba'a t Da'ira t a l -~a ' i id  a i -~ iq im~~ah ,  1911), 400-401; 
H$ Knshf al-Ziintul, vol. 2, 333-334; Mdpmrnad ibn Ja'far al-~atta J AI-Ri&i?ntr al- 
Mus€n,trnf;Jz li B~yàit Mll~hIizi? Krrtub ai-Sunnalz d-M~~sImnfdt @ a m a m :  Matba'at Dir  al-Fikr, 
1964). 



with the development of 'dm al-@diTh in the second century, a time when Ibn 

ShihZ-b (d. 124/741) was the most prominent figure in the writing of hadiTh, as is 

also suggested by Goldfeld.5 In addition, Brockelmann devotes very Iittle space 

to Ibn 'Abbis's literary activity, while Sezgin hesitates even to attribute a specific 

work in Qur'anic interpretation to Ibn 'Abb2.56 

Apart from king a great name in the field of 'ilm al-@dSh, Ibn 'Abbas is 

also considered to have been the father of Qur'ànic exegesis.57 ~l-~arkasG (d. 

79411392) relays the information that Ibn 'Abbàs was among those Cornpanions 

who memorized the whole of the Qur'iin.ja Al-suyüti (849/1445-911/1505), .$ 

-ah and al-J~b& situate Ibn 'Abbas in the developmental stages of tafnr, 

togethe. with the Rightly-Guided Caliphs, Ibn Mas'üd (d. 653 A.D.), Ubayy ibn 

Ka'b (d. 639 A.D.), etc.59 Moreover, Ibn Hajar, Husayn al-~hahabi, Faruqi and al- 

~ u b a  depict him as the most knowledgeable of his contemporaries ui exegeskW 

Abbott places him in the same rank as Abü Hurayrah (d. 581678) and 'Abd Allàh 

55 Goldfeld, "The T L Z ~ ~ &  or Abdallah b. 'AbbZs," 127. 

56 See Brockelma~, GALS, vol. 1,330-331; Sezgin, GAS, vol. 1,25-28. 

fl Abbott, Sfirdies in Arnbic Litermy Pa& 9; Vaglieri, "'Abd AU& b. al-'Abbis," 40; Watt, 
Bell's Introdicction, 168, quoting from GoldPher, Kmananslegung, 65-81. 

Badr al-D&I Mdytmrnad ibn 'Abd ALI& ai-2arkasGr Al-Binkan f uirrni al-Qttr'fn, 
edited by 'Abd alQidir *Ag, 4 vols. Mt: Diü al-Kutub al~81hdYah, lgûû), 1: 295306. 

" AI-~uyüti, Al-Ifqrin, vol. 4, 204; ~ i i j i  Khalalifah, Kizshf al-ZunrTn, vol. 2, 332; a l - ~ u b ~ ,  
D kkit fi-~l-~~ji&, 75-76. 

60 Ibn Hajar, Al-lgnMtr 323-325; Husayn al-~hahabi, AZ-TU~%& rua ~l-Miî@imk, 59 and 63; 
Faruqi, Early Musli~~t  Hisfuribgrapflry, 165; al+ bG, lYh&-t fi-al-~afi$, 58-59. 



ibn 'Amr ibn al-'& (d. 63 A.H.), among the early Qur'anic commentatorspl 

whereas Faruqi conside~s him the most significant contributor to the 

development of this branch of knowledge.62 VagIieri attributes this to his ski11 in 

relating the Qur'in to the needs of his socie137.63 As well, 'Abd al-'Az& reports 

that even though Ibn 'Abbis received his early tutelage in the Qur'iin from 'G 

ibn ~ b i  Taüb, he, in the end, was more howledgeable than his masterPL Hence, 

he was called tarjumail al-Qur'Cn.65 

A~-T& (d. ca 460/1067), al-~ub& and &Qat@, however, cite a 

partidar which throws doubt on Ibn 'AbbSfs knowledge of aIl the 

Qur'anic verses.66 Zaghlul mentions a report from Mujahid (d. 103 A.H.) saying 

that once when Mujahid asked Ibn 'Abbâs a question conceming an expression 

in the Qur'En, the latter answered that only God h o w s  its exegesis 

Faruqi, Emly Musli>ir Histaiography, 141. 

Vagiieri, "'Abd Allah b. al-'Abbas," 40. 

a Am& 'AM al-'& ~ i r ~ t ~ ~ ' ~ ~ ~ i n t  al-Qurrin (Amman, Jordan: DK ai-Fuq* Beirut 
Mu'asçasat al-Risâfah, 1983), 151. 

6 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tnbqilt (~I-K~ibrn; vol. 2,366; al-~alâdhu;, Anwib n2-Asinnj: 30; Ibn Hajar, Al- 
1 ' 1 ,  324; Ibn vajar, ~d~dhii, d-7iiidt& vol. 5, 278; s j f  ~haGah,  fGzsIzfa1-Zimti", vol 2, 333; 
Jdullandri, "Quiânic Exegesis," 7475. According to Juiiandri, the word "tmjiimim" who* 
rneaning is hrtnslator, was attiched to Ibn 'Abbas because he interpreted verses of the Quiin 
word by word. 

a ~l-msi,  Ikhtiyii Ma'tfpt al-Rifa?, 273; al+xbui, DRmat jf n l - ~ a g ,  26; alQa*& 
Mnbi7zith f'UItr'nt d-@.ait, 287. The &d& tells how once Ibn 'Abbas did not know of a 
particular expression in the Qur'an. However, al-TU$ throws doubt on this (4i7if) because 
one of ik transmitters is fi& ibn 'Umar al- am^. A L - J U ~ ~  adds that iike other ordinary 
people, some Companiow, induding Ibn 'Abbk, did not know al1 of the Arabic used in the 
Ouian- 



(ta'wq.67 Moreover, based on al-~uyÜf?s explanation of ' u s  fame among the 

Rightly-Guided Caliphs," it is possible to draw an analogy with Ibn 'AbbZsfs 

reputation as the greatest among the Companions. Ibn 'Abbk's status may 

derive from the fact that the other nine Companions, who were interpreters in 

the first stage of Qur'anic exegesis, died earlier,@ leaving him the only remaining 

Cornpanion to meet with the Followers. Because of this, reports on him abound, 

as isn't the case with the other Companions. Moreover, in the early Islamic 

period, the Cornpanions restrained themselves from writing .di&, whereas in 

Ibn 'AbbZsfs tirne, the writing of tradition had commenced its development. 

Inevitably, reports from Ibn 'Abbis assumed a value which, in turn, led to the 

abundance of reports on hirn. 

Part of the doubt some scholars have of Ibn 'Abbis's contribution to the 

Isldmic exegetical tradition stems from a duonology of events relating to the 

Qur'àn's development which predudes Ibn 'Abbas's involvement. First, 'Umar 

did not nominate Ibn 'Abbis to be among the five Companions sent to Damascus 

67 Ai-Shabàt alSayyid Zaghld, Al-lttijcùtit al-~ikriiah f a l - ~ a ~  (Aiexandria: al-Hay'ah 
a l - ~ i ~ z ~ a h  aLIÀmmah li al-Kitab, 1975), 68. 

~ l - s u ~ i i ~ t i  asserts that 'u was the most famous trammitter among the Rightly-Guided 
Caliphs because he üved Iater than others, and therefore had a longer time to meet other 
Companions and transmit @di&. See al-~uyi i~ ,  Al-ICqair, VOL 4,204. 

Al-suyÜti iists ten Companions who were interpreters in the early development of 
QdZnic exegesis. The other nine were the RightlyGuided Caliphs, Ibn Mas'üd, Ubayy ibn Ka'b, 
Zayd ibn T'habit (d. 45 AIL), Abu Müsà al-~sh'an (d. cn 421662) and 'AM Alla ibn Zubayr (d. 
72/692). See al6uyü& AI-itqrin, vol. 4, 204. 



to teach the Qur'ik when ~ & d  ibn ~ b z  Sufj6n asked for itF Nor was Ibn 

'Abbas chosen when 'Uthmin set up a cormnittee to collect and compile the 

QurrZn in a rnu?haf.n k e  facts must be taken into consideration when 

assessing Ibn 'Abbas's status as a great scholar. 

Like some of the other Companiow, Ibn 'Abbas had his own codex of the 

Qurriïn, reports Ibn ~ b i  D 5 w d  (d. 316/928) in Kit& al-Masahif: ALzarkasM 

assertç that Ibn 'Abbàs's reading was from Ubayy ibn Kafb,n while Jeffery notes 

that Ibn 'Abbàs's codex contained two extra m%hs over and above Ubayy's 

textn This point is one that dernands more research, because al~uyüti maintains 

that Ubayy's text had two extra niiahs lacking in the 'Uthmanic text74 

In his role as a teacher, Ibn 'Abbis founded one of the three madhahibs 

(schools) in Qur'anic studies! i.e, the one based in Mecca. He taught in al-Mq-id 

70 Ibn Sa'd, AI-Tabqit al-Kiibr4 vol. 2,356-357. 

71 Am& tells us that the cornmittee consisted of Zayd ibn Thibit, 'Abd AU& ibn al- 
Zubayr and saïid ibn al-'& (d. 591678 or 9). See ~m&, FRjr ni-lslfitr, 195. Faruqi adds two figures, 
'Abd al-Rahman ibn &=rith and Ibn Hishim. See Faruqi, tvly Mirstitn Hist011*opphy, 124425. 

72 M-~arkasG~ Al-Bznlrin, vol. 1,306. 

Jeffery (ed.), Materials, 193. This work contains Kitnb al-M@i/ of Ibn ~ b i  D5wÜd 
together with a collection of the variant readings from some codices. The work of Ibn ~ b ?  Dàwiid 
itseIf contains some variant readings, including those of Ibn 'Abbas. Jeffery provides a summary 
of the differences in these readings. For the codex of Ibn 'Abbas, see Kim al-M+h'in J&' 
(ed.), MaterinIsï 73-77, and for Jeffes/s no te on this work, s e  Jeffery (ed.), Mnfen'rrk, 193-208. 

74 ALSuyÜti, Al-ftqriir, vol. 3,184486. In addition, Burton reports, "The codices ascribed 
to ibn 'Abbas, Ubayy and Ab6 Miki  are said to contain two s b s  which the 'Uthmanic text 
lacks." See John Burton, ï7r.e GCollecfîun of flre Qur'k (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
1977), 220. 



al-Harh and, in tum, hk pupils 

Qm'anic interpretation, for example, 

spread his teadiing." His exposition of 

was cornpiled in a speciaI coJlection based 

on the k i i jah  of one of his immediate pupüs. Thus we find that Ibn 'Abbas is 

widely quoted in a number of commentaries, including76 Tafnr al-wa7ib1: ~ u f n ;  al- 

~im~àjtii77 ~ a f i ;  a l - ' A W ~  T'a* 'Ikrimah, TU)%; al-~albi;78 TG@; al -~al ihc  and Kitai 

al-Wujuh. In recent years, the existence of numerous manuscripts and several 

editions of t a f s k  attributed to him has been confirmed. Sezgin lise a number of 

other works that are attributed to Ibn 'Abbas. These indude ~ h a t i b  aZ-Qur'im, 

Mlzsa'il Nn;fil ibn al-Anaq, and al-Lugh-f fal-~ur'fi.79 However, the authenticity 

of these manuscripts is held in doubt by most scholars.~ 

76 Al-~ha'labi, Qiirfnnic Cot~itimtmy, 2 W  and 52-53. See.also IJii@ KhaGfah, KaIf al- 
Zirtrrik, vol. 6,424425. 

~ l ~ u y i î t i ,  sshkub&-dah, ~ a j i  Kh&a h, Husayn al-Ilhaha bi and ai-Qagfan provide a 
Iist of chahs of transmission back to Ibn 'Abbk. See al-suyütif AI-ltqh, vol. 4, 207-210; 
~âshkubr&dah, M M  aIISalriant, 401; wj$ KhaBah, Knslifal-Zitniin, vol. 2,33%334; Husayn al- 
~hahab?~ A I - 7 ' ' ;  ton nl-Mtlfnssirrin, 77-81; al-Qa@n, ~&@ithf'Ulih nl-Qin'tüz, 313-314. One of 
them is the chain used in ~ n n w k  d-MÙ@%. This chain is dixussecl m e r  in chapter three, below. 

ni See also @ji ~ h a e a h ,  Iuzshf n2+rni6tf vol. 2 377. 

79 Sezgin, GAS, vol. 1,2528. For some of the mearch on UUs issue, see: Rippin, "Ibn 
'Abbas's al-~nghnt ~-nl-Qtir'R'n/ 15-25; Rippin, "Ibn 'Abbis's ~tm*b al-Qtn'rnC," 332333; Andrew 
Rippin, 'Zexicographical Texts and the Qur'%I," in Appronches fo the H k t q  ofthe fhenterpretu~un of 
the Qiir'a3, edited by Andrew Rippin (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1988), 158-174. See also Boullata, 
"Poetry Citation, 27-40. 

Vaglieri "'Abd Ailah b. al-'Abbàs:' 40. Khalidov has an article dealing with the 
problem of authenticafing fiterature wxitten in the Classical period. See A. B. Khalidov, 
"Problems of Authoahip in Classical Arabic Literahire/ Arabist: Biidnpest Shuàies in AmEc 15-16 
(1995), 143-147. 



Ibn 'Abbas's approach to interpretation was, according to Ibn Sa'd and al- 
- 

~ a l a d h ~ ,  based on a verse-by-verse and letter-by-letter exposition, or fafslr 

musalsal.~ However, both al-~uyÜG and Fiidah assert that tu$+ in its earfiest 

stages was not rnusalsal, because the very first ta* rnusnlsal is attributed to the 

ta@ of al-Farra' (d. 207/822)F Historicdy speaking, this is more likely the case 

as lbn 'Abbas, like most of the Companions, gave an interpretation only when 

asked. It is unlikely, therefore, 

from beginning to end, or verse 

that he wrote the interpretation of the Qur'in 

by verse. Moreover, Ibn Sa'd and al-~al~dhur?s 

reports speak of only one incident when Ibn 'Abbàs interpreted miat al-Baqarah, 

and that was while he was in Bera.  However, it is possible that Ibn 'Abbas 

provided an interpretation covering a l l  of the Qur'ànic verses in his lectures from 

one day to the next. 

The sources to which Ibn 'Abbàs resorted in interpreting the Qur'h, 

according to Ibn Sa'd, al-~aladhd and Ibn Hajar (quoting a hadsh), varied 

depending on their priority. In the first stage, Ibn 'Abbiis interpreted the Qur'Zn 

based on the Qu'Zn itself. E no explanation was forthcoming, he resorted to 

Mdpmmad's traditions. Failing that, he proceeded to examine the sayings of 

Abii Bakr (d. 13/634) and 'Umar. He would rely on his own reasoning only if the 

si Ibn Sa'd, AI-Tabet at-K~tbm; vol. 2,367; al-8alâdhu& A d  alIAshr$34. 



three sources cited previously yielded no dues? In this sense, Ibn 'Abbàs was a 

product of the time when the Cornpanions had decided on the priority of the 

sources .a 

Moreover, scholars generally hold the view that the sources used by Ibn 

'Ab& were both Islamic and non-Islamic.as Faruqi argues that tafi; was 

permeated by jewish traditions through the channel of Ibn 'AbbàsF Even 

Goldfeld argues that Ibn 'Abbas's doctrine is founded upon pre-lslamic Judeo- 

Christian practices, whereas Newby maintains that Ibn 'Abbis held "the ultimate 

authority" cited for a number of is~ilifiijit traditions87 This analysis is not 

AI-~alidhui, Ans& al-Aslnnj: 3 2  See also Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tnbqit nl-[<&a; vol. 2 366; Ibn 
H a  jar, Al-l$ndr, 325. 

" AIQa.tfànf ~nbà(titli ~ ' ~ l i i i u  01-Qinf& 286-289. However, Husayn al-~hahabT and al- 
~ubü;, in their discussion of sources during the early development of fa~&, do not list the 
sayings of 'Umar and Abu Bakr as one of the sources. See Husayn al-~hahabi, ~ i - ~ a l j i  wa BI- 
M~I/Nsirzih, 37-62. al+ bû;, ~irri~itfial-~&, 31-51. 

Abbok Shuiies in Artzbic Liferlzry Papyri, 9; Jeffery, Materiais, 193; Faruqi, h l y  MmZim 
Histmiogrqliy, 161-165. Abbott specifies this point by saying that these sources derived from 
Jewish and Christian Arabs See also Muhammad elSayyed H w i n  al-Dhahabi, "Isaelitic 
Narratives in Exegesis and Tradition," in 77te Focirth Con/érence of the AcRdenty of lslaniic Resemch 
(Cairo: General Organization for Govemment Printing Offices, 1970)f 630633. 

" Faruqi, Emly Muslittl His fmkpphy, 141. 

87 GoldPld, 'The Development of Theory," 6; Gordon D. Newby, "Takir krafiliyat," in 
Studies in Qrn'm and edited by Mord T. Welch (aiico, Californîx Amenencan Academy of 
Religion, 1979), 688. In this artide, Goldfeld explains how preklamic, Judeo-Ckistian 
interpretations had a considerable impact on Ibn 'Abbis's dochine* For more dixussion on 
ka?i&a.atf see G. Vajda, ''Isni'~y~t/ in nie EncycIopaedin of kla»i, new edition, edited by E. van 
Dorizel, B. Lewis and Ch. Peiiat vol. 4 (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1978), 211-212; Husayn a l - ~ h a h a 6  
"Tsraeiitic Narratives," 586488. 



without ment as Ibn 'Abbiis was familiar with the Old and New Testaments, the 

Talmud, Midrash, Haggada and other branches of the Jewish canons8 

However, it is worth mentionhg that al-~ubG and Vusayn al-~hahab? 

both argue that while Ibn 'Abbas did ask members of the ah1 al-kita3 for stories, 

they were not on matters of law or beliefF9 a precaution obsewed by the other 

Companions as well.90 The sîories that he did record were needed for the 

interpretation of the Qur'iin, because they tended to be more comprehensive than 

the Qurzànic versions, which were often short and precise, rather than protracted 

tales. This argument conforms with al-Qaffan's assertion. The iatter notes that the 

Bible and the Torah contain more detailed stories than the Qur'in, which only 

conveys the moral of the story without seelcing to provide a full narrative? This 

phenomenon is consistent with the fact that Jewish traditions bear a strong 

resemblance to t a .  literature." 

88 Faruqi, E+ Mrislini Historiogqdiy, 165. 

Husayn ai- hah ha bit ~ l - ~ a f i &  wa irZ-M~~fùssinin, 70-7l and 173-175; al- ~ u b ~ ,  DDii~ï.. fi- 
al-~a*, 63. This matter is disputeci by Goldziher, & and W y n  al-~hahab;. The first hvo 
xholars agree that Ibn 'Abbas took much hom Christian and Jew traditions (isru71%$Ct ), while 
Husayn al-~hahabi rejects this opinion. See Goldziher, Madh&ib al-~a* al-lslnnr< 85-89; Am&, 
FRjr fil-Islint, 201-202; Husayn al-~hahab;, A A I - T ~ ~ ? ~  wn nl-Mr@ssmk, 7l-74. 

" Husayn al-~hahabi, A A I - T ~ F ~  wa al-Mri/nssntiin, 62 and 169475; a i Q a m ,  Mnbajitlr fi- 
Wtrm RI-Qra'in, 306. The Companions who imparted isra7a6$ into tafi5 were 'Abd AU& ibn 
S a l h  (d. 43/663 or 4, Ka'b al-A&ir (d. 32/62 or 3)' Wahb ibn Munabbih and 'Abd al-Malik 
ibn 'Abd al4& ibn Jurayj. See Husayn al-~hahabi, AZ-TCI~~& wn iil-M1ifnfssiru5z, 72-73; d-Qa.@, 
  mi th f i"~ i ïnr  al-Qiir'h, 337. 

92 Faruqi, Em.( Mtelitn Histmlogrqd~y, 142. For more discussion on the development of 
Jewish traditions, see Faruqi, E d y  Muslim HLsfm'ograpIty, 142-146- 



It is also p e r f d y  understandable for it is possible to Say that Muslims in 

the early years of Islam quoted stories from Jews and Christians so as to provide 

a dearer and more comprehensive explanation of Qurf%c verses. This effort, in 

tum, showed to non-Muçlims that the Qur'Zn whîch came later than the Bible 

and the Torah c e e d  the same ideas and information as the previous saiptures. 

In other words, this was an effort to convince people of the new religion brought 

by Mdpnmad. If we substitute "non-Muslims" from the early period of 

Qur'anic exegesis for "the Western readerf' in the followîng statement by Cornel, 

we realize how true this was: "References in the Qur'iin to the stones of bibfical 

and extrabiblical ptophets and their communities must be viewed from the 

perspective of the zirnmah muslimnh in order to become intelligible to the Western 

reader."93 

The pre-Islamic sources to which Ibn 'Abbâs resorted were not limited to 

the Semitic, monotheistic tradition. Goldziher, Gatje, Watt, al-Qatfàn, and 

Echtenstadter also report that Ibn 'Abbàs used to quote Arabic poetry as a 

means of deciphering the more obscure wording of the Qui%.% Husayn al- 

-- 

93 Vincent J. Comell. "Qufàn: The Qur'k as Scripture," in rite Oxfmd Encyclopedia of the 
Modent Islnnric World, edited by John L. Esposito, vol. 3 (New York, Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 1995), 389. 

P< Goldziher, MndhlJlib al-~af; al-lslnrn~ 89-90; GOtje, The QitrSm and its Exegesis, 32-33; 
Watt, Bell's ltztrodnction, 16% quoting from Goldziher, K'nntulegung, 65-81; a.LQa*@nI Mizbd!itlt~- 
Wiln BI-Qiu'in. 312; Lichtenstadter, "Quran and Quran Exegesïs," 11. Quoting Arabic poew 
was necessary in interpreting the QufZn, Jong asserts. However. he argues that it did not play a 
significant role, k a u s e  it touched peripheral, reiatively trivial issues and applied b only a srnail 
percentage of the Qui'h See Jones, "Narrative Technique," 185. S e  also Bodata, "Poetry 
Citation," 27-40. 



~hahabi holds the same view, assertkg that even though other Cornpanions did 

the same thing, Ibn 'Abbas excelled at this teduiique.95 Faruqi even maintains 

that Ibn 'Abbâs was the first commentator to employ the ancient Arabic poetry as 

a resource for interpreting the Qur'kP6 In a famous report on Qur'anic 

traditions, Ibn al -haq (d. 65/684) is said to have asked Ibn 'Abbis about the 

meaning of some words in the Qufk After receiving an explmation, Ibn al- 

Azraq demanded of fin 'Abbas a shahid to his interpretation from Arabic 

poetry.97 For these reasons, Ibn 'Ashur, in his discussion of Ibn 'Abbàs's 

contribution to Qur'anic exegesis, credits the latter with adding to the 

development of Qur'anic exegesis by u W g  two sources, namely pre-Islamic 

poehy and czkhba?, in the latter case p d d a r l y  

Christians .98 

those of the Jews and 

95 Ejusay n al-~hahabi, AAT@& ivn al-Mii/Nsinin, 74-77. 

% Faruqi, E d y  Muslitt~ Historiographyf 169. 

97 This conversation is recordecl in several works. For example, 'Zishah 'Abd al-Raeân 
(sint al-shif?), Al-I'jaZ nl-%ay&li RI-Qiirfân wa M&il Ibn ni-Azq, 2nd edition (Cairo: Dar al- 
Ma'ânff 1987), 287-603; Mmi7ti d-It~taitt nl-~isti-'an As'hnnt Ni$' ibn R I - h a q  wn Apiùnt 'Abd An& 
ibn 'A&b&, edited by 'Abd al-R*Zn 'Umayrah, 2 vols. (Caîro: DZr al-I'tigm, 1994); M d p m a d  
ibn Isma'il a l - ~ u k h ~ ,  Mzi'jmn ~ l m i b  al-Qin'àn (Cairo: '-% al-~iibi al-EJalabi, [1950]), 234-292; 
Ab6 Bakr Muhammad al-QaSh ibn Bashshir al-Anb& al-~ahG, Kit& @& nl-Wqfzvn al-lbfidh7 
fi- Kit& Allah 'Azza zun Idla, edited by ~ u h $  al-% 'Abd al-Rab& Ramadan (Damascus: 
Majma' al-lughah al-'&abiyah, lm), 76-98; 1 b 6  al-Sanùrra'if Stifalnt Ni@' ibn al-Amq f l i  
'Abd AZld ibn 'Abb2 (Baghdad: Matba'at al-Ma's, 1968). Çee &O ai-Suyütif Ai-ltqcnt, vol. 5 5 5 -  
88. Bodata has written a comprehensive article dealing with this topic; see Boullata, "Poetry 
Citation," 27-40. 

" Ibn 'Lhûr, AI-~afii? wrr Rijatrh, 16-18. In Ibn 'Abbas's tirnef Qufanic exegesis was 
classified as ta* bi al-ma'tlirk The addition of hvo new sources meant that the tafi& bi al-mafthtli 
had a new color to its meaning. Initially taj56 bi  al-tizn'thi2 was understood as exegesis based on 
\!ml&, while pre-Islamic poew and &ibà were not included in the PropheYs sayings. 
Therefore, ta@? bi al-nta'fhrr); in ik new meaning, accepted differences of opinion over issues, 
particularly in view of the knowledge gained through pre-klamic poetry and &bris.. 



3. Ibn 'AbbZs's Political and Military Career 

There are only a few reports on Ibn 'Abbas's involvement in political and 

d t a r y  &airs. In spite of her view that in the early Islamic period Ibn 'Abbis 

played a sigiuticant role in political and m i ü t q  affairs, Vaglieri cautions against 

the exaggeration of this point as many Muslim biographers, impressed by his 

family lineage as the progenitor of the 'Abbkids, have done. Vaglieri argues that 

Ibn 'Abbis did not become invohed in political life until after 'Mfs ascendance 

to power, and that thk involvement was limited to three or four years at the 

most. Even Husayn al-~hahabi argues that Ibn 'Abbiis had little to do with 

d t a r y  affairs. His involvement was Iimited to his governorship of Basra.100 

Vaglieri lists some instances of Ibn 'Abbas's participation in batdes/ 

expeditiom, such as those in Egypt (between 18/639 and 21/64î), in Africa (27/ 

647), in Je and Tabaristân (30/650), m Constantinople (with 'Abd AUah ibn 

'Umar ibn al-Kha~ab (d. 73/693) both accompanying ~ a s d ) ,  at the battle of the 

Camel (36/656) and at the battle of S& (37/657).10' In ~ i f f h  he assumed 

command of ' ~ 2 s  troops and became one of the signatories to the convention of 

99 Vaglieri, "'Abd AU% b. &Abbas," 40. For more information concerning his political 
and d t a r y  Me, see al-~alâdhd, A@ al-As?trc$ 27 and 40; M-mad ibn jar% a l - ~ a ~ ,  
ïnir%h ni-~nb&T ~iikB1 al-R~uad raa nt-Miilirk, edited by Muhammad Abü al-Fadl &&, 9 vols. 
(Cairo: Dàr al-Ma'Einf, 11960-), 5: 137-138, 141-143 and 543-544; Ibn al-A&, LIsd nt-Ghribah, 292- 
294; Ibn Hajar, AI-l$ibrJt, 325. 

lol Vagüeri, "'Abd ALlàh b. al-'AbbGs," 40. See also al-~Üsi, Wtfiym Mdn'fit al-Rijd, 272; 
Ibn Hajar, AI-f$~bdt~ 322. 



~ i f n n l m  It is also reported that whai '& troops opposed his plan to accept 

arbitrûtion, Ibn 'Abbas tried to persuade the troops of the correctness of this 

decision himself. Ibn 'Abbas answered hi.. three objections by referring to 

Q d & c  verses and reason.i03 In the political realm, he semed as counselor to the 

caliphs 'Umar and 'Uthman, and to 'u and to al-Husayn when they were in 

power. Ibn 'Abbas's ability in politics is evidenced by reports that 'Umar ibn al- 

KhaRib often sought Ibn 'Abbis's advice on matters of state.la 

C. A Biography of al-~&izZbà& 

1. His Life 

Our information concerning ~ ~ a 7 3 ~ &  varies hom one source to 

another in terms of length and depth. The biography presented here represents a 

summary of these sources. 

His full name was Majd al-~h Ab6 TM Mulpmmad ibn Ya'qÜb ibn 

M-ad ibn Ya'qub ibn 1 b r h  ibn 'Umar ibn ~ b i  Bakr ibn M w d  ibn 

rd.& ibn Fadl Mâh ibn al-Shaykh ~ b i  Ishaq I b r h  ibn 'u ibn Yiisuf QS& al- 

Qudit al-sid&$ al-~-&izàbâ& alals~aziT.105 He was known as an eccentric man, 

loi Hamid, Cmnpaniuns ofthe Prophet, 69; al-~ub&, ~kr is i t f i -d -~a~,  63. 

las The names assigned to him by biographen Vary in ternis of length and order. The 
name that is cited here is the longest and most cornpiete one. See 'Abd al-Ralyniin alsakhawr, Al- 
Dmr al-Lnnzi' li Ah2 al-Qmn ol-'ï5i: vol. 10 ( B e h t  Manshürat DZr Maktabat ai-E$&yah, 1966), 79; 
Jalài a1-w al-SuyGti, Biighyat d-Wu'dt fiF~bhqit al-lugftaw6$~ wn d-~fdp& edited by -ad 



for he added "al+id&c$' to his name on king appointed to a very high position 

in Yemen, thus claiming to be a descendant of the caliph Abü Bakr a l - ~ i d & ~ P  

Quoting Ibn Hajar, both al-suyüti and alZabid state that this daim is tnie, 

dthough other scholars believe it to be unfoundedF It is also reported that he 

daimed to be a descendant of Abü Ishaq al-sh&zi (d. 476/1083), hence the 

addition of this celebrated name to hîs own name as shown above?a It seems 

that both al-suyüti and al-Zabi& (again quoting Ibn Hajar) believe this report to 

be true as well, even though other scholars refute it on the ground that Abü 

Ishàq al-s&a~i did not have any childreniw M-F-&z&z& was born in 

IGr&,110 a srnaIl town near ~ & i z  (ban), in  ab? al-& or JumZdà al- 

N S ~  al-~arniil: et al., vol. 1 (Cairo: MaJba'at al-Sa'idah 1908), 117; Ibn al-'ImZd, Slnnind?tmit nl- 
Dlidtab, 126; al-~abidi, Tq RI-'An& 41; ClIrnent Huart, A Histmj of Arnbic Liternftire (London: 
William Heinemann, 1903), 388; al- 'Apt 'Uqiid nf-frnc~Ctw, 301; Brockelmann, GALS, vol. 2, 234; 
Fleisc h, u~-~Trti2abad?;" 926; Muhammad ibn Ya'qü b a ~ ~ ~ i r z i z i b à d ~ ,  ALBiilglzd~ p7'& A 'itn nnnint 
d-Liigltdt, edited by Muhammad a l - ~ i ~ n  (Damascus: Manshürât Wizirat al-Thaqàfah, t97l), iv. 

'O6 Al-Sakhiïwi, Al-?mu' al-Lnmi', 85. See also al-Suyü# Birglzynt izl-Wu'd*, edited by 
-ad N$ al-~arnâc e t  ai., 117; Jalil al-DL al-suyüti, B~irghyat al-Wii f& jf7nbnqd nl-lirghaw@n 
wa al-Nu@zh, edited by Muhammad Abü &Fa@ I b & m t  vol. 1 (Cairo: Matbafat ha al-~abi al- 
~ a l a b i  wa Shurakâ'ih, 1964), 273; C Brockelmann, Geschidrte der mnbisdtpn Littmnhlr, 2 vols. 
(Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1943-1949), 2: 232. TZhir Akpnad al-ziiwif 7'izrid al-Qnllttîi al-~nni~te (Cairo: 
Matba'at al-Tstiqhah, 1959), x; Fleixh "~l-~-küîGbâd~," 926. 

107 ~ l - ~ u ~ ü t i ,  Bughyat al-Wir'dz, edited by Muhammad Abu al-Fafl ~ b r i h k ,  273; al- 
~a b i ,  Tij al-'Ar& 41. 

~ l - ~ u ~ û ~ ,  Bz@tynt nt-W~u'dt, edited by *ad ~ â i  d-~arn& et al., 117; al-~ufic, 
Birghyat nI-WIi'&, edited by Muhammad Abu al-Fadl Ibrihh, 273; al- abi id?, T i  ai-'Anis, 41; 
Brockehm, GAL, vol. 2, 232; Fleisch, "Ai-~~&zâbiid~/ 926. 

109 Al-Suy~ti~ Bi~ghtjat M i ' d t ,  edited by -ad ~ â i  âl-Jarn&, et aL, 117; al-suyüti, 
Bughyat d-Wu& edi ted by Mdpmmad AbÜ ai-Fa4 1b&,273; al-~abidl, Taj al-'An& 41. 

lm There are different reports concerning al-F-&zZbiid?s place of birth Most biographers, 
however, such as al-SuyÜti, ai-~afSdT, Huart, ~ C Z Z W ~  and al-Bawwiib, in his introduction to al- 
~~kÜGbad?s work, spell it "~6." See d-Suyù# Birghyat al-Wii'iJi, edited by Muhammad Abu 
ai-Fa@ f i ~ h h ,  273 (in another edition, however, it b remrded as " ~ a â . "  See a l - ~ u ~ v ~ ~ ~  



&ah 729/Februq or April1329.m His f d y ,  as his nnisbnh denotes, was 

origindy from ~ - k & i i d  in F&s.*n 

~l-~-&k&ï& devoted much of his time to the acquisition and 

dissemination of knowledge, as witnessed by his hequent joumeys to the various 

seats of knowledge of his day, as well as by the number of students he had. His 

quest for knowledge started at the age of eight, when he went to s&& to leam 

at the feet of his father and from alQawwGn 'Abd AU& ibn Mdyniid, as well as 

other scholars. He then traveled to Iraq and visited Wàsit and Baghdad where he 

leamed traditions and philology. In Iraq, he studied uncier d-Sharaf 'Abd AUah 

ibn BektZsh, a teacher at the ~iqarni~~ah mudrasnh.1~3 

Biiglrynt al- Wu 'fi, edi ted by -ad hL$ al-~amali et al., 117); al-2a bidi, Tni nl-'An&, 41; Huart, A 
His tory, 388; al-ZâG, ~ m f t o  al-Qmntrj al- ~ i d j $ ,  x; al-~-&iibâdi, A AI-~urm al-Mirbnflrtltnt!tdt, 19. In 
addition, there is a simüar report in Encyclopedia Brr'innnicd, referring to his birthplace as 
"Karazin". See " Firuza badi," in Encyclupuedùz Brifannica, vol. 9 (Chicago: Encyclo paedia 
Bribnnica, Inc., 1970), 316. 

On the other hand, al-SakhâG (d. 1497 A.D.), al-~àwüdi, Ibn al-'Irnâd (quoting ai- 
sakhiiwi), B r o c k d m a ~  and Fleisch mention "Kâzan?n" as his place of birth. See ai-Sakhàwi, AI- 
Dm' iIr-Lai~zi', 79; al-~àwii&, Tabqd  al-~u$sirr'n, 274; Ibn ai-'knâd, Slrndmit al-Ritdtaby 126; 
Brockelmann, CAL, vol. 2,232; Fleisch, "~1-~irüziib~dj," 926. ~ l - ~ a b i d i  explains that "KZ& is 
a misprint, because, he argues, in Mtr'jmn al-Biild&, "Kâzanin" was a city in Persia behveen the 
sea and s&~z, while "Gkk" was a village in Persia, and the place where al-~-iri'izaià& was 
bom. Çee Yàqüt Ibn 'Abd Miih al-&ma&, Mir'jm~ al-Btildiiz, vol. 4 (Beirut: Dar Sidir and Dàr 
Bay& 1957), 428 and 429; M w m a d  ibn Ya'qüb al-~-~l.iiza-biid:, AI-QinzrrCi nl-~~dp?, VOL 2 
(Caito: Matba'a t al-ça'iidah, n.d.), 189. 

AI-sakhiiw;, AI-Qu' a l -h i ' ,  79; al-~àwÜ&, Tnbqni al-~ufmirin, 274; Brockeimann, 
GAL, vol. 2,232; Fleisch, "~l-~-iruza'b~d~," 926. Al-SuyÛti (in both editions mentioned above), 
Lane, al-'* and al-Bawwâb are of the same opinion, but they mention the year oniy. Çee ai- 
SU~U# Biighpt al-Wr<'rJI, edited by +ad Ni$ al*& et al., 117; alûuyüti, Birghyat al-Wii'iJI, 
edited by M*ammad Abü al-Fa4 1b&, 273; Edward Wilüam Lane, An h&c-English 
Lem'cotr, vol. 1 (London, Edinburgh: Williams and Norgate, 1863), xvi; al-'+, UqtÜi aZ-~mhm, 
301; af-F?rab~dlf ALûrnar al-Miibnththathd~, 20. In addition, al-ZZW~ mentions the date of  ab? 
d-Akhir 729 AH. oniy. ~ e e  af-z~ii, ~mfiEt OZ-Q~~IZG d-~tgùj,  x 

112 S e  L. Lockhart, "Fârs," in Tite Encylopaediia of IsZa~n, new edition, edited by B. Lewis, 
Ch. Pellat and J. Schadh, vol. 2 (Leidex E. J. Brill: London: Luzac &Co., lm, 811-812 



From there, he went to Syria, India, Riim and Egypt in order to learn from 

various teachers until he became recognized as one of the most e d t e  scholars 

of his the, parti&fy in the field of ianguage. Then in 750/1349 he 

accompanied bis master, ~ a c $  al.-% 'a al-subG, to Jenisalem where he studied 

literature for ten years. DuRng this period, he became a teacher and later on a 

master-teacher, although still in his twenties.114 

In 770/1368 he departed for Mecca with the intention of settüng there 

permanently, but nevertheless later left it to travel to Delhi where he stayed for 

five yearç. He was then invited by Sultan -ad ibn Uways to Baghdad in 7941 

1392. M e r  meeting Tamerlane at shiraz and being well received by him in 795/ 

1393, he left for India once againl1Vt t reported that in al1 the countries al- 

~-küz&iid~ visited, he was received with great respect fiom their respective 

rulers, among whom may be counted Shah MwÜr ibn Shah Shuja' of  ab& al- 

Ashraf of Egypt, AbÜ ~ a g d  of RWn>16 and Ibn 1d& of Baghdad.117 

114 Brockelmann, GAL, vol. 2, 232; Fleisch, ' ' ~ l - ~ - ~ b i i d ~ , "  926. 

1" Brockeimam, CAL, vol. 2,232 Fieixh, " ~ l - ~ ~ & ï z i b ~ & , "  926. 

1" AI-SuyÜ@, Btrglzyat RI-Wtc'dz, edited by -ad fifi al-~amali, et al., 117; ibn ai-%ad, 
ShndlimBt al-DW~rrb, 1127; aI-~abk& T@ aI-%nrS, 42; al-ziwT, T'& ot-Q&n& &Mubit, x. 



On his way badc to Mecca, ~ l - ~ ~ i - b ~ d i  traveled through Yemen which 

he reached in  ab? al-Amal 796/January 1394.118 He lived in Ta'izz for 14 

months at the house of the sultan of Yemen, Sultan al-Malik al-&hraf ibn 

'Abbas, who later gave his daughter to him in rnarriage.fl9 The sultan also 

appointed al-~-irtiza-b~& grand qid; of Yemen on 6 DhG al-yiflah 797/22 

September 13959 H e  was to reside in Zabid for a period of 20 years.121 

In 802/1400 he went on the pilgrirnage once again. During his sojourn in 

Mecca and Medina? he buüt a modest M~ madrasah, for whîch he selected a 

number of professors to teach there during his absence*" H e  actudy wanted to 

live for the rest of his life in Mecca, but the Sultan of Yemen did not gant this 

1x1 Ibn al-'hiid, Shadtmit 01-Dltdinb, 127; Brockelmann, CAL, vol. 2, 232 Meanwhile, al- 
'- cites it as the year when al-~-iruzabidi reached 2ab:d. See al-'@, 'Uqild nI-\m~)l~rn, 301. 
However, Ibn al-'Imàd, alZabid1 and al-ZZG state Uiat the date al-~-irùzabi& reached  abi id was 
Ramac!ân 796 A.H. See Ibn al-'Imiid, Slrndlimit al-Dlinltnb, 127; al-~abidi, Tij al-'An& 42; al-~itwi, 
~mt ib  al-Qhnik a l -~ td& xi. Nasgâr on the other hand mentions the year 797 A.H. See Husayn 
Nasstir, Al-Mtr 'jant n~-'~rnbi! Nmh'atuh wn Tnnhmmth, vol. 1 (Cairo: Dar al-Kitab al-'~ra bit 1956)' 
540. Furthemore, al-Bawwib states that al-~-&Eibidi came later to  abi id because of an 
invitation from the sultan. See al-~:rn?GI&, AI-Dtïrm al-Mtzbntht~mthh, 20. 

II9 Fleixh, "Al-~~~"bba, ' '  926; Encyclopuediu Brifnnnicn, 316. However, al-suyÜ6 (in 
both editions), Ibn aHmid, al-~ab:d? and al-Bawwâb use the w o d  "tazawwaja," meaning that 
the sultan manied al-~-kzâbàd?s daughter. See al-~uyÜ& Btighyat al-Wtr'rJt, edited by +nad 
~ i i f i  al-~arnàü, et al., 117; a14uyÜtif Bitgltyat al-Mtr&, edited by M&mrnad Abù al-Fa@ 1b&, 
273; Ibn al-'Imid, ShndItdt al-DIsdtab, 127; âl-zabTd?, Tg al-'Ans, 43; al-~~küzâbiïdi, AI-Dzrrm al- 
Mubaththathdz, 20. It is more Iikely that al-~-u32abid~ marrieci the sultan% daughter, because it is 
reported that al-~-&ïziibii& went back to  abi id when he was infonned that his father-in-law had 
died. See Fieisch, ' 8 ~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ & , "  926. 

'20 Ibn al-'Imàd, Sfrnd7twit al-Dhahab, 127; al-~-&zibid~, Al-Dinm nZ-Mubatlttltnthnh, 20; 
FIeixh, " A l - ~ - ~ b à & , "  9î6. However, Brockeham reports a different date, that is, 1 DhÜ al- 
Hijjah 797/17 September 1395. See ?3rockeimamf GAL, VOL 2,232 

I2I Ibn al-?miid, SIzadhmit ul-Dhdlab, W; al-~aG& Ti d - ' . S r  42. 



wish." While in Medina in 803/14Uî, he received the news of the death of his 

father-in-law and rehinied in haste to Yemen. Al-~-kïziibZ& himself died at 

~ab?d on 20 Shawwal817/3 January 1415124 in his ninetiesP H e  was buried in 

the graveyard of dQufb alShaykh 1srna'% d - ~ a b ~ . u b  

As a child, al-~-iriizal,ii& evinced great intelligence and managed to 

memorize the whole Qurfin by the age of seven.127 Moreover, it is reported that 

wherever he went, he always took a great number of books with him, which he 

read at halts during the way. It is &O said that he would spend most of his 

la Ibn al-'Imid, Sltndhwüt d-Dlznhnb, 129-130; al-~abidj, Tiij al-'A&, 42-43. 

t24 A l - ~ à w ~ d i ,  ?ab<uit a l - ~ t i f w ~ i ~ ,  279; Brockelmann, GA LS, vol. 2,234; Brockeima~, 
GAL, vol. 2, 232; Fleisch "~l-~-&ziibiid~," 9î6. Meanwhile Huart reports that it occured in 1414 
A.D. See Huart, A HLstury, 388. AlZabiddl and al-~awi state that it was 816 or 817 A.H. See al- 
~a bid?, nC'An&44; al-~iiwi ~mtib ~iLQi%t~trrS al-Mi@!, xi. Furthemore, al-SuyÜc, Lane and al- 
' A p  date it to 816 kK See al-suyii& Bicghyat al-Wti'ah, edited by Muhammad AbÜ al-Fa4 
I b r h ,  274; Lane, An Ambic-Englid h i a n ,  xvî; al-'-, ' U q d  al-~awItm, 301. Among the 
biographes, only N a ~ a r  states that a l - ~ h & b ~ & s  death was in  ab? al-Awwal 803 A.H., 
instead of Shawwal. See Nas+àr, Al-MilYm d-'~rnbc 540. 

1 s  ibn al-'hiid, Shndltmit al-Dhaltrtb, 130; a l - ~ a b i a  Tg aLgAnis, 44; al-ZiîG, ~mt& d- 
Qattir& al-Miai!, xi. However, al-'- states that when al-~~irllza-bàdi died, he was in his eighties. 
See al-'-, 'Uqd d - ~ m r ,  302. However, Ibn al-'had does not mention the year of al- 
~-&iZGb~d?s death. 

la Al-'@, 'Uqtril al-Irnui~nr, 301. It is reported that he said tha t he wo uld no t sf eep before 
memorizing 100 iines of the Qu&. See Abu Bakr ibn -ad ibn ~ i d i  Shuhbah, T n b q i t  01- 
shn$ir~dt, edited by ai-Hafiz 'Abd al-'& Khiin, vol. 4 (Hyderabad: Mafia'at Majlis Da'irat al- 
~a'iïrif al-'tlthmsyah, 1980), 84; al-suyü& Bughyizt al-Wk'dz, edited by -ad ~iij al-~amZl5 et 
ai., 117; al-SuyÜti, Bttgliyaf al-Wtl'dz, edibed by Mdpmmad Abü &FM fi&, 273; Ibn al- 
'Imiid, ShdtmRi al-Dltdtnb, 130; al-~abTdi, T '  al-'Art& 41. 



money on books,m which he would later seU for food when his money ran out. 

When he had money though, he would buy back the books he had sold. 

He learned at the hands of numerous scholars from different disciplines. 

Among his teachers129 were Mdpmmad Yusuf al-zafna& al- ad& (who 

taught al-~-hb~& sahi& a l d u k h ~ - ) ,  Ibn al-KhabbrTz, Ibn alQayyim, Ibn al- 

@ma$, -ad ibn 'Abd al-RalpnZn al-~ard~wi,  -ad ibn Muq&ar al- 

~&ulsi, YahyZ ibn 'a al-Haddid, al-'~la'i, a l - ~ a ~ & ~  Ibn al~alanisi ,  

Ghadanfar, Ibn NubZtah, al-~&ü$ al-'Izz ibn Jamii'ah, Bakr ibn Ktd l  al-~aliki'~ 

al+& al-~ari&, Ibn Juhbal, al-  ara di, aI-Shihiib -ad ibn '& a l - ~ T w d  

(who taught him the ten variant readings/al-qirZi2 al-'ashr), al-Tiij Mu&mmad 

ibn al-Sibak, and al-Siriij 'Umar ibn '~ al-Qaza. On the other hand, he too 

had a number of students, among them al+al* al+afa&, al-FahhEmah ibn 

'AC& al-Jarniil al-Amas, and Ibn H i s h à m . l M  

l* AI-~uyùti, Briglzyat nl-Wzi'ah, edited by -ad al -~antz ,  et al., 117; al-SU@$, 
B ughynf nf-Wri'iz?~, edited by Muhammad AbÜ a l w l  %r&m, 273-274; Ibn al-'hiid, Shndlrmüt ab 
Dlrnlinb, 127; Fleisch, "AI-~--biid;," 926. It is even reporteci that he once spent fifty thousand 
niifltqd of gold on books. See a~~-&ûziïbâdi, Al-D tnar al-Mlhzth fhnthah, 20. Al-Sakhàwi ho wever 
says the opposibe. See al-çakh&& Al-&to' d-b6ni', 81. 

129 AL-Sakhiwi, Al-Qaw' uZ-h1Uiii', 79; aL-~uyÜ& Biiglzyat al-Wu'&, edited by M-ammad 
AbÜ &Fa4 1b&,273; alZabidTt Tbij al-'Arw, 43. The names listeci here are those of scholars 
who were not mentioned More. Ibn al-'ImZd reports that the t&$ of ai-Jamal ibn MÜsâ al- 
~aràkisG consists of a coUecüon of what al-~~iruia'bàdi learned from his teachers. See Ibn al- 
'hiid, SIrrrdhmd nl-Dhdmb, 327. 



a 2 His Works 

Al-~-i-~-.c~zZbii& wrote a considerable number of books covering various 

disciphes, especially tufi;, hhndi7h, and histoq, but lexicography was the branch 

he excelled in. Scholars list al-~-kiizacbiid?s works variously in terms of number 

and classification. For instance, al-~%wÜ& classifies them based on their fields,'31 

while alZabid;' cites 45 works without classifying them,l32 Fleisch separates the 

printed titles from those stü l  in manuscript fom,l33 and abfAzm lists 61 works 

'32 Al-~abidi, Tij nL8ArtE, 4394. Fleisch describes this List as incomplete See FIeisch, "Af- 
~-iruza%iidi,'' 926. 

133 Fleîsch, "Al-~-~biidi,' '  926. 

tw Ai-'&xn0 ' U q d  al-jzwhur, 302-306. However, Fieixh believes that d-'Apn's üst of al- 
~'ur?za-biid?s works is open to criticisme See Fieisch, "~l-~irllza%~&/ 926. A summary of what 
some sources List as al-~iriizabad?s annotateci works is attacheci in Appendix 1 of this thesis. 



CHAPTER THREE 

THE PRINCIPLES OF INTERPRETATION OF 

TANWI~? AL-M&S MIN TAFS~RIBN 'ABBAS 

A. Approach and Method of ~ a n w f i  al-Mi@& min ~afs& Ibn 'Abbk 

As was pointed out in an earlier chapter, the reader of ~ a n w i ;  al-MiqbaS 

will find little in the way of introduction or clarification in this work that d 

assist him or her in understanding the principles of interpretation that underlie 

it. For such understanding, a thorough analysis of the text must be attempted, 

one which takes into account everything from its arrangement to its use of 

sources. Only then will we be in a position to advance any kind of theory as to 

the exegetical approach presented by the work. 

The first feature that strikes one reading ~anuii;  al-MiqbG is the fact that 

the order of the sl<rahs is the same as that with which we are familiar today.1 The 

fust article of information provided in the tafsG for each s z h h  is its locus of 

revelation, i. e. whether the verses were revealed in Mecca or Medina, or during 

the Prophet's hijrah from Mecca to Medina or on a patticular occasion. This 

information is placed at the beginning of each szhh.  If for instance a sukh is 

Meccan on the whole but it contains a number of Medinan verses, or vice versa, 

the text makes a point to notify the reader of this fact by quoting the opMing 

Exempüfied in such edition as that of Yüsuf See 'Abd Allah Y& ' ~ ,  nie Holy 
Qur-ai: Arabic Text with English Trmlatiun and Commmtay (Medina: King Fahd Holy Qu.-Sn 
Printing Cornplex, [1989 or 19901. 



words of the verse in question irnmediately after this statement.2 Interestingly, 

the information provided in this regard conflicts in a number of instances with 

the enurneration found in other sources, for example, al-Bzirha% of al-~arkasG.3 Tt 

is important, however, to point out that such differences do not mean that ~ a n w 6  

al-MiqbcE contains wrong information, because the issue of whether certain 

szkahs or verses are Meccan or Medinan has long been in dispute among schoiars 

of Qur'anic exegesis.4 

After mentioning the place of revelation, the exegesis states the number of 

verses, words and even, surprisingly, letters found in each sziiah? Here we 

encounter some differences in the number of verses induded in certain surahs 

For example, in introducing slitaf al-Shw'am', it is dedared that "...hilluhi~ukk$dt illa- 
qawliihzi wa al-shu'ara7 ilâ ... fafinnaha-nuuilat bi al-~udGali." See al-~'rnizZb~dT, ~anwir al-Miqba5, 
306. 

3 Al-~arkasG, Al-Biirhàn, vol. 1, 239-262. T'ose examples are (the numbering of verses 
here are according to Yüsuf 'AI& version), because as explained later l an& al-Miqbk does not 
put numbers for its verses): 
1. with regard to niiat al-An'ani, ~anwi; al-MiqbaS cites that the verses of the stnah are Meccan, 

except for 5 verses, namely 91,93, and 151-153, whereas al-ZarkasG excepts 6 verses, namely 
91-93 and 151-153. See al-~'kzZbàdi, ~ a n w i '  al-Miqba3,105; al-ZarkasG, AI-Burhnn, vol. 1,257- 
258. 

2 l''ami3 al-MiqbaS dedares al l  of the verses of surat al-A'raTas Meccan in origi., but a l -kkasG 
excludes 163-165. See al-~'uùzâbâ&, 7'unwi; al-~i~ba5,123; al-Zarkashrt, AI-Bure, vol. 1,258. 

3.  an& al-Miqba2 states that au of f i t  ~brahik is Meccan, whiie al-ZarkasG excepts verses 28- 
29 of it as Medinan. See al-~'tru'zâbiidi, ~anwi;  al-MiqbaS, 210; al-2arkashif, AI-BUT&, vol. 1, 
257. 

4. In mraf al-Nahl,  an& al-Miqbii mentions tha t 41,110 and 126-127 are excep tiow to the other 
verses, whidi are Meccan, while in al-&kases work only verse 41 is dedared to be an 
exception. S e  a l - ~ - i . â b ~ d i ,  ~anwi" al-Miq&&, 221; al-&ka&, AI-Btirhmi, vol. 1,258. 

4 See al-SuyÜ# AI-Ifqtik, VOL 1,22-50; 'Abd al-'&, ~irirsaffi'"Lnuk al-Qur'fi, 62. 

For example, with reference to al-Baqarah it is stated that it has 280 verses, 3100 words 
and 25500 Ietters. See al-~'uiwba&, ~anwi 'al-~iqba~,  3. 



when compared to other versions of the Qur'Zn.6 However, due to the fact that 

there are no clear indications in the text of where one verse ends and another 

begins, it is diffidt to ascertain the reason for these differences. Another 

intereskg feature of ~ a n w s  al-Mi@& is the fact that the basmalah is interpreted 

only once, namely at the beginning of the work, just before the interpretation of 

the F a W h .  In each suyah after that, the basmalah, except in szkat al-Tawbah, is 

repeated but without interpretation. 

Next, ~anw& al-Miqbii usually mentions the chain of transmitters from 

whom the interpretation was obtained. Interestingly, only one chah of 

transmission is referred to for the interpretation of each srlrah. The chahs of 

transmission are always at the beginning of the szïr~hs, most are short, and al1 

extend back to Ibn 'Abbas along three different paths, generaIly speaking.7 The 

This can be seen hom the table (containhg the number of words and letters in each 
stkanh as well) in Appendix 2. The version compared to in this instance is that of Yüsuf 

7 They are: 
1. Firstly, in the interpretation of the bamlah ,  the chain provided is "(akhbarana? 'Abd 'Allah al- 

niiqah zïm al-Ma'mui a l - ~ a r a ~ - ~ a 7 a  akhbaram- abcqa7a akhbarana-Abri 'Abd Allah qa7a akhbaranâ 
Abu- ' Ubayd Allah Ma~muc1 ibn Mu@mad al-h%-qa7a akhnbaranÜ'Ammni t h  'Abd al-~ajr'li al- 
~ a r a w f ~ a 7 a  nkhbaranciT'~l&t Is&j al-~amar~and?an M u m m a d  t h  Maman 'an al-Khlbi-"an ~ b i -  

'mi h 'Abb5 qa7a ...." See M&arnmad ibn Ya'qiib al-~~&izab~&  an& al-MiqbriS min 
~ a ~ ;  Ibn 'AbbaS (Multan: FZ~?$ Kutub Khànah, 1975,f 1976), 2; Mdpnmad ibn Ya'qÜb al- 
~~uri~iibiid, T* al-MigbaiS min  TU^& Ibn 'AbbaS (Cairo: Sharikat Maktabat wa Ma@a8at 
Mustafa a l - B a i  ai-EJalabi wa Awliidih, n.d.), 2. In the edition of Beintt by DZr al-Kutub al- 
?Irnifyahr the imc1  is "(akhbaiana) 'Abd 'Allah al-Thiqah ibn al-Ma'tnM a l -~aradqa7u  akhbmanaa 
...." It seems that this difference is due to a misprint. See al-~-kïzabi&, ~anwi; al-Mi@&, 2. 

2 Some sayings of Ibn 'Abbas are said to go back directly to him without mention of the 
tanmiitters from whom the saykigs are obtained. When this occurs, the work usually states, 
"wa bi hzf i i  'mt Ibn 'Abbfi  fi qawlfii ta'ak- " (in 105 suTahs), "wa bi isna'dihi 'an Ibn 'Abbris fi 
qawli aLba3~allct dhikn~hu" (in 2 f ihs) ,  "wa bi imalltni 'mi Ibn 'AbbaS fi qawlihi jalia dhikruhutr (in 
3 sziFahs), or "wa bi isrza1I1'hi 'an Ibn 'AbbE rudiya Allnh 'anhum fi qml ik i  jaUa dhzlrrnrhu" (in *at 
al-Muddafh fhir). 



most like1y explanation for the brevity of the imd is that it was the compiler's 

policy to cut the isnüd short if the imüd of a given suiah was exactly the same as 

that of the previous one. In such cases the work simply repeats the last 

trammitter who is Ibn 'Abbâs. Thus, the isnid for the interpretation of al-FCtiW 

is the same as that for the basmalah, whereas the imds for su7ahs after al-Baqaruh 

are simrlar to the one provided in the latter. 

The verses are divided hto units containing either word(s) or phrase(s) 

that are placed between brackets. Needless to Say, not a single word from the 

Qurrin is left out. Although sometimes some words that are supposed to be in 

the brackets are not put there, or vice versa, these instances seem to be 

unintentional misprints, because in other editions they are appropriately quoted. 

In addition, it is interesting to note that the words in brackets are not necessarily 

taken from a single Qurranic verse. hdeed, in some places, brackets contai. the 

Iast word of a verse and some words of the next verse. Some of them are 

separated by a dot, while others are not! Moreover, as pointed out earlier, it is 

seldom clear where a verse ends or to which verse a word/phrase belongs, 

because the work does not indicate the numbers of verses or i d e n w  them by 

any other means. Therefore, it is c W d t  for a reader to pinpoint the 

3. In al-Bqmdr, a long chah is quoted which runs as foliows. "1un bi imdr7lu' 'an 'Abd AZldt ibn d- 
Mub&nk, qa7a ~ h r n ~ ' ~ l i i b t t  Ishpir a l - ~ m r q a n d p a n  Mduttirtnad ibn Munuin 'an d-Kdbibi'un 
~bi-sal@ 'm Ibn 'AAbbk ...." See al-F&k5b~&, ~anw& al-Miqb5if 3. 

These isnlùiç wiü be examiried in the next part. 
In addition, it is a fact that a part of thisf in the text, the shoa knd is mentioned four &es. See 
al-~-%üzâba& T& al-Miqb&, 186,208,245 and 338. 



interpretation of the verse he or she is looking for without reading much of what 

cornes before or after it. This mannes of presentation suggests at least two 

explanations, and both are possibly correct. First, it may indicate that the work is 

genuinely based on the Qur'ànic interpretation of Ibn 'Abbis, in view of the fad 

that in the early years of Islam the convention of including a tign where a verse 

ends had not yet been introduced, because as Arabs they immediately 

understood what they were reading? The second possible expht ion  is that the 

compiler simply combined reports of Ibn 'Abbis without editing them then or 

otherwise setting them in context. 

Following the mention of words or phrases, an eluadation of their 

rneaning always ensues. In terms of the commentary itself, one finds that the 

work does not devote separate sections to each aspect of the ta<t, but discusses 

them together. Unlike the work of al-~abarz (d. 548/1153)10 for example, ~ a r z w 6  

aLMiqb& does not discuss the nteaning of words (philology), syntax? and the 

exegesis of the passage in separate sections. Moreover? interpretation varies a 

great deal from one verse to another in terms of length and depth. Sometimes, 

for instance, it is limited to the mention of synonyms while at other tunes a 

For example, brackets (b&. ~ymunddir d~uiitrktr~it) contains the iast word of verse 265 
and a phrase from verse 266. S e  a l - ~ ~ ~ b i i d ~  ~ d a l - ~ i ~ b r i ~ ,  3. 

For a deeper discussion, see, for example, A. F. L Beeston, "Background Topia," in 
h d 6 c  Literafiire to the End of the Ut~wyyad Pmod, edited by A. F. L Begton, et al. (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1983), 10-15; Yahya Wahib al-fubori, Smpt md Wfing in the Arab 
Ciptlizah'on (Beirut Dar alGharb al-Islami, lm), 31-75. 

lo 'Aü al-Fadi ibn al-Hasan al-~abars?, Majma' nl-Bqntz fi-~afi; a l -Qd6z  , 5 vols. (Qum, 
Iran: ~ a k t a b a t  Àyat AU& ai-'U-Z al-~ar'asG al-hlaj&, (19831). 



a detailed description of the occasion of revelation is given, the people that the 

verse refers to, its relation to 0th- verses, etc.11 In almost all cases, the 

explanations given for the same words in the text are repeated? Sometimes also, 

after mentioning synonyms or provichg a short explanation, T',am& al-MiqbE 

delves into the meaning of the whole verse, as in the interpretation of verse 265 

of al-Baqarah.13 In most cases, words and phrases are interpreted literally, but 

sometimes explanation of the symbolic meaning of certain words is providedY 

In addition, in some places, ~amuz? al-Miqbii &O records variant readings of 

word(s) and its/ their rneaning.15 

Legal issues are likewise dealt with, parficularly in connection with verses 

that touch on abrogation (nanW1 wa mansulh) and the occasions of revelation 

(&ab al-nunil). Unfortunately, 7'amuG al-Mi@% does not devote a speaal section 

to the issue of abrogation itself, but de& with itf inter &a, when interpreting the 

11 Cases in point are: " (wn illliiklialmu) r@'P verse 30, " (. ..) nriuilat hdhr?ii al+ f i ~ n &  
w'n dili al-Ynmn ..!' verse 197, and " (...) ... tltunima dlirikira alladhika Ri>atni/arïii?a (...) " after verse 
81 of al-Bqmah. See al-~-&zâbadi, 7iw6 nl-Miqbk, 6, 27 and 12 

' 2  For example, the words " believe" (6tinnù) and "dis believe" (kafmi ) most O ften have 
for their object Muhammad and the Qur'ik, as in verses 26,39 and 61 of nl-Bqmdz, except for 
verses 161 (kafn), 218 and 282 @th containing ~ n n n i i )  in the same szE& which refet to God 
and His Messenger (Muhammad). See al-~-hïza'bâdi 7'anwk d-~iqb&, 6,7,10,22,30, and 40. 

14 For example, in interpretation of the verse "anm2a min al-sllnra' mu7'' in verse 17 of al- 
Ra'd, Uie work explains that this phrase refers to Gabriel who cevealed the Qui&. Another 
example is in verse 4 of al-Mzrdduthfhtiir where the work interprets "wa tlriyribrtkn fotaWzif' by 
referring to heart which is prevented from deception and anger. See al-~~iruza-%di, ~ m &  d- 
Miqbits; 207 and 491. 

lf Examples of this case are interpretation of verse 112 of al-Mn7iddl and that of 23 of 
Yiklf. See al-~-&iZbàdi, 'Tan& d-~îi@&, 104 and 195. 



a verse as a whole. For instance, it is mentioned briefly that a given verse under 

discussion abrogates another or is abrogated by another. Sometimes verses 

abrogated in another place are mentioned.16 SSimarly, ~mnu;  al-MiqbG often 

alludes to the a ç b d  al-nuzul rather briefiy, mentioning only the names of the 

people to whom the verses were addressedY Due to this method of 

interpretation, the explanaiions provided are very s p d c .  Instead of going into 

the deeper meanings implied in a verse and in contrast to the precept al-'ibrah bi 

'urnuïrz al-lafr 1Ü bi khu.3 ni-sabab? 'Tamufi al-MiqbriS limits its explanation to a 

particdar occasion of revelation or to the people addressed when a given verse 

was revealedlg 

16 ~ l - f i ~ z a b ~ d i ,   an& nl-Miqb&,25 and 299. 
The verse 180 of al-Baqaah is: 
"It is prescribed, when death approaches any of you, if he Ieave any goods, that he make a 
bequest to parents and next of kin. According to reasonable usage; This is due fiom the God- 
fearing." 
This verse was abrogated by verses explaining shares of the inheritance. 
The verse 61 of al-Mi? is: 
"It is no fault in the blind nor in one born Iame, nor in one afflicted with illness, nor in 
yourselves, that ye should eat in your own houses, or those of your fathers, or your mothers, or 
your brothers or your sisters, or your father's brothers or your father's sisters, or your mothefs 
brothers, or your rnothefs sisben, or in houses of which the keys are in your possession, or in the 
house of a sincere hiend of yours: there is no blame on you, whether ye eat in Company or 
separately!' 
This verse was revealed because Muslims were afaid of king together with orphans and then 
took orphans' property. God says in verse 188 of al-Bqmdi: 
"And do not eat up your property among yourselves for vanities, nor use i t  as bait for the judges, 
with intent that ye may eat up wrongfdly and knowingly a iittle of (other) people's property." 

1' For example, it is mentioned that verse 207 is addressed to Suhayb ibn Sinân and his 
fnend who soid themseives for money. &e d-F--bidi, ~ n m &  d-Mii&&i, 28.8. a h  exampie 
in note 17. 

19 Se, for example, interpretation of verse 1 of QI-Md. This verse was addressed to the 
Meccan people. Çee al-~ir~za'bZdi, '4m& 01-MiqbnS, 205. 



Judguig by all  these pieces of evidence, the work, as it appears in al l  

editiom, does not seem to have been written in a systematic manner. Conceming 

the way verses are presented, one may safely declare that 7'amo; al-Miqbris is a 

seriatim commentary, Le. it interprets the Qur'iin word by word foUowing the 

order of verses. However, none of this is conclusive proof that the interpretation 

is irdy from Ibn 'Abbas. As was pointed out earlier, both Ibn Sa'd and al- 

~al i ïdhd cite a had& stating that Ibn 'Abbas interpreted the Qu'Zn verse by 

verse and letter by letter$O but this sarne hadiTh refers only to ~EI incident when 

Ibn 'Abbas interpreted a m%zh in Basra. A possible explanation for this is that 

'Tamufi al-Mi@& is a collection of reports fiom Ibn 'Abbas's lectures on Qur'anic 

exegesis delivered in Mecca as discussed before. From one day to another he 

taught interpretation of the Qur'in following the order of verses in the Qur'k. 

Moreover, when reading the work, one finds that the QuiZn is indeed 

interpreted word by word or phrase by phrase, but not letter by letter. In 

addition, instead of quoting a single full verse before giving its interpretation, 

which is characteristic of ta* rnusulsul, 'Tm5 al-Miqbii first quotes word(s) or 

phrase(s) and immediately provides an interpretation. 

Moreover, conceming its overall methodology, it c m  be said that  ad 

al-MiqbliS employs a philoIogical approach. However, the latter is applied in a 

very simple way. One example of this is its tendency to quote other Qur'Znic 

Ibn Sa'd, AI-Tnbaqla'f irl-Ktd~rK vol. 2,367; al-lialidhun, Ans& al-AshàJ34. In the @tir'rh 
mentioned by Ibn Sa'd, the sGdt  interpreted letter by letter was aI-Bqurcùz. 



verses in order to explah the verse under discussion. However, this method is 

used in a very limited sense. For unlike Bint d-Sha@s exegesis, for example, 

where in order to discover the correct meaning of a parti& word other 

Qur'anic verses containhg the same word or its derivatives are ated,21 'Tanufi al- 

MiqbriS refers to verses only when it dixusses how a particular verse is abrogated 

by another (nllsikh wa mansikh), or when one verse was revealed because of 

another (asbai al-nuzd), as explained before. 

Moreover, there are, surprisingly, only four instances of commentary of 

the type known as Mghari% al-Qur'h." They are "al-firdauïs" (in al-Mu'minuk Il), 

"@7' (in al-Mu'minui 20 and al-Tu? l), and "y~i?' (in Y&& 1)PThe explanation 

offered for the first two words accords with what al-suy~g says in his al-ltqail. 

However, as regards the third,  amo oz? al-Miqbii states that the word is from 

Syriac (~ulyaniynh), whereas al-suyü~ cites a report, surprisingly from Ibn 

'AbbG, saying that the word is fiom Ethiopic (abvaiabsh&ah).23 

Indeed, in considering the points mentioned above, it c m  be said that 

T'anwG al-Mib& portrays an early stage in the development of the science of 

21 'Â'ishah 'Abd al-RabZn (Bint al-Shàe), AZ-T@~& d - ~ a ~ & i %  al-Qirr'k nl-Krnr'kI 2 vols. 
(Cairo: DZr al-Ma's, 19624969). See also 'A'ishah 'Abd al-Ralynân (Bint &hi$'), Muqmfdin~dt 
fi-d-~anhuj (Cairo: Ma'had al-Buhuth wa al-Dirikit alLArab$ah, lm), 129438; Issa J. Boullata, 
"Modern Qur'Znic Exegesis; a Study of Bint al-shae's Method," Musfi~n W d d  64 (î974), 104-105. 

Al-~-kziibi&, 7'n& al-Miqbiij, 2ûS, 369 and 443. However, it is worth noting that 
explanations of the word "al-pi?" in these two places is given difkrently. First, it is cited that the 
word is fiom Ethiopic (d-@z6shi~~h), whereas in the other explanation it is from Syriac 
( ~ i ~ i & k ) .  



exegesiç. MU states that questions conceniing vocabulary and syntax were a 

common feature of ta@ in its early development? Furthemore, he asserts that 

selectivity and brevity, in the sense that only certain words or phrases in certain 

verses are explained, are characteristics of Ibn 'AbbG's tu&;? Nevertheless, 

~ n m G  al-Miqbii does not exhibit the first characteristic set down by Mir. In other 

words, 7'anw; al-Miqb& W the requirement of brevity but not that of 

selection For this reason and for others (it is after alI unükely that Ibn 'Abbis 

wrote a comprehensive tafi6 of the Qurf5n), it is more probable that the 

interpretation is based on reports attnbuted to Ibn 'Abbas, but it was compiled 

by another scholar at a later date. 

The Qur'anic commenw that is perhaps the most akin to ~ a m u &  al- 

MiqbG in tems of technical presentation is 'Tafi6 al-IaIa7ayn of Jalal a l - ~ h  al- 

~ * a l l i ~  (791/1389-86411459) and Jalil al-DL al-suyiiti (W/ lMS-9ll/l5O5). 

Like ~afi6 al-~alalaynf ~ a m u ;  al-MiqbciS relies on brevity in its interpretation. 

Moreover, due to this brevity, both works occupy ody one volume each. 

However, 7'amoi al-MiqbciS mentions the chahs of trançmitters of its reports, 

even though only once for each s i k h ,  while TU$& al-laIc17ap does not. Another 

diffexence is that, in the case of al-Baqnruh as an example, e am& al-MiqbciS 

presents various opinions concerning the "mysterîous letters,'' whereas TU&; al- 

24 Mustansir Mir, "~af&/ in 77re O@rd EncycZ~pediu of tlie Modmt islmnic World, edited 
by John L. Esposito, VOL 4 (New York, Mord: Oxford University Press, 1995), 170. 



JaZa7ayn does not. It simply states that only God knows what He meant by 

them.26 

In terms of whether the commentary may be classified as ta'wg or tafi& 

one can confidently define ~ a n w ;  al-Miqb6 as a t n . G  based on some scholars' 

categorizations. First, of the eight criteria of tafs6 proposed by al-~arkasI$' 

T'anw6 al-Mi@& fuWs four of them' namely, the illumination of the various 

meanings of a Qur'anic verse, the elucidation of the occasion or reason for the 

revelation of a verse, the verse's position in the su7rahs to which it belongs, the 

mention of the place of revelation (Mecca or Medina) as well as discussion of the 

issue of abrogation. This opinion accords with Ayoub's, al-'Akk's and al-~ubiir?s 

modem classification@ because the exegesis seeks to discover the exoteric 

meaning of the Qu'Zn. Unlike the Qur'anic commentaries written by mystics 

who interpret the Qur'ân in an degorical manner, ~ a n w 5  al-Mi@& tends to 

favor a more literal interpretation of the çacred book. c19ksifying thiç work as a 

tafi6 also agrees with Rippin's classification. This is due to the fact that the 

26 Jalal al-DL a l -~ea l l i '  and Jalalal al-!% âl-suyù& Tafn; al-faJa?ayn, edited by Mq@.fâ 
Qa$$i+ (Beirut DG al-?Ln fi al-~alz*, 1990)' 18. Meanwhile in interpreting the &st verse of al- 
Baqarah (Alif h%z MA), T h &  al-Miqints states that there are a number of opinions concerning 
these letters. They are: that alif stands for Allah, lant for Gabriel, and mi% for Mdymrnad; that 
alif represents His blessings (a7a7uh)), lani His grace (lufih), and m h  His power/ supreme 
authority (mulkuh); that alfrepresents the fïrst letter of His name, Allah, lak the quality of gace 
( l u f ) ,  and m h  the glory of God (mnjd); and h d y  that only God knows best (am-Alla3 a'lam). See 
al-~~iriij&~&, ~Trn i r ;  a l - ~ i ~ b n ~ ,  3. 

Mahmoud Ayoub, The Qiir'n?r and Its Inferpreterç, vol. 1 (Albany: State University of 
New York Press, 1984), 21; a12Akk, UFJ al-~a* 22-24; a l - ~ u b s ,  ~ir&aifial-Tafn;, 1349. 



work is based not on reason, personal opinion, individual research or expertise, 

but on hadfis transmitted through chahs of authorities stretching a l l  the way 

back to Ibn 'Abbàs.30 Therefore, the work can be dassified as a tnfsk even though 

these çcholars propose different criteria for what may be termed thus. 

However, in 'Abd al-'~z% criteriaF1 ~ a n w g  al-MiqbriS can be regarded as 

ta'wd as well as ta$&, because not only does it contain explmations of words in 

the Qu'Zn, but also of verses as a whole, even though it does not go deeply into 

divine issues to a large extent. However, in reading the work, it becomes obvious 

that the nature of tafi; is more obvious than that of ta'zuq because the exegesis is 

dominated by literal explanation. Consequently, one may state that the work's 

methodology reflects its title. 

B. Sources of Interpretation 

As discussed earlier, the most obvious sources employed in ~ m w F  al- 

Miqbk are the Qur'àn ihelf and reports from Companions of Maammad 

through c h a h  of trammitiers that all go back to Ibn 'Abbas. Regarding the 

classification of tafi$ based on its sources of interpretation introduced by Ibn 

~ a ~ y a h  (1263-1328), it is right to Say that T'anwG al-Miqbà3 is an example of 

tafsF of the QurfZn based on the QurfZn as well as on reports fmm the 

- - - 

29 Andrew Rippin, "T~s~K," in The Encyclopedia of Religionr edited by Mircea Eliade, vol. 14 
(New York: Macmillan Publishing Company, 1987), 236. 

See also Ayoub, The Qurru% and Its Interpreters, 24. 

31 'Abd alal'&, ~irai~a~fi-'u~u'm al-Qur'àiz, 141-144. 



Cornpanions of M~&mmad.32 Al-'Akk emphasizes that this work is a collection 

of reports of Muhammad ibn al-Sa'ib al-~albi  from Ibn 'Abbas, a cousin of the 

Prophet and one of his Companions.~ Furthemore, according to a l - S w s  

categorization,M the work cm be classified as tafifi bi al-riwnyah, because it 

constructs its interpretation on the Qur'Zn (te6 al-Qur'fn bi ai-Qzrr'Kn). This type 

of Qur'ànic commentary is the highest class of tafsk, according to Ibn ~ a ~ d y a h  

and Yusuf.f.35 However, as shown above, cross-references to Qu'anic verses and 

b d 2 h  are presented in a very simple way. 

To demonstrate the role of hud6hs in the works, these will be investigated 

by looking ai the transmitters, who are ten,36 in total, and three technical terms 

used in the isntds. Unfortunately, only five of these c m  be presented here 

because the other five in the beginning, namely 'Abd Alla al-Thiqah ibn al- 

Ma'mùr al-~araw:, al-Ma'mür a l -~arad,  Abü 'Abd Allah, Abü Vbayd Allah 

Mdpnùd ibn M&ammad al-R~Z: and 'Amrnâr ibn 'Abd al -~agd  al- ara*, 

cannot be traced in biographical works. 

32 -ad ibn 'Abd al-vah ibn ~a$~ah, Mtiqaddimah f l  Upil al-~afsl;~ edited by 
'Adnàn Zaniir (Kuwait: Dàr al-Qur'Zn al-Karim, 1971)' 93-112 See &O M e i n  'Abd a l - ~ ~ d ,  
~ira%a3fi-~pt ~ a f s i r  al-Qur'aSr (8aghdad: Mafba'at al-Wapn ai-'~rabi~ 1980), 95-120. 

33 Al-'Akk, Up7 al-~afi;, 227. See also Lichtenstadter, "Quran and Quran Exegesis," 11; 
Ayoub, The Qw'Fn and 1ts In fnpreters, 28. 

3< S U ~ G  &Sm, ' U l f i  al-IfadTh wa Mytalahtih, 4th edition (Beirut DSr al-% ii al- 
~ a l â y k ~  1966), 107. 

xi Ibn ~ a ~ y a h ,  Muqaddimak, 93; Badmas 'Lanre Yusuf, "Evolution and Development of 
~af&," Is[armic Quarferly 38 (1994), 36-37. 

I 
36 See note 8. 



1. AbÜ Sa 

H e  was born B d h a m  (&O c d e d  "BZdhan") AbÜ Sa (d. 7î9 A.D), a 

slave of Umm & bint ~ b i  T d i i . 3 7  H e  was also cded "8Zdham M z m M  

Biographers agree that he transmitted b d s h  fiom Ibn 'Abbas, and that he was 

one of those from whom a l - ~ d b i  transmitted ! ~ a d G h . ~ ~  Moreover, al-~lzs (654/ 

1256-742/1341) reports AbÜ -ad ibn 'A&S opinion saying that Abü S s  

reports in tuf56 were among the most revered among his contemporaries+ 

However, most scholars of hadi%, except al-'~j& consider his reports weak and 

untrustworthy. Ibn @bb& even speafies the reason for this by saying that Ab6 

Sa did not meet Ibn 'Abbàs,41 whereas al-~a; adds by saying that he was a 

Shi'iteF 

2 ~ l - ~ a l b i  

He was Muhammad ibn Maük ibn al-SZib ibn Bishr ibn 'Amr ibn al- 

H s t h  ibn 'Abd al-'~rabi ibn U m '  ibn ' h i r  ibn Nu'màn ibn '& ibn 

37 Ibn Sa'd, AI-TnbWt RI-Ki&& vol. 5, 302; Yüsuf ibn al-~aki 'Abd Raiynân al-~iz.2, 
~nlidhib ni-Knnd fi-Asnid al-Rijnl, edited by Bashshâr 'Awwàd Ma'rüf, 4th editionf 35 vols., 
( B e h t  Mdassasat al-Risalah, 1980-1992), 4: 6; Ibn Hajar, ~~hril~b ai-~nlidl,ii>, vol. 1,416. 

" Muhammad ibn brna'i1 al-~ukh&, Kit& ai-Du'afi7 d-$zgh& (Beinié 'Barn al-Kutub, 
1984), 48. 

39 Ibn Sa'd, Al-T~b"/~i t  al-Kubrn; vol. 5,302; al--, Tnlrdzfi al-Knma7, vol. 4,6; Ibn Hajar, 
~dtdhi& al-~dltihib, vol. 1,416; Ibn Wjdî, ~ ~ h m i r b  nl-~diidiih, vol. 5,277. 

a ~ l - ~ u k h *  Kilnb al-?rr'afn' d-sa8h&, 48; ALlbfid, ~dzdhib al-kt~zd, VOL 4,7; Ibn 
@jarI ~dzdhib d-~~hrihz%, vol. 1,416-4 17. 

Ibn Ijijar, ~dzdrib d-~n l~&t&,  vol. 9, 180- 18 1. 



'Abdüd ibn 'Awf ibn Kùianah ibn 'Udhrah ibn Zayd al-tat ibn Rufaydah ibn 

Kalb, who died in Kùfah in 1461763. His expertise was in tafnr, akhbbni, ayyàm 

and ma3.4  Scholars agree that he was a transmitter of tafi; from Ibn 'Abbas 

through Abu m.3 In general, scholars hold him in lit& esteem, asserting for 

example that al-~(albi waç one of the two lias in KufahF Furthemore, the 

hadiths passed on by him are regarded by scholars as weak and unreliable, as 

reported by Ibn Hajar, and particularly those from Abü -17 Scholars in hadiih 

provide various reasons for considering al-~alb?s reports as weak. Some 

maintain that he was forgetfui, whereas some consider him weak due to the fact 

that he is considered to be an unbeliever ( k q r )  or that he admitting being a 

~aba? (a follower of 'Abd Allah ibn Saba'), @ and a member of the Mqi'&.49 In 

addition, it is reported that al-~albi as well as Abü admitted that they did 

43 Ibn a l - ~ a d k ,  Kit& dl-Filrrist, 95; Ibn KhaliikZrt, Wnfqit al-A'yin wn Anbn' Abnd nl- 
Zanrin, edited by %in 'Abbâs. 8 vole. (Ekirut: Dar sdir ,  1977-1978), 4: 3 1 1 ; Ai-Mh&, ïddh& al- 
Km& vol. 25, 252; Ibn Hajar, ~dzdhih ai-~dzdh6, vol. 9, i 80; ~âshkub&àdah, Mip4I.1 al-Sdiuialt, 
402; ~ â $  KhaBah, Knshf d+inini, vol. 2,333. 

Ibn al-~a&, Kit& ul-FiJzri3tf 95; Ibn KhaIlikan, WaJyd ai-A*, vol. 4, 3û9-310; 
%hkubh-dah, M m  al-Sat&h, 402 See aiso Faruqi, EPly Muslim Hirfm*og"phy, 58-67. 

4s ~ l - ~ l a b i ,  Qurranic Conrnmfmy, 18; Tdd& al-Knmd, vol. 25,247; Ibn Wjar, 
~ddrib al-~'zdt&, vol. 1,416-417; Ibn @jar, ~drrdlt& al-Taidh&, vol. 9' 178. 

46 ALa, ~&nhdhB d-K~~i in l ,  MI. 25, 248; Ibn Hajar, ~nl rd l i$  nl-~dzciltr5, vol. 9, 178. The 
other Iiar was Muhammad ibn MarwZn. 

47 Ibn &jar, ~ahdhib d-~crlrrdl%, vol. 9, 178181. 

a Ibn Khallikan, WafOyt al-A'y* vol. 4,310; ~âshkub&-dah, M@@ al-Sa8&t, 402. See 
also M. G. S. Hodgson, "'Abd AU* b. Saba'," in me Encylopnediin of lslmir, new edition, ediad by 
H. A. R Gibb, et al., vol. 1 (Leiden: E. J. Brill; London: Luzac & Co., 1960), SI; Hassan Ibrahim 
Hassan, "Aspects of *ah Mstory," Mtislirir World 47 (1957), 271-272. 



addition, it is reported that al-~albi as well as Abü $iil& admitted that they did 

not transmit @di& from each other. AbÜ Siil& even told al-~albi  once that 

everything that emerged £rom his mouth was a lie.50 On the other hand, al-~albi 

said, on the authority of Abü '&im a l - ~ a b a  who took it fkom Su€yZn al- ha^ 

(97/715-161/778), that he for his part did not transmit hadiih taken by Abü Sa 

from Ibn 'Abbàs because AbÜ Sm was a liar.51 Scholars in 'dm al-hadith 

generally tend to ignore al-~alb?s reportsf for they do not consider them valid 

and suspect their fabrication? Moreover, YZqÜt (d. 626/1228) reports that al- 

 ab& (224/ 838-3101 923) never used any material reported by M ~ a m m a d  ibn 

al-Sa'ib a l -~a lb i~  Muqatil ibn SulaymZn (d. 150/767), or Mukymrnad ibn 'Umar 

al-wiqi& in his ~ a f ~ ; ,  but only in his ~ ~ i k h ,  because he regarded them as 

weliable.j3 The only kind word in his favor is given by HishZm ibn Mfiammad 

(d. 204 A.H.), his son, who said that his father had the best memory among his 

49 Faruqi also reports that al-~alb; was a sh?ite, anti-Umayyad in his political view. See 
Faniqi, Emly Midim Histuriogr~Izty, 59. 

AI--, ~nltdhi% n2-Krt~itnl, vol. 25,249-250; Ibn Hajar, ~ahdziib al-~altdhib, vol. 9, 179- 
180. 

&iji ~haGfah, Knshf~unzïh, vol. î, 333. See also al-'Akk, LI@ a l - ~ a ~ ,  227. 

a Yiiqüt ibn 'Abd AU& ai-wmawi, Mu'jnnt aI-Urirtbzf 2nd edition, 20 vols. (Cairo: Dâr al- 
Ma'mun, 1936-1938), 18: 64-65. See also Mulpmmad ibn ~a& al-~aba& [hi' a l - ~ ~ y a n j - ~ a f i ~  al- 
Qiarin, 33 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Ma'rifah, 19864987); m b a &  ~riiib a i - ~ ~ b r n $  Giitje, 'lhe Qur'iiz 
md iis Exegesis, 34; Newby, "Tafsir Lra'iliyat:' 689. 

Ibn al-~a&, KitRb al-Fittrist, 95. 



Furthermore, d-Mizd and Ibn mjar both report that Mdpmmad ibn 

Marwiin (d. 189/804) was one of those who transmitted !zadi?h fiorn al -~alb? .~  

However, -ah, al--', Ibn 'Lhiir and Husayn al-~hahabi assert that 

among the c h a h  of transmission claiming descent fiom Ibn 'Abbàs, the c h a h  

which was transmitted by Mulpnmad ibn Marwiin &Sud& al+agGr from al- 

~ a l b i  from Abü was the "chain of falsehood" (silnlat al-kadhib)? 

Unfortunately, thiç diain is one that is used in ~amuz? al-Miqbe. However, this 

diain is better than the chah frcm Muqaül ibn Sulapiin ibn Bishr al&&, due 

to MuqZtil's sectatan tendencies, as well as that from a L Q ~ â k  ibn Mua* 

a l - ~ a  (d. 106/724), since al-?a.&ak did not even meet Ibn 'AbbS.57 Moreover, 

another line of transmission has it that Ibn al-Mubiüak transmitted b d s h  fiom 

al-Kalbj. It is on this chah that the interpretation of suTat al-Baqarah in  ad al- 

MiqbcE is based.58 And both Ibn vajar and a l - ~ i z z i  confirm that Ibn al-Mubarak 

was in fact one of those who transmitted h m  al-~albi'~ 

5 AI-& ~nlidhib izl-KR1nn7, vol. 25/ 247; Ibn Hajar, ~ a l d h i b  d-~nltdlti&, vol. 9,178. 

s AI--, ~didhib al-Kntttn?, vol. 25, 25% TZshkubr&dah, MiprJr nI-Siz'&zh, 402. I$j$ 
~ha&h, KRshf al-Zuntiin, vol. 2 333; Ibn '&hi%, AI-?'@ ma R$zhh, 18-19; Husayn al-Dhahabi, 
~ W a f i G  wn nf-Mtl/assiriin0 vol. 1, 81. See also Newby, "Tafisir Israfiliyat/ 689. However, Ibn 
'Ghür remains that this does not mean that the weakness is h m  Ibn 'Abbis. 

Ibn So'd, Al-Tnbqn't al-KtibrK vol. 6,301; aLW, ~dtdh& d-Knmi7, vol. 25, 251; ~ i j j  
IShaEfih, hltful-Zcint<n, vol. 2333334. 

59 Al-&, 'liitdhtib RI-Kmnal, vol. 25,247; Ibn vajar, ~al~dhtb rrl-~'zfdf~i& vol. 9,178. 
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MubErak.6 Information in the biography of Muhammad ibn MarwZn, reporting 

that 'a ibn Içhàq was not one of his transmitters (as pointed out earlier), agrees 

with what is stated in Ibn Hajar's biography of '&, where it is not explicitly said 

that M ~ a m m a d  ibn Marwàn was one from whom transmitted. However, it 

is not impossible that he was a transrnitter, because Ibn Hajar does not list al l  of 

them. Thus, it is possible that Mukprnmad ibn Marwih was one of those whom 

Ibn Hajar indudes in the "jama7uh."66 On the other hand, al-Mi& mentions 

explicitly that MuIliamnad ibn Marwk was one of those fiom whom '~ ibn 

Ishaq transmitted.67 Furthemore, a l - ~ i z a  and Ibn Hajar do not cite 'AmmG ibn 

'Abd al-~aFd explicitly as one of his transmitters, even though it is possible that 

this name is among those whom Ibn Hajar refers to as "ghayrihirn."68 However, in 

neither of these works can a biography of 'AmmZr ibn 'Abd a l - ~ a $ d  be found. 

Scholars are of various opinions regarding the reliability of 'fi ibn Ishàq 

as a transmitter of hadfih. Abü mtim, for example asserts that he was truthful, 

which in 'ilm al+adi?h means just and fair ('di2 ) but less accurate (&bi[), whereas 

a l - ~ à r a ~ u s  (306-385 A.H.), 

tnistworthy (dabi! and 'àdil) $9 

Ibn Hajar reports, maintains that he was 

vol. 20,320; Ibn vajar, T'ahdhib a l - ~ a ~ h &  vol- 7,283. 

Ibn vajar, ~ahdhfi  al-~ahdh& vol. 7,283. 

Abw, ~ahdhib al--7, vol. 20, 320. 

a Al-&, ~ahdhib a l - ~ d ,  vol. 20,320; Ibn Hajar, ~ahdhib al-~ahdhi%, vol. 7,283. 

69 Ibn Hajar, ~ahdhz% at-~ahdh%, vol- 7,283. 



5. Ibn al-Mubikak 
- - 

'Abd Allah ibn al-Mubai& ibn W5c& al-~haxqd alalTamimi was a slave 

of Ab6 'Abd a l - R a à n  al-~arwazi.7* H e  was bom in 118/736, whereas his date 

of death was 181/797, in his 63rd year.n Unlike al-Mizizi, who mentions 'AG in 

the list of those who transmitted fkom Ibn al-Mubirak, Ibn vajar does not 

mention that 'u was one of those from who he transmitted, whereas both 

biographers agree not to indude Abu 'Ubayd AUah Ma?mÜd ibn M-ad al- 

R Z ~  in either of the lists of his transmitters as weU as from whom he 

transmitted?2 However, it is not a certainty, because in the end, Ibn Hajar e t e s  

"wa khalq kathi;" and "wa ghayrihim" when he lists Ibn al-Mub&ak's transmitters 

and his masters. Unfortunately, a biography of AbÜ 'Ubayd Allah Malpiid ibn 

Muhammad al-~5& as mentioned above, cannot be traced in biographical 

works. In addition, a l - ~ l z &  report seems reasonable. Mead of Ibn al- 

Mubiùak having reported kdiTh from 'A& it is possible that the chah goes in 

the opposite way ( ' ~  hom Ibn al-Mubarak), because in view of their respective 

ages, Ibn al-Mubarak had been around much earlier than '& 

Unlike the transmitters discussed previously, Ibn al-hlubiùak was 

regarded as a reliable and tnisted transmitter, and was even considered one of 

70 Al-ML&, ~ahdt6 ~ Z - f i t 1 1 7 ,  vol. 16, !X; Ibn vajac 7dtdii& al-~nzidtib, vol. 5, 382. See 
also Ibn Khallikin, Wajaüt crl-A'M, vol. 3,32; Ibn -jar, ~dzalimttb czl-ididl&, vol. 12,309. 

71 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tnbqlnt al-Ktibra; vol. 7,372; Ibn WLikàn, WRFyn na[-A'y5, vol. 3,34; al- 
Mid5, ~al tdh& d-Kanid, vol. 16, %=; Ibn ffijar, ~ahmci% &~dtdhi;b, VOL 5,386. 



four prominent çcholars in his thne, according to Maammad ibn 'kii.73 Scholars 

also agree that he excelled in Islamic law, literature, gramma, linguistics, poetry, 

rhetoric, mysticism and other fields of Islarnic knowledge.74 

By analyzing the brief biographies of the five transmitters given above, we 

can see that thei~ had8h may be considered weak and untrustworthy in its isncd, 

based on al-Sws and al-Tal$$ds criteria of untnistworthy hadi& (hadGh 

da'3.75 The reasons for th.& are: 

1. AU transmitters discussed above except Ibn al-Mub&ak were considered 

urueliable in trammithg hadfih for various reasons (munkar and matnik)?6 

2. Whereas other scholars consider hadiTh from Abc Sa- weak, Ibn WbbZn 

specifies that Abü Sm did not meet Ibn 'Abbas (rntuzqaf,lf ).n 

3. Even though Abü Siil& and al-~albi are reported as living in the same period 

and that they IikeIy met each other, they admitted that they did not transmit 

hadsh to each O ther (mudnllas).78 

n Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tabaqnt al-Kubra; vol. 7,372; a l - ~ i z &  Tahdhib. al-Knrnn7, vol. 16,1424; ibn 
vajar, T a ~ h i b  a l - ~ h & ,  VOL 5,384 and 386. 

'4 Ibn Sa'd, Al-Tabqa7 al-Kubm; vol. 7,372; Ibn Khallikân, Waf@ al-A'yait, vol. 3,32; al- 
=', ~nhdh#~ al-Kinna7, vol. 16,18; Ibn vajar, ~ a h d h g  al-~ahdht%, vol. 5, 384-387. 

AI-SU,  ' Utuk al-yadzh, 165-207; Malpiid Tal&%t, ~ a y &  MtgfuIu@ gl-@n&, 5th 
edition (Riyad: Maktabat al-Rushd, 1983)' 62-87. 

' 6  See also 'Abd a I - R ~ ~  ibn al-Husayn al-'~rii$, ~l-T'ag~t% wa al-@a$: Shrh 
Muqaddimnh h al+ala3 . edited by 'Abd al--an Muhammad 'UthmZn (n.p.: DG al-Fikr, 
1981), 160. 

See &O al-m$, ~WaqyzId wu al-@ah, 76. 

la See also al-=$, A I - T ~ ~  wa al-aaa, 95. 
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shortenhg the i snd  in this way was perhaps to Save space and time and to avoid 

repetition from previous long imids. Regardless of the truth of this, it is right to 

çay that the bdi7hs used in 7'anwG al-MiqbriS are weak. 

However, it is worth noting that even though the chahs of transLniSSion 

used in ~ a n w 6  al-Miqb& are weak, this does not mean that dl of its interpretation 

Is wrong or f a h .  Compared to Ibn 'Abbas's interpretation of some of the words 

of Qur'anic verses on the authority of Ibn ~ b ?  Taah (d. 143 A.H.), which is 

regarded as the k s t  path among the chains of transmissions from Ibn 'Abbis, 

and quoted by a l - ~ u k h s  in his ~ahz%, sçummarized by al-suyiic in his al-Itq&," 

there are some explmations that are simitar. This fact agrees with al-'Akk's 

opinion stating that part of the content of ~izmo6 al-Miqb& which he calls 7'afiG 

Ibn 'Abbii, is tme, but another is notF In addition, it is hard to Say that the 

interpretation of ~ a n w 6  al-MiqbriS is not valid, because to prove this opinion, 

deeper and more detailed research must be done, including a comparative study 

of other tafi% attributed to Ibn 'Abbk.86 

Another source used in  am& al-MiqbriS is Arabic poetry. in contrast to 

reports saying that Ibn 'Abbis quoted a considerable amount of Arabic poetry to 

support his explanation, in partidar obscure words, ~ a &  al-Miqbk contains 

-- - 

LU A.l~uyÜ@, AAifqrUr, vol. 2 3-54. See also Mt&ammad ibn Ismii4a aI-~ukhi& al- 
B ~ W &  vol. 6 (Cairo: Maktabat 'Abd a l - w d  -ad mnafi, nd), 16-181. 

8s This idea is ais0 proposed by Versteegh See Vkrsteegh, Arabic Gmnrnrm, 61-62. 



only three verses of Arabic poetry to support its interpretation. They are: 

interpretation of the word "al-ithm" in verse 33 of al-A'rq87 (two verses) and that 

of "hiin&" in verse 1 of al-ZukhmfP Unfortunately, due to the lads of editorial 

notes, the pets  who composed them are not mentioned. Moreover, these two 

words are not found among those words which are supported by Arabic poetry 

listed in the works of al-~is& al-~ukhz, al-Anb& (2711884-328/939), Bint al- 

-" 89 ~ h i ï t i  and ai-Samirra L These two poems are also not found in derences to 

Arabic poetry and two other Qur'anic commentaries that are famous for 

containhg such information on which research has been done.90 However, this 

does not mean support for Jones's assertion that referring to Arabic poetry was 

used as evidence in only a few of Qur'anic verses, because there is still a 

possibiüty of that ~anw; ai-MiqbG is an "augmented" work, as Goldfeld 

The last source used in ~ a m u &  al-MiqbriS is isra7a&k This information is 

found in detailed explmation conceming stories of prophets, the aeation of the 

universe and stories of peoples before M-ad. Two examples are the story 

a9 Mau7ii al-Int&tl al-~kïti: VOL 1,107413; Mm37 alalIrniin ~ I - T ~ S K  vol. z66-67; al-~ukhG, 
Mtr'jmi GIrmib nl-Qtu'ün, 234292; a l - ~ n b ~ ,  Kit& I&@, 76-98; Bint al-Shà$, al-l'jk a l - l a y 5 i  287- 
603; al-simidi,  Str'n7d NF ibn nl-Azraq. See also al-suyÜ6, Al-lfqh, vd. 2, 5558; Bouiiata, 
"Pwtxy Citation," 27-40. 



of YUSUE when he was sold as a slave and an instruction to the ~ a n f  1sr& to 

strike with a part of a cow's body a man who was dead in order to bring him 

back to life.92 It is true that this source is not diable, and is rejected by scholars. 

However, we cannot abandon thiç source entirely and without ahowledging 

its me&, because it is a fact that some other Qurr%c commentanes also quote 

this information in their interpretation, as Husein al-Dhahabi and al-Zaghliil 

report? In addition, if it is true that al-~albi was a Saba'i, the insertion of 

isra7z%$Ef should not corne as a surprise. This was because, according to Husein 

al-Dhahabi, members of this group tned to compt Muslim beliefs by 

introducing traditions favorable to the Ah1 al-Bayt, including isra7g&d.~ 

Moreover, two of the figures involved in the discussion of 'Tarn6 al-MiqbriS, al- 

~ d b i  and M-ad ibn Ma~ràn ,  according to Husein al-Dhahabi, were two 

"well-noted reporters" of isra7z%$? among the Successors.95 

- -- 

91 Jones, "Narrative Technique," 185; Goldfeld, "The T$& or Abdallah b. 'Abbas," 126. 

92 Verse 20 of YIISrif: 
"The (Brethren) sold him for a miserable pnce, for a few dirhams counted out: in such low 
estimation did they hold him!." 
According to Zaghld, report of p r i e  as a certain amount of money (for example forty or twelve 
dirIrams) is not valid, because at that tirne this system was not known yet and the verse itself dws 
not state it See Zaghllll, 01-Iftijnhnt ~ z - F I ~ ~ I ,  239-270. See also al- aba ad \h i '  nl-B~yün, vol. 12, 
101-105. 
Verse 73 of d-Bqmdi: 
"So W e  said: "StRke the (body) with a piece of the (heifer)." Thus God b ~ g e t h  the dead to life 
and showeth you His Signs. Perchance ye may understand." 
The Q u f h  does not state which part of the body was used. Therefore, pointing out a partidar 
one cannot be justifieci. See also a Q a b d ,  ~'i>ii'al-B+, VOL 1, B5Zû6. 

* Zaghlùl, al-lffijilrd al-~ikriudz, 239-270; Husein ai-Dhahabi, "Tsraelific Narratives," 663- 
726. 

Husein al-Dhahabi, "Tiradtic Narratives," 588. 

95Husei.n al-Dhahabi, "kraelitic Narratives: 654-656 and 661-662 



Furthermore, it is more than iikely that the Prophet himself knew about 

the isrci'&$3. This opinion is derived from a report that when 'Abd Allah ibn 

S a l h  (d. 43/663-4), a prominent rabbi before converthg to Islam, approached 

the Prophet and asked a number of questions, induding matters of a mysterious 

nature and on the prophets, the Prophet answered them by quoting Qur'ànic 

verses. Finding that the information was similar to what the Torah says, 'Abd 

A l l a  ibn S a l k  came to the conclusion that M~annmad was a Prophet and had 

brought the same message as other prophets. Because of this, 'Abd Allah ibn 

S a l h  then confessed to be a Muslim.96 Based on this report, it is possible that 

information that is considered to be isrgfii$-t came not merely from converted 

Muslims, but also from the Prophet himself, who was widely informed. 

Unfortunately, there is no report of what 'Abd Allah ibn Salam asked about in 

detail so as to allow us to identify which of the Prophet's answers were from the 

QurfZn and which not. 

acquaintance with Jews 

what he quoted must be 

Prophet, as reported by 

The latter knowledge would have derived from his 

and Christians who lived around hirn.97 Furthemore, 

correct and acceptable because it is unthinkable that the 

Muslim historians, could have given answers that were 

96 Faruqi, EarZy Muslim Histmbgraphy, 157459; H. Hirschfeld, "Historical and Legendary 
Controversies between Mohammed and the Rabbis," The Jewish Qunrterly R& 10 (18974898), 
110-116. Unfortunately, some references do not provide this story. See 'Abd al-Malik ibn Bh*, 
AI-S& a l - ~ a b a G a h ,  eedited b y  Mus* al-SaqqZ, ~b& a l - ~ b ~ s  and 'Abd al-H& ~halabF, 
vol. 2 (Cairo: Ma@arat Mqtafà al-~a'b: al- ala ab', 1936), 163-164; Ibn Sa'd, AI-Tabaqul al-Kubra; 
vol. 2,352-353. Futhennore, al-- and Ibn Hajar do not provide information on this figure, but 
simpiy mention the name See al-&, ~ahdhib al-ffim7, vol. 34, 850; ibn Efajar, ~ahdhib nl- 
T"hdh6# VOL 12,298. 



not correct. In addition, by presenting some examples of Qur'anic verses 

containing stories of peoples before Islam and the intrusion of qim, Nomis 

argues that the Prophet was aware of the significance of Christian rites.98 

Moreover, some scholars, for example Ibn FJazrn (384/994-456/1064), Ibn 

~ a + ~ a h  and &Akk (a modem witer) assert that part of the isra7&iI can be 

accepted as far as they do not codlict with what the Qurrh says.99 Of course it is 

possible that ~ a m o t ?  al-Miqbài contains i=a78i5/d that should be considered 

incorrect and deseme to be rejected, especially in view of Ibn vaun's and Ibn 

~ a ~ ~ a h ' s  categories. However, it is worth noting that, as pointed out before, 

there is an abundance of fabricated @diShç athibuted to Ibn 'Abbas. Therefore, iE 

there is any incorrect information in it containing isra'z%&2, perhaps that is a 

fabricated report. In short, is~<.ïf@& are acceptable in Qur'anic exegesiç even 

though further research is needed to investigate and examine how far isr~i~iT&il 

are employed in ~anwi? al-Mi@& before we can distinguish correct and valid 

from false isra7if~üt. 

" Husein al-D haha bi, "Israelitic Narratives," 58M9O. 

98 EL T. Norris, "Q* Eîements in the Quiin," in Ar& Likahrre tu the End of the 
Llnrnyjnd PeriodI edited by A. F. L. Beeston (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1983), 246- 
255. 

9 'u ibn &ad ibn Hazm, ~l-~a.?fi-al-~ilcil  wa cil-Almi' wa a-1, vol. 1 (Beiru t: Dàr 
al-lula'rifah 1986), 216; Ibn ~ a ~ G ~ a h ,  Msrqnddit~rdt, 1000-12; al-'Akk, &il d-~nfi& 211-212 See 
also Husein al-Dhahabi, "Israelitic Narratives," 606611. For variant responses of Glamic scholars 
towards i;srn78@f, see Bernard Lewis, The lezm of Wat~t (London: Routldge and Kegan Paul, 
1984)) 7û-71; M. J. Kister, "@iditftP'm ban! kn7ik w d n  4m11jt-f 1-1 Onortnf Studies 11 (1972), 
215-239. 



C. Points of View 

Due to its simple and straight-fonvard nature, it is hardly possible to 

extract theological, legai or other aspects of Islamic thought from T'am& al- 

MiqbriS. Another obstacle is that no certainty exists conceming its ascription; 

therefore, it is also difficult to deted the d au th or"'^ point of view, which would 

be made easier if we knew when and where the author lived. In this way we can 

understand the atmosphere of Jslamic values surrounding him that affected his 

exegesis. Moreover, because the work provides information only on synonyms or 

occasions of revelation, it goes no further in intqreting Qur'anic meanings, for 

example social implications. This is different from other Qur'ànic commentaries 

which derive the implied rneanings behind verses, such as al-RZ& (1149 or 50- 

1210 A.D.) which seek out philosophical meaning,l00 Ibn al-'~rab?s (560/1165- 

638/ 1240) whidi ex tracts allegorical meaning,Ioi and al-~amakhshds which 

investigates in depth the phüological and theological angles of art expression.lo2 

However, it is interesthg to point out that the people involved in 

discussion of this work were regarded as belonging to certain Islamic s e .  Ibn 

'Abbas, as Burton reports, was acclaimed as a suite. Moreover, the name of 

this figure is also hted in the lslamic ~hi'ite Encycfopaedin under the list of ~ h h t e  

lm GoIdPher, Md~dt ib  nl-~afit? d-~sllrrr~ 239-257; Pe ter Heath, "Creative Hermeneutics: 
A Comparative Anaiysis of Three Irlamic Approaches," hnbiaz 36 (1989), 200-203. 

Burton, 7he Gd?ectio,?t of the Qtn'nil, 130 and 145. 



commentators and exegetdm Of course this report is di f f id t  to confirm, 

because in the period in wbkh Ibn 'Abbas lived, the idea of ~ h h m  had not 

appeared yet as a sect in a theological sense,l05 even though it is true that 

arbitration between '&'s and Muf5wiyah's supporters was a starting point of 

political heresy. This daim may perhaps be based on the fa& that Ibn 'Abbas was 

from the same family as 'Al& (Ah2 al-Bayt), was an ancestor of the Abbiisid royal 

family and was a supporter of ' A h  decision to accept arbitration. Another 

reason for daiming Ibn 'Abbàs as a ~h?ite is that he was with Ibn ~ b i  E$adahf 

who was also acclaimed as a ~h?ite, and likewise one of the imkks, in opposition 

to Ibn al-Zubayr (d. 73/692).1" Nevertheless, it cannot be denied that signs of 

this movement were there, and that some Cornpanions showed a favorable 

attitude to '~ ibn ~ b i  TZb, as al-Zayn reports.107 Hodgson agrees on this point. 

He maintains that the starting point of ~h?ite sectarianism was the arbitration, 

but at that t h e  ~ h h m  was no more than a political party. The tendency for this 

partisanship to develop into real sectarianism moved very slowly after that 

event. Nevertheless, he dedares that in the £irst century after the Hijrah, sh?ism 

?jasan al-An&, Islmsic S I I ? ~ ~  E n ~ c l o p ~ d i B ,  vol. 1 (Beht, 1968), 48. 

Hassan, "Aspects of seah Histov," M; W. Ivanow, "Edy Shi'ite Movements," 
Torirnd of the Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic Sockty 17 (1941), 1-2 Daud Rahbar, "The Relation 
of sh?a Theology," Mrdirn Wald 51 (1961), 92-98, 211-216; 52 (l%2), 17-21,124128: 92-93. 

lM Hassan, "Aspects of s e a h  History," 272473. See Fr. Buhl, "M~ammad ibn al- 
mnafiwa," in nie Encydoptzedin of Islm, new edition, edited by C E. Bosworth, et al .  vol. 7 
(Leiden, New York: E. J. Bri& 1993), 402-403. 

lm Muhammad Husayn al-Zayn, ~ l - ~ f t i ' B l z ~ - ~ ~ t  (Beinrt Dâr a l - h à r ,  1979), 40-43. 



was not yet established as a sect.108 Furthemore, the trmmitters of the isnds 

used in ~am6 ai-MiqbaS were generally acdaimed as ~h?ite or ~aba'i as 

dis<nissed above. In short, if it is tnie that ~ a m u 6  al-Miqb5 is isom Ibn 'Abbàç, it 

is not valid to say that the work reflects a sh?itefs point of view, because many 

aspects of sh?ite doctrines, except political ones, were yet to be established. 

This idea is in keeping with evidence of the work. There is barely any hint 

of a suite point of view. One example is in the interprehüon of the phrase "al- 

shajarah al-rnnlftïnah" in al-Isra' (Q. 17: 60) which is interpreted as the tree of 

Zaqqzi-m, a bitter and pungent tree described as growing at the bottom of Heu. 

This desa5ption is meant to apply to the Umayyads by a Shi'ite commentator.i" 

However, ~ a m o ;  al-MiqbilS simply interprets that the word refers to the tree of 

Zaqp-m without giving further explanation."o Another example is its 

interpretation of verse 35 of al-Nui (Q. 24). uiçtead of referring to the Ah1 al-Bayt 

with praise as a ~h ï i t e  commentary does, ~ a n w 6  al-Mi@& merely provides 

synonyms or defhitions of words.111 

Another argument is that ~amoi? al-MiqbrrS follows exactly the 'Uthmanic 

text in its ordering of szi?ahs, even though there are some differences in numbers 

108 M. G. S. Hodgson, "How did the Early %?a Become Sectarian?" [ormal 4th Amnencnn 
UrienM So&€y 75 (1955), 1-2. 

109 Abdul, "The Historical Development," 151. 

~ l - ~ ~ r l l z a b i i & ~  ~onwi? nt-Miqb& 238. See aiso Abdul, "The HIstoricd Developmenti'' 
151-152 



as diçcussed earlier. Accordhg to Tisdd, in the suite version of the Quiin, 

fhere are some additions which are not to be found in the received text of the 

Qur'Zn.in Furthemore, it is understood that ~h?ite exegesis tends to be mostly 

degorical in its interpretation,'l3 whereas  amo oz? al-MiqbE bases its explanations 

on the literal meaning to a great degree. 

It is characteristic of ~h?ite belief that man has the capacity to choose to 

act in a certain way, whether for good or for evil."A It is hard to Say, however, 

whether the exegesis in Tamir al-MiqbrLs supports this idea. In some places, the 

work asserts that God punishes or blesses those who deserveF So far these 

interpretations support the ~Gite point of view. However, in other places, it is 

explained that God chooses to guide whomever He wants according to His 

will.116 Therefore, ~ a n w 6  al-MiqbaS does not totally support either side in the 

theological debate concerning predestination. In other words, it is hard to daim 

that Tamu6 al-Miqbk is a ~h?ite exegesis. 

On the other hand, as mentioned above, aL~-&Zbii& spent his last years 

in ~ab?d and became a grand @id?. It is tme that during this period of his Me, 

112 W. St, Qair Tisdd, "Shi'ah Additions to the Koran," Muslirn Wwld 3 (19l3), 227-241. 
Goldziher disrusses Qdànic interpretation of this sect in detail in his Mndltalrib AT@ d-lstiiniT 
See Goldziher, MRdhd11% &Ta@ nl-1s1rr31~ 286-336. 

113 Gàtje, 7ïze Qar'iiz and ifs Exegesis, 39; Rahbar, "The Relation of sh?a Theology," 93-96. 

Rahbar, "The Relation of ~ h ? a  Theology," 214-216. 

US In the interpretation of verses 8 of Fi& and 31 of al-Muddafftflri?, for example See al- 
~-&üzâ"bâdi, ~ m r ~ n C  dMiqb& 324 and 492. 



Yemen was an object of zaY& sh?ite ambitions.117 a b i d  itself, however; was 

under the control of the RasUüds who were s ~ .  During al-~-&Üz&ii&s thne 

there, al-Ashraf Isrnii'a (al-~-kZG-bd?s father-in-law) and al-N&ir W d  were 

in power.118 Furthermore, as was mentioned earlier, one of al -~ 'uùzàb~&s 

teachers was a1-Shara.f 'Abd Allah ibn Bektàsh, a teacher at the ~ i @ & ~ a h  

madrnsah. It is well known that this madrasah taught ethics and doctrines dosely 

connected with ~ s h ' a  kalnnt and the ~h5fi'i legal schoo1.119 Based on this fact, it 

is more likely that a l - ~ - ~ i i &  was a SUNU'. In fa&, as far as his views in 

Islamic law were concemed, he was obviously a ~aliki't because it is reported 

that he established a ~a~ rnadrusah in Mecca. 

Going back to ~anwz? al-Mi@&, it is just as problematic to claim that the 

work r d e d s  a l - ~ ~ k z & ~ d ? s  standpoints. For instance, in its interpretation of the 

expression "mu l~mashtm al-nisa7 " of verse 43 of al-Nisa7 (Q. 4), ~anw& al-Mi@& 

explallis that th& means having semial intercourse.'20 From this example, it 

One example is the interpretation of verse 29 of al-Knhb See ai-~hiizibiid;, T& al- 
Mi+&, 246. 

lt7 Robert D. Burrowes, Histaicd Dictionmy of Y m  (London: Scarecrow Press, Inc., 
1995), 26; R strothma~,   abi id," in Tire Encyclopc~diin of islam, edited by M. Th. Houtsrna, et al., 
vol. 8 (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1987), 11û%l184. See also Marifred W. Wenner, nie Ymm Arnb RPpriblic 
(Boulder: Westview Press, 1991)) 121-122. 

Il8 Strohann, "~abjd, 1184; G. R. Smith, "Rasülids," in Tze Encyclopaediia of Islam, new 
edition, edited by C E. Bosworth, et al, vol. 8 (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995), 455-457. Çee also 'Abd 
Allah ibn 'AM aKa& al-furz, Al-Mriqtajaf min T~%%z ol-Y~mzn (Beirut: ManshûrZt al-'&r al- 
&dith, 1987), 136. 

119 H. Bowen-[C E. Bosworth], "NiqSm al-Mt&'' in The Encyclopadia of Islant, new 
edition, edited by C E. Bosworth, et al, VOL 8 (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1995), 7î. 



seems that the work leans towards a symbolic meaning of this expression, and 

holds that the Quian, as a Holy Book, has used a polite expression (a 

euphemism). It is a fact that this understanding was characteristic of the @zna.- 

schoo1,ll whereas al-~-&GGbii& was, most probably, a M&. This would in fad 

exdude al-~-in'lz&à&. Assuming that the interpretation is truly that of Ibn 

'Abbis, then it must point to his own way of fhinking suice the founder of the 

~ m &  school, AbU ~a .&a  al-Nu'mk, lived after Ibn 'Abbas's time, dyuig in 

150/767 at the age of 70122 

This analysis should be applied as weU to understanding another point 

concerning the interpretation of ~ a m u 6  al-Mi@& of the aeation of the universe. 

Even though it is m i e  that in Ibn 'Abbâs's lifetime Muslims did not subsaibe to a 

variety of theological sects, it is interesting that ~amo& al-Miqb& explains that 

creation should be understood without questioning how (bi-Zükayf ).m Perhaps, 

Ibn 'Abbas interpreted this without consideration for its theological implications. 

Therefore, due to its simplicity and some of the points explained above, it is 

almost impossible to daim that ~mno6 al-Miqb& refiects or supports one 

LU See al-Husayn ibn 'Abd Allah ibn s-h-, BidRyat al-Miijtnliid wn Nihi@ al-MuqNid, vol. 
1 (Cairo: al-Maktibat al-~ij&~ah al-Kubra, ad.), 33-34, 

Ln J. Schachf "Abu ~ & a  al-Nu'miïn," in The Encyclopaediin of Islam, new edition, edited 
by H.A.R. Gibb, et al., vol. 1 (Leiden: E. J. Briii; London: Luzac 8 C o ,  1960), 123-124. 

123 See for example the interpretition of verses 4 of al-ljidid and 1 of d-InfiF@ik. See ai- 
F-~ÜZZ- T i a d  al-~i~bi5,456 and 503. 



parti& point of view in a sebarian sense. 



CONCLUSION 

In the space of a single volume, TUTW~; al-Mi@& min  TU.^? Ibn 'AbbE 

presents the reader with many interesting and chdenging problems. In the first 

place, the modem printed work appears to have been edited in a haphazard 

fashion. Moreover, its methodology, which relies heavily on the philological 

approach of explaining Qur'aiiic verses according to their literal meaning, is 

simplistic given the complicated issues raised in this Holy Book The 

interpretation is presented seriatim, toudiing on all the verses of the Qur'in in 

succession without devoting separate sections to different aspects of its 

interpretation. ~ a &  al-Mi@& offers only brief comments on passages and 

Mts these to such topics as synonyms, abrogation (nûsikh wa man&), 

occasions of revelation (asba3 al-nu* and the people addressed in partidar 

verses. On thiç point, we can Say that this interpretation goes against the precept 

which says: al-'ibrah bi 'umum al-lnfr Zi bi khupj al-sabab. Moreover, the other 

aspects of interpretation, induclhg variant readings and the origins of the 

language used in the Qur'ih for example, are presented on occasion. Overall, it 

can be said that characteristics of tafi; are more obvious in ~amuk al-MiqbE than 

those of ta'wzT 

As far as sources of interpretation are concemed, those upon which 

~ a t r t ~ r ?  al-MiqbG relies are not different fiom other Qur'anic cornmentaries. The 

work employs Qur'gnic verses, as weU as reports through c h a h  of transmitters 



(@diTh) that daim to go back to Ibn 'Abbas, Arabic poetry and isrZi@act. It is 

worth noting that even though the chains of transmitters referred to in the work 

have been proven to be weak and unreliable, one cannot immediately condude 

that theV exegesis is wrong. 

As far as the work's overd  point of view is concemed, it has to be 

admitted that such information is very difficult to extract. The discussion in 

~ a n w f i  al-Miqbcii is not very subtle, and has few theological and social 

implications. It is true that on some points the interpretation seems to point to a 

particular Islamic sect, for example ~ h h r n .  But if one goes to other verses, one 

will find evidence to disprove this opinion. This phenornenon is in a sense what 

one would expect if the attribution to Ibn 'Abbis were bue, since in the early 

development of Islam, sectarian ideas had not yet taken final shape. 

Based on our discussion of these particular aspects of Qur'anic exegesis 

(approach and method, sources and points of view), we can Say that ~ a n w ;  nl- 

MiqbcG presents various characteristics of Qur'ànic exegesis in its early 

development. This does not mean, however, that the attribution to Ibn 'Abbas 

can easily be authenticated, since many other factors have to be taken into 

consideration in resolving this matter. 

Given the absence of any other information pointing to the origins of the 

work, out only dues must be found in its contents. Thus a study which discuççes 

its contents can contribute to our understanding of this work as a whole. 

Nevertheless, this short study makes it clear that there are a considerable number 



of issues conceming ~ n f s i ;  Ibn 'Ab& itself that demand more research. It wodd 

be especially u s a  to do a comparative study of the various tafçfis ascribed to 

Ibn 'Abbàs through different chahs of transrnitters. Hopefdy, further and 

deeper study wül bring us to conclusive answers to these issues. 



diaionary, of whïch al-~iriizallàd completed only five volumes duing hiç 

lifetime; according to Ibn al-'Imiid, Brockelmann and Fleisdi, it was al- 

~-kïza73ad?s ambition to write as many as 60 or even 100 volumes.2 

AI-Qainui a l - ~ u h @  ( The Ocean that S ~ ~ ~ o u n d s  the Earth), in four volumes) 

which is also known by its f d l  title, al-Q&uS al-~uh* wa al-Qa3G a l - ~ n s $  al- 

Jümi' li mâDhahaba min al-'Arab ~harni@+ is a ssummary of al-Likti', on which 

the European dictionarïes of the classical language are based, either directly or 

through the various commentaries written upon it3 

Brockelmann, CAL, vol. 2,233. Neither of the editiow of Biiglzynt nl-Wir'nli used for this 
thesis makes it clear whether we are faced here with two titles or one, given that in one, namely 
nl-Lntiii' wn al-Mii'dlam and al-'Ujnb nl-\nini' bnyn al-Mit&m wn al-'Llbib, are separated by a 
comma behveen the two titles, and by a dot in the other. See al-Suyüti, Bugliynt n1-Wti'di, edited 
by A b a d  ~ i f i  al-~arnàü, et ai., 118; al~uyÜ@, Bughyfit ai-Wii'nli, edited by Muhammad Abr? al- 
Fadl I ' b r h ,  274. AL-'- mentions it as al-Laini' al-Mir'allae ab'üjrib al-Jki' bqrt d-M~~~tkatti run 
al-'Ubab wu Ziyàïiit Imtiiit' b Wal-Witnb. See al-'-, 'Uqiüi al-fmuIutr, 305. 

2 Ibn ai-'Imiid, SIuzditmit nl-Difduzb, 128; Brockelmann, CALS, vol. 2, 234; Brockelmam, 
GAL, vol. 2, 233; Fleisch, "AL-F-&%s&," 926. For more discussion of this work, see Lane, An 
Arnbic- Englislt Laicon, xvii-nrüi. 

3 Huart, A History, 388-389, 

4 Brockelmann calls it d-Q6nik al-~irl.t2 wtz al-Qabns ~I-WN$ a l - h i '  li m i  Dlinltob niin 
Lughut &Ar& SIutrniLti' See Brockehann, GAL, VOL 2,233. 

Such as Tq &'An2 by Çayyid Murtadii al- abi id: (d. 1205/1791), which was printed for 
the first time in ten volumes at Bulàq, Cairo in 1306-1307, RZ-JGIG 'niCal-Qkntis by -ad Faris 
ai-çhidyiq (d. 1305/2887), which was first prinbed in lstanbul in 1299, and T M ~ Z  al-Qikrij' by 
@ad Taymur Pasha, which was p ~ t e d  first in Caim in 1343/1925. See Fieisch, "Al- 
~-i~za'b~di," 92&927. For a more in-depth discussion of this work, see Lane, An Ambic-English 



3. Tc@bG al-~muczs?zsh& fi-màyuqal bi al-S& wu al-~hin,6 which consists of Arabic 

vocabdary written with either s or sh indiscriminately; al-~abi& and al-'Apn 

explain that it examines 1000 questions on 1000 topics found in the Kit& al- 

MujmaZ by Ibn ~ i i r i s  w a z A T T 7  

4. S@ al-Sn'tZdah; or al-Sir* a l -~us ta~&z ,  a history of the life of the Prophet, in 

Persian. 

5. A [ - ~ h i d f i h  al-~a'qah, which is in 4 volumes.9 

6. A@in a l - ~ a t u ~ i f f i - ~ a ? u i ~ i n  al-Ta'if .Io 

7. Ai-As'üd bi al-I$id iliDarnjaf al-IjtihR-A, which is in three volumes.1~ 

- - - - --- - . -- 

LeXicon, nri-xvii; Brockelma~, GA LS, vol. 2 234-235; Nauàr, ALMU 'jBm al-'~rab< 540-603. Naaar 
reports that the book was written between the years 792-803 A. H. and was presented to al- 
Ashraf. See Nqàr,  Al-Mu'jnrri d- '~rnbc 540. 

6 This work was published in Algiers in 1909 and in Beirut in 1330/1912. See 
Brockelrnann, GAL, vol. 2,233. 

7 ibn al-%nid, Slindltmd RI-Dluiltnb, 128; a l -~abidi  Ta7 ab'Arii3, 44; al-'A., 'Uqril RI- 
\mulinr, 303; FIeisch, "~l-~-iNzabZd~," 926. However, Ibn ~ i d i  Shuhbah offers a different opinion, 
stating that this work was written in praise of Ibn Firis al-~azw%. See Ibn ~ i d i  Shuhbah, 
T'bnqft nl-57t@'&hf 83. This opinion is rejected by Mubmrnad Farrâj (editor of Tq 01-'Arris) who 
mentions that he did not find any statement in the book to prove such an idea. However, it is 
likely that the work was a dticism of al-Jawhads work because Ibn Hajar reports that when the 
work of Ibn XraM became popular in Yemen, al-~-&ziiid~ criticized i t  to a point where it no 
longer attracted any attention, except fiom scholars. Çee al-Suyü~, Bncgitynt al-Wu'&, edited by 
@ad N$ al-~am&,~t  al., 118. Furthemore, ai-Bawwib calls the book ~4rbi; al-~~mllsshfi-t~ti  
yrr<lril bi rua al-Shin. See al-~-iru'zibiid:, AI- Ditrar al-Mit bnthfhfhh, 21. 

Al-~aGd, Tij aIœrAni3, 43. This work is written in the margins of al-Fazuz al-~abn »?ara 
Fafh al- abi if fi-~srd d-T@5& by W& AU& ibn 'Abd al-Ra&~, pubLished in Cairo or Jenisalem in 
1307 and 1346, and in the masgins of KirsIzfd-Gilutiimz by al-shafrZ& published in Cairo in 1317 
and 1332. See Fleixh, "Al-~~irilzabad?," 926. Moreover, Brockelmann and Reisch c d  it Su/m al- 
Sa'dn. S e  Brockelmarui, GALS, vol. 2, 235; Brockdmam, GAL, vol. 2, 234; Fleisch, "& 
~-&üzâbà&/ 926. 

9 Ibn al-'hiid, Sh~dtmit nl-DItdtnb, 128; al-'-, 'Uqd al-jdttm, 302. 

Io ~ l - ~ a @ & ,  Tiij al-'An& 44; aL8&mr 'Llq@i al-~rrmItm, 302 Ibn al-'Imâd -tes it as 
&&in n l - h ~ ~ i f ' '  Ma&& nl-TiyF See Ibn al-%nid, ShadzmÜt al-Dhnltlrnb, 128. 



II Ibn al-'Imad Shadharal al-Dhahnb, 128; d-Zabi&, Taj al-'An& 43; al- 'Apt 'Uqd af- 
Jawhar, 302. Ibn  di Shuhbah and al-sufi$ (in both editions) cite this work as al-I$aZ iliRiitbat 
al-ljtihax. See Ibn QZQ Shuhbah, Tabaqal al-shafi'&ah, 84-85; al-~uyii$~ Biighyat al-Wu'ah, edited by 
-ad N ~ F  a l -~amz ,  et al., 118; al-suyÜ$, Bughyat al-Wti'ah, edited by Maammad Abü al-Fadl 
b&, 274. Ibn ~ 5 6  Shuhbah reports that it was written in four volumes for al-Ashraf. 
However, Nassàr states that the book given to al-Ashraf was al-QfmG al-~iih$ See NassZr, al- 
Mir'jmn ak'~rab< 540. 

l2 Al- abi id, Tnj al-'An& 44; al-'-, 'Uqui al-Juwhar, 302. Ibn a l4nâd  calls it lthnrat al- 
Shujun li Ziyatat al-@zjzin. while Brockelmann c a h  it Ith.a?at al-Kiijziiz fi ZiyEat al-uajifi. See Ibn 
al-'Imâd, Shadhral al-Dhhb, 128; Brockelmann, GALS, VOL 2,236. 

14 Al-'A., 'UqtCI al-Jmuhar, 302. ~ l - ~ a b i &  cites this book as Iftidad al-~zihhàrifi~rftira% al- 
IihiUi. See al-2abid1, Taj aLrA ru% 43. 

l5 Ibn al-'ImZd, ShadharaT a l - D k b ,  128; al-Zabid, Tu7 aL'AW, 44; al-'A.i, 'Uqtui al- 
Jawhtzr, 302. ~l-suyÜ$ refers to this work as A m 7  al-Luyfh. See al-SU+# Biighyat al-Wu'alt edited 
by -ad N$ a l -~ama?  et al., 118; âl-suyùfi, Bughyat al-wu fa%, edited by Mdpmmad Abü al- 
Fa- lb&, 274. 

l6 ~l-Zabi&, Taï al-'An& 44; al-'Aqn, 'llqia al-fiwhar, 302. A I - S U ~ Ü ~  refers to this work 
as Asmn' al-Ghciah. See al-suy@, Bughyat al-Wu'ah, edited by -ad NZE al-~arnâE, et al, 118; 
al-~uyÜ6, Bughyat al-Wu'ah, edited by Maarnmad Abü al-~a@ Ib&, 274. 

17 Ibn al-?màd, Shadhnm7 al-Dhahab, 128; a l - lgn ,  'Uqiûl al-bwhar, 302 ~ l - suyü$  ates this 
work as A M  al-Nt%@, while alZabid calls it A M  aMara1 f i  A M  aI-Nih@. See al-suyù$, 
Bughya f al- Wir 'ah, edited by -ad N$ al-~amiE, et al., 118; al-suyÜ$, Bughya t al- Wu 'ah, edited 
by Mdyimmad Abü al-Fa@ 1b&, 274; al-~abF&, Taï ai-'An& 44. 

la NJA.i, 'UquZ al-Jawhr, 302; Brockelmann, GAL, vol. 2,233. 
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15. Bqa'ir ~haw~al-~arn~&~-~afa~if~ita-b Alla3 al-'A& which is in two volumes .'9 

16. Bea7ir al-Mqz'ir.20 

l9 Ibn al-'ImZd, Shadhnral al-Dhnhnb, 127; al-~ab?&, Taj al-'Am 43; ai-'-, 'Uqid al- 
Jawhur, 302; al-F-&Gb~di, al-Dumr al-Mubathfhathnh, 21. ~l-suyÜ$ cites this work as a l - ~ a j k  f 
La~a'if al-Kitab al-'A&, whiie Ibn QZ& Shuhbah and al-DSwùài c d  it Baza'ir ~hawi-al-~am~i; fi- 
Lu favif Kitab al-'A&. Brockelmann for his part calls it Bashu7ir ~hawt?al-~am& fi' L,a!a7if Kitab al- 
'A& See al-sufi& Bughyaf aCWufah, edited by -ad N$ al- am&, et al., 118; al-~uyÜ6, 
Birghyat al-Wu'a3, edited by Mdyimmad Abü &Fa. ~br i ihh ,  274; Ibn QZ& Shuhbah, nbaqal al- 
~ha~'Gah, 85; al-~5wGd, Tabaqaf al-~zrfassirii, 276; Brockelmann, GALS, vol. 2,235. Furthemore, 
Ibn ~iidl Shuhbah reports that it is in 2 volumes. There is a six volume edition of this work 
entitled Bagir Dhawi al-~amy&fhta~if al-Kitab al-'A& prepared by Mdpmrnad al-Najjar 
and published by Lajnat Ihya' al-Tura-th al-~sliid in Cairo between 1964 and 1973. 

*l ~l-~abid; ,  Taj al-'An& 44; al-'Am 'Uqu3 al-Jawhar, 302. ibn al-?miid cites it as al- 
~ulghahfi~~ajamat A'immat aMiu&h wa al-lu@ah, whiie al-suyÜ$, Brockehann, Fleisch and al- 
Bawwab refer to this work as al-~irlghahji~~ct~%h A'immat al-Lughah. See Ibn al-?inàd, Shaàharaf al- 
Dhnhnb, 128; al-~uytig, Birghynt al-Wu'ah. edited by @ad N$ al-~amiic et al., 118; al-sufi& 
Bughyat al-Wufa%, edited by Mdyrnmad AbÜ &Fa@ b&, 274; Brockehann, GAL, vol. 2, 
234; Fleisch, "~l-~-iru~&iid?," 926; al-~-&izâbiid, al-Durar al-Mubnththnthnh, 21. Furthemore, 
Fleisch infomis us that this work is in manusaipt form. Since Fleisch's study was published, an 
edition of this work has appeared, entitled al-Bulghah fl~a-& Afimmnt al-lughnh, edited by 
Muhammad al-Mi& which was published by Maruhikit Wiziirat al-Thaqafah in Damascus in 
1971. 

iJ ~i-Zabidil, Ta7 al-'An5,44; al-'A.n, 'Utpiil al-Jawhar, 303. ~ l - ~ u f i ~  calls this work Man 
Tasmm-bi lsrnà7a; however, Ibn al-?mZd c a b  the book Tuhfnt al-~am~ilf imnn TasarnmmLImin al- 
Nn5 wa al-Mda7t?cah bi lmfz.f,. See al-suyüp, Bughyat al-WufaIf edited by -ad N$ al-~amd, et 
ai., 118; al-~uyiifl, Bughyat al-Wu'&, edited by Mdymmad Abu &Far$ Ibriih%n, 274; Ibn al- 
'IinZd, Shudharal al-Dhahab, 128. 

a Al-Zabid, Ta7 al-'Ar& 44; ai-'- 'UquIi al-Jawkar, 303. ibn al-?niad c a b  thîs book 
Tar& al-~salfi~~ud~~al-'Asal, whik Brockelrnmn refers to it as ~ m &  abAsal ii ~as$i aLfAsal. See 
Ibn al-%ad, Shadharul al-Dhahab, 328; Brockeknann, GALS, vol. 2, 236. Ibn al-'Imâd maintains 
that the work is in two volumes. 



21. ÿ as hg ~ a n q  al-Wusu7 ilà-al-AlpZd~h al-Za7idah 'alÜJciCmi' al-Usu7.s 

22. al-Ghzirafa? li al-MU'& 'ali'Ayn 'Arafa136 

23. ~ a ~ s 6  F-a t al-fiab fi-~afii; Famt al-Kita3.27 

24. ~ l - ~ a j a r i h  j%awa7id Mu ta'alliqah bi &iid$h a l - ~ ~ a - b i h  .28 

25. ~ a h ~ f  al-GharCm ilcialdalad n2-uartim .29 

26. AI-Tuhaf wa al-~ara'iffal-Ahkat al-Shara'ifo 

27. ~ l - ~ a l k  a l - ~ n f i f i - ~ s m n ~  al-Khanda&? 

- 

2s Ibn al-'Imàd' Shadharal al-Dhahub, 128; al-~abid, Ta7 al-'A* 44; al-'Aqm, 'Uqd al- 
Jawhr, 303. Ibn QZ& Shuhbah and al-suy@ and refers to the work as ~ashif al-Wiqul il< al- 
~@7i$h al-Zn'idnh 'alti lahi' al-U#. See Ibn ~ 5 4  Shuhbah, Tabaqal al-~htz~'$ah, 85; al-suyüg, 
Bughyat al-WufaIf edited by @ad NF$ al -~arns ,  et al., 118; al-~uyÜG, Bughyat al-Wzr'ah, edited 
L>y Muhammad AbÜ al-Fa@ Ibr&h, 274. Moreover, both Ibn QZ& Shuhbah and al-Zab;& 
declare that the work wôs wntten in four volumes for al-Ashraf's son, al-Nasir. 

" AL-DZWÜ&~ pbaqal al-~u/irsi&z, 277; Ibn al-'Imid, Shadharat al-Dhahab, 128; al-'+ 
'Uqt<cl al-fawhar, 303. ~ l - Z a b i d  cites this book as ~ a ' f i  al-Ghtrrafal li al-Mu'& 'altï'Arafit. See ai- 
~abTd1, Taj al-'An5,44. 

27 ~ l - ~ a b i d j ,  Tcij al-'AM 43; al-'Aqn, 'Uqd al-Juwhm, 303'. A l - su66  c a b  it Sharh al- 
FaWh, while Ibn al-'Im5d calls the book 7'aysi; Fa- f al-[hab bi l"ajnr FaiBat al-Kitab. A ~ - D z ~ &  
calls it ~ a ~ t i ;  FaIi@t al-lyab bi ~ a f i r  FaWpt al-Kitab and Brodcelmann T'ay& Fa7t7pt a l -hb  bi TUE; 
FattBat al-Kitab. See a l - ~ u ~ l ? ~ ~  Bughyat aCWir'ah, edited by MGamrnad Abu al-Fadl &r&, 274; 
Ibn al-'IrnZd, Shadharal al-Dhuhab, 127; al-~àwÜ& Ta baqal al-~ir/asirin, 276; Brockeimann, GALS, 
vol. 2,235. 

2s Ibn al-%nid, Shadharal al-Dhahab, 128; alZabid, Taï al-'Ami 44; &'A-, 'Uqfd al- 
Jawhar, 303. 

29 Ibn al-Md,  Shadhnral al-Dhahnb, 128; alZab:&, Taï al- 'AG 43; al-'Aqn, 'UquZ al- 
Jmhar, 303. 

Al-~ab:&, Taj al-'An& 44; a l - ' W ,  'Uquri al-Jawhar, 303. Ibn al-?màd calls the book al- 
NuWlnb al-~ara'ifFa1-Nzikat al-Shara'if. See Ibn &?miid, Shdhnral al-Dhahab, 128. 

31 Ibn ai-?miid, S h d M  al-Dhahab, 128; al-2hbi&, Taj al-'Am's' 44; al-'mt 'Uqua al- 
Jawhur, 303; Brockehann, GAL, vol. 2,233. Al-~uyüE cites this work as A d  al-Khanda&. See al- 
S U ~ U ~ ,  Bzlghyat al-Wufahf edited by @ad NZE al-Jax~~&~ et al., 118; al-suyÜflr Bughyat al-Wufal, 
edited by Mdymmad AbÜ &Fa4 1b&, 274. Accordhg to Brockelmann, this work is similar 
to al-Dmirar al -~t iba th thathahf i -a l -~ug~.  See BrockeisnaM, GALS, vol. 2,235. 



28. JAm-i Jahfn Nam4 in Persian, which de& with m a ~ u u f J î  

29. &@il KuTa t al-Khali$ jiËada7il S u ! t  aI-Ikh2&.33 

30. AI-Dun. al-~hnlrfi-al -~hcEdfih al-'~wali? 

31. AI-Durr a l - ~ n z i k  al-Mrrrshid ilfMaqà$id al-Qur8Kn a l - ' ~ z h . "  

32. A 1-Rawd al -~as luf  fiFmZlahz I s m k  ilàd-UIziJ36 

33. Rawdat a l - ~ @ i r f  Tavamat ~ayyidTa1-~haykh 'Abd al-Q ad ir.37 

36. Sharh Quf bat al-~rashshaff-shn. Khutbat al-Khnshshaf.40 

Ibn al-?miid, Shadharal al-Dhahnb, 128; al-abid?, Taj al-'An& 43; al-'&m, 'Uqt.2 ai- 
Jawhar, 303. 

Ibn a l - k Z d ,  Shadharal al-Dhahab, 128; al- ab&& Taj al-'Ar& 44; al-'Am, ' U q d  al- 
Jawhar, 303. 

~ l - ~ à w u - d ~  Tabaqal a l - ~ u ~ s s i & ,  276; al-&bTd;, Ta7 al-'Ans, 43; al-'-, 'Uquii al- 
Jawhar, 303. ibn al-%ad calls the book al-Dun a l - ~ a q i k  al-Mzirshid ila-Fadafiil al-Qur51n al-'A&. 
See Ibn al-'Imiid, Shadharal al-Dhahab, 127. 

~ l - ~ a b i & ~  Taj al - 'Ans  44; al-'Ami, 'Uquri al-Jawhur, 303; Brockelmann, GALS, vol. 2, 
236. ~l-suyüd Ibn al-?mZd and a l - ~ à s  c d  the book al-Rrnub al-Mizduffim-lnhu Ismmi ilKUluf. 
See al-suyÜ& Bughyal al-Wu'al, edited by  -ad NZ@ al-~amâl& et al., 118; al~uyu'e, Bughtjat al- 
Wu'ah, edited b y  Mdpmmad Abu al-Fa4 1 b 6 ,  274; Ibn ai-'Tmiîd, Shudharal al-Dhahab, 128; al- 
ZZS, ~ a r t i b  al-QamM al-Mz&if, xii. 

3' Al-'-, ' U q d  al-Jawhar, 303-304. Ibn al-?mZd calls it Rawdat a l - ~ . r  f ~ a j a m a t  al- 
ShnyWt 'Abd al-QaXirf while alZabid cites this book as Rawdat al-~@irfii)araiat al-Shaykh 'Abd al- 
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