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An Overview of Ibaçlï Tafsïr 

Kahlan al-Kharusi 
(Oriental Institute, University of Oxford) 

ll'llroduction 

O~r ~owlcdge of the .Ibii?ï' contribution to tafsïr is seriously defective. Therc arc 
ObJ~~tiVC as well as ~ubJectJv? reasons f~r this statc of affairs. The Ibil~is, despite their 
pos1t1ve and productlve rote m the service of the Qur'àn and its sciences. have failed 
to make their works more widely known. Howcvcr. during the last fcw years 
rescarchers have made sorne progress in investigating and representing sorne of th~ 
lbâ~ï works of ta~~.~ut because of the constant tendency to trcat Ibii~ï thought simp!y 
as a facct of KhanJI thought, the Ibii<;lî r~le has not becn considcred in a proper 
manner. MuJ.tammad I;:lussayn al-Dhahabï,- for example, produced a hugc study of 
rafsïr and mufassMin, but when he cornes to the lbiiçiiyya he dcals with them on this 
basis, thus giving a distorted picture. l am not going to discuss his views here - r am 
only g.iving an cxample of how such a respected scho!ar, intentionally or inattcntivcly, 
has fatled to grasp the lbiiÇI contribution to this field. To remedy this, this paper will 
try, as much as possible, to take a step forward in introducing IM~ï works starting 
from the formative pcriod of lbilç!ï thought until the late thirteenth/ninctcenth ccntury. 

rn these circumstances, it seems useful to set out the basic information conceming 
lba<;!ï raf~ir according to the latest information avai!able. Thcrc arc gaps. as sorne: 
librarics still fai! to providc information about. and to givc acccss to the manuscripts 
they contain. Howcver. this essay is, 1 bclicvc. a stcp for·ward in providing infom1ation 
for ali those studying the lbiiçliyya. 

1t would appear that the following tcxts form the primary list of lbaçli works in the 
field of tafsïr. The list is in chronological order fol!owcd by a detailed consideration: 

J. The DïwiJn of Jilbir b. Zayd al-Azdï (d. 931711 ). 
2. The Tafsïr of 'Abd al-Ra~man b. Rustam (d. 1711787). 
3. The Tafsïr of''Abdu 1-Wahhàb b.' Abd al-Ral)m:in b. Rustarn {d. 208/823). 
4. The Taf~ïr of Abü 1-Munïb Mul~amrnad b. Yànis al-Natùsï (d. the tïrst half of the 

third/ninth ccntury). 

' Thi\ an ici~ is b~'~d on my mastcr·s thc~is. w1~t1~n unlkr the supcrYision ol' l'rorc>sor Alan Jonc>. 1 
~m very gr~tcîul to him for ali the hclp he h~~ givcn mc in 1l1e comph:lion or 1his work. 

~ M.l;!. oi-Dhahabi. CI!·Ta{.i·ir ,,·a·f·Mu/it.,sirtill (Coiro. 1%5), vol.:!. 291-323. 
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The Tafsïr of Hüd b. MuJ.takkam al-Hawwan (d. in the second half of the 

thirdlninth century). _ 
Tafsïr al-Khams-mi>at Aya by Abü 1-I;:Iawârï Mu~ammad b. al-}:lawârï (d. the 

fourth/tenth centul)' ). 

7_ al~Tafsïr al-Kabir of A~~/a•qfüHb ydubsufMbuh. Ibakkr<lhïm alal-HWarjl~n~ (bd. 5M7uh0/l175).d b 
A commentary on the aysir o u . . am - awwan y . amma . 

8
· •umar b. A bi Sitta (d. 1087/1676 or 1088/1677). 

9. Annotation of the Tafsïr al-Ja/ii/ayn by Ylisufb. Mul)ammad al-Mu~<abi I-Malïki 

(d.ll87!1773). - . . . 
IO. al-Tafsïr al-Muyassar by Sa•Jd b. AJ:lmad al-Kmdï (d. at the begmnmg of the 

thirtecnthlnineteenth century). 
11. partial Tafsïr(süras 103-1 14) by Ibrilhïm b. BaJ.unàn (d. 1232/1817). 
12. The TaftirofYlisufb.l;:laddûn (d. 123611821). 
13. (a) Maqiilïd a!-Tanzïl. 

(b) Taftir Ayat Mutashiibiha min a/-Qur'iin. 
Bath by Ja<id b. Khamïs al-Kharû~î (d. 1237/ 1822). 

14. ai-Yumn wa-1-Barakafi Tafsïr al-Huda. wa-1-RaJ:una by MuJ.tammad b. Sulayman 
Adrisï. 

15. (a) Hïmyiin al-Ziid ïla Dar a!-Ma<ad. 
(b) Taysir al-taj~ïr. 
(c) Da'i [-<amal iliiyawm al-aja/. 
Ail three are by Mul)ammad b. Yusuf A!fayyish (d.1332/1914). 

1 shall now attempt to describe ascribed works in as much detail as possible. 

1. Abul-Sha•thà' Jàbir b. Zayd al-Azde was born in the small village of Farq near 
Nizwa in the interior of Oman. After recciving his earl y education in Oman he moved 
with his family to B~ra and settled there. He studied there and in the Hijaz and is 
thought to bave studied with such leading companions of the Prophet as Ibn c Abbas. 
Abü Hurayra. Anas b. Mâlik. < Â'isha bi nt Abï Bakr etc. 

Jabir is general! y reckoned to be one of the greatest of the carly lbâ~ïs. Due to his 
tact and organising abilîty. he effectively became the real founder of the lbiiçli: sect. He 
was particularly weil known for his leaming and piety. winning the regard of such a 
notable as Anas b. Mâlik.4 

Jâbir was probably the author of one of the earliest collections of ~wdit/7. tafsir. 
correspondence and legal opinion ({urycï). known as the Dïwiin. ~ 1t is not cl car whether 

) See A. al-Shammùkhi. Kitèi.b al-Sh·ar (Oman. 1991). vol. 1. 67-72; A.H. :li-'A~oliini. TahJirïb a!­
Tahdhlb (Bcin.n. 194S). vol. 2. 34. 

'al-Buk.hari, ai-Tèirlklt u/-K(Ihir (Bei rut, 1 %6). vol. L p~rt 2. 204. 
~ The Dïwtiu h~s bccn ascribed to Jàbi r b. Z3yd by m~ny "Titcrs su ch os Abu Znkariyyo Y ol)yü b. 

Ahù !-Khayr (d. shortly <~fier 474/lOS2) in S~wrr a{-,r·irwn<l >ru Aklrhûmlnrnt (Seirut. 1981). 33-5; A.S. 
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this work was originally committcd to writing or not - thcre arc argu 
sides- though it should be noted that Jabir flourished at a ti me whcn th:ents on both 

surge in the use of written Arabie during the Caliphate of c Abd al-Mali~c(:~ a gr~t 
Jabir was on good terms. on the surface at !east). But even if Jiibir tra . whom 
k.nowledgc verbally. his work was recognised as a discretc entity, and soc nsmmcd h~ 

· d · · ncr or lat,.,. t 
was comminc to wntmg. ., 1 

Thcre appear to have been severa! copies, with one pcrhaps having 
Ibaçiis in North Africa. However. by the thirdlninth century the sole kno gonc to the 

in the libraries of the Abbasids in Baghdad. wherc al-Ma ' mùn is said to h:" copy was 
store by the work. Sorne ti mc later it was Iost. The importance of the oral trvc set_ gr_C:~t 
of Jabir's Dïwiin must be stressed. It should be remembered that his s ansm:ssroo 
. - Ab- cub d M 1· b b- K - 1 ucces~or as 
tmam. u a y a us tm . A 1 an ma a-Tamïmï was his studcnt.. and tud 
especially at that time. Icarned aurally and not from books. s ents. 

Unfortunately. it does not seem that any part of this work still exists. uni h 

Ki1~b al-JI!ikilb and Kitilb ~1-$~111~ by J_ab_ir ?· Zayd, which Ennami6 found inc~o~~ 
Afnca. tmght be parts of bts Dnwm. Tlns 1s ;ust an assumption and cannet be provcd 
yet. Beyond that we can look to the work of Pakoosh,7 who brought togethc 
than forty examples of Jabir's taf~ïr (tafsïr is of course subsumed in any r m~rc 
coll~ction of f:/adï~h). The exa~pl_cs show him to be a disciple of Ibn < Abb:is b~t~ 
crucral ~cholar!y Importance 1s m the transmission of this Iearning to the lb5di 
commumty. · 

2: c Abd al-Ral)mân b. Rustam and his Tafs ïr. c Abd al-Ra~miin b. Rus tarn (date of 

btrth u~known) ca~e _from a .Persian family that was stranded in Mccca whcn his 
fath~r dtcd on the P1lgnmage. Later his mother married a man from Qayrawan. and the 

famtly moved there. As a young man he traveled to Ba.~ra to study with Abü ' Ubayda. 
the second lbà~ï imüm. 

<Abd al-Ral)man was clected lmiinr in Tahert in 1601777. He dicd in I7I/787s 
having composcd numcrous works on taj."çïr. (wdïth and ether Jslamic sciences. . 

. Most lba~ï sources" agree that ' Abd ai-Ra~mân did writc taftïr. but there is 
dtsagrcemcnt about the time of its loss and the reason for it. One view is thal it \\"3S 

!ost when the 'Ubaydîs sacked Tàhcrt in 296/909 and burnt the Ma'~üma Librnry 

therc. A second view is that it survivcd but was sold on to somcone who would not 

al-D~Jjin i. Tahaqût ul-:nushciyikll (Aigcria. 1974). vol. 2. 205: and a non-lb~~~- J:l:i.üi Khali(a abo 

mcn~JOncd Il: probably !rom non-lb:i\fi sources. in hi~ book 1\u.,/if al-4 11111;11 (lkirul. !982). vol. 1. 781. 

, F.nnam1. Su1<iie,· inlbclçlism (Cambridge: Ph. O. thcsis. 197 1 ). 53. 
~ Y.tvl. Pakoosh. Fiqlt al-imcim Jübir h. Zc~)'(/ (Bcirut: Diir ~!-Gharb ~1-lslàmi. !9S6). 79-9!. 

• lbn ~l·$~ghîr. Akltbûr ul-a'imm(l <tf-Rustmlli):I"Î/1 ( S~irut: Oàr ~ 1 -Gh~rb nl-ls!:imî. ! 9~6). 2~-41. 
~ !-Da1Jinî. !itl>uqüt. \•o!. 1. :!3: a!-Barrjdî. IU.wilu fi Kutuh (1/. ff>üdir.-u (C~i ro. 1994). 1>6; Abi• 

Zakariy~. s~~-ur. 37. Thcrc is also a mention of rhi~ work in somc non-lb:i~Jf ~ure~~- such ~s oi-Zor~li. 
u/-.4'/tim (7th ~-ct. B~irut. 1986). vol. 3. 306. · 
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1 
access to it. Thcre is slightly more support for this vicw. 10 The end result, 

gran er was the same - the work was !ost. 
howev f: ' as 1 can sec from my reading. no trace of the work bas survived. 1t has been 

As t~ that Shaykh Hüd b. Mu}:lakkam may have drawn on the tafsïrs ofboth ·A~ 
su~~~ân and his son •Abd al-Wahhab and this may be iodicatcd by the phrase "m 

~~~ taftirS of our sect .. .'' This is an inge~ious suggestion but_Ia_eking in proof and we 
must assume that this first complete ta.fstr by a rcnowned lbaçi1 scholar has _becn !ost 

,\lithout trace. The Joss is particular!y regrettable. as we can tell from h1s corres­

pondence11 that he was an excellent scholar. 

3 
•Abd aJ-Wahhâb b. •Abd al-RaJ:!màn b. Rustam. The son of <Abd al-RaJ:!man 

( · d of the second century and beginning of the third century) is said to have ~tten a 

~:k of taft ir. The on! y possible indication of this . com:s from: the rc_dactor
1 
• of the 

1ajsîr of Hüd b. Mu~akkam a_I-Hawwiiri but h: prov1des msuffic1ent evtdence to show 

thal the book cxisted. lt remams only a supposition. 

4. Shaykh Hûd b. Mul_lakkam al-Hawwàri and his tafsïr. Hüd b. Mui}akkam was a 

Berbertribcsman from what is now Algeria. He is a third century figure, who probably 

dicd sorne time bctwecn 280/893 and 290/903. 13 

Therc is no doubt that he put together a book known as Ta.fsïr Kitûb Allah af-<Azïz, 

as it has survived and been publishcd. 14 However, therc has been dispute about the 

extent of Shaykh Hud's role in the book. It is clearly based in part on the taf~ïr of 

YatJya b. Sallam ai-B~ri (d. after 273/887). Close examination of the work shows that 

Shaykh Hùd is far more than a summarizer. Crucially, he adds lbâç!i" views whenever 

they arc needed and he recasts and explains difticult passages and produces a tafsir 

that may be considered Ibaç!L lt is. thus, the carlicst cxtant lbâçii tafsir and as such is 

cxtremcly important. 
The published edition relies on one manuscript only in which the first few pages 

arc !ost. As a result. we are lacking Shaykh Hud's Introduction and thus any remarks 

he might have made about his aims and methods. Nor is there any clarification in the 

marginal commentary by Shaykh Abü Sitta.15 lt seems to me to be important to search 

for other copies of the manuscript which may weil exist in private libraries. 

111 
The: first v i~w is adoptcd by contcmporarics likc Y. Oabb\Jz Bù Tardin. al-Shuykh A!fi.•·iish """ 

mucflthahuhu ji 1-taf sir (unpublishcd thcsis). 132 but he did not st:~ t c his sources whilc the othcr vicw is 

ado~:cd by c:~rly sources likc al - B;~rr.:idi ~nd al-D~Ijini . 

,. Sc~< Ab<lal-RaJ:Ihm:in. oi·DCIIU wa-1-Burltün (2nd cd .• Oman. 1997} . 
• B. Sharifi in H.M. al-Haww:iri. Taj.<ïr 1\itéth Alléth af- ·"A:i: (Bcirut: D~•r al-Gharb a !-fs!amî, 1990). 

vol. 1. 15-25. 
:~ :~1-Sh:unm:ikhi. Kitüb oi·S~>·or. \ 'Ol. 2. 59. 

ln 4 vo!um..~ c<lit~d and commcnt~d on by S .S. Shan fi. (Bei rut: 05r al-Gharb al-l ~l:imi. 1990). 

1~ Sc'<: ~l'<:tion 7 of this article. 
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5. Tafsir lli-Klzams-mi'at Aya. There is a difficulty with the authorship of th' 
bas bcen published three times. first injacsimile by Salim b. l;iamad al-H~~ :-vork.It 
then by M~ammad Zanati in 1991, and then by Walid <Awjàn of the un·110 !974• 

. thr d' . . th f th lVCfSity Of 
Mu>ta m 1994. Ali ee e Itl.OOS g1ve ename o e book as al-Diràya wa K 
Ghiniiya wa Muntahii ai-Diriiya fi Tafsïr ai-Khams-mi'at Aya and say that the anztiJaJ. 

was the third cen~ Om~ ~cholar Abü 1-l;iawwan M~ammad b. al-HaW: or 
<Uthmân. who studied at N1zwa under MuJ:!.ammad b. Ma~bùb (d. 250/864) and wh b. 
principal teacher was al-$alt b. Khanüs al-Kharü~i (d. 278/891). He was certain! : 
author of numero us works. Y 

However, the ascription to Abù 1-I:Iawwâri is based on one sentence that oc 
frequently throughout the work: 'Abù 1-}:iawwàri said'. What the sentence r c~~ 
indicates is that the opinions of Abù 1-l;iawwârï arc frequently quoted. Somet~ Y 

authors do refer to themselves in this way but it does not appear likcly that this wa~cs 
in this case.16 Another suggestion is that the author was al-$a!t b. Khamïs al-Kharüs~ 
This seems anachronistic and even !css likely .17 ~· 

Finally, l$ there is a suggestion that this is simply the work of Muqàtil b. Sulaymàn 
al-Azdi (d. 150n67) be':3use he bas a work of tafsïr with exactly the samc namc. 
'Taftïr al-Khams-mi'at Aya'. So in order to judge this opinion 1 carefully comparcd 
the texts of the two works. From the first few pages. I diseovered how very similar the 
tafsir ascribed to Abù 1-}:iawwâri was to that of Muqâtil b. Sulaymàn. The only 
significant difference was the additional lbiiçlï juristie opinions in Abü 1-Hawwâri's 
work and also the expurgation of the non-fbiiçlï ones. This makes me confid~nt that the 
basic author of this work is not the Omani scholar Abü 1-l;iawàri but Muqiitil b. 
Sulaymàn and the role of Abù 1-l;iawwârï is no more than ajuristic refutation. 

6. Abü Ya<qùb Yüsuf b. Ibrahim ai-Warjlâni. This lbaçlï scholar was born in th.: 
Algerian town of Wargla at the beginning of the sixth century. A ft er initial education 
in his home town. he studied for severa! years in al-Andalus. He died in 570/1175 
after composing many significant works for the lbiiçlï school. One of thesc was a 

1
" The fi~t page of th.: ms. says: 'this is the rcflltation of the outstanding scholar Abü 1-Haw\\':iri'but 

if the author wcrc Abü l-Hawwari he would not have dcscrib<:d himsclf thus. Sec also 1hc w:sy he h.ls 
bcen quoted in 144-47. Walïd 'Awjan. cd .. ai-Diriiva wa Ka11= ai-Ghiniim "'a Mun1alui oi-Dir~t~t.(t 
Ta(<~ ol·KIJams-mi 'al Aya (Jorctln. 1994 ). · · 

l· This view i~ adoptcd by ai-Barr.:idi in his brier cpistk about !b~~i works at the end ol'ai-Qalh:iti. al· 

Jawcïhir oi-Mumaqii.l (Cairo: lithogmph. n.d.) but. unlike othcr places. without mcntioning 1hat h~ """ 
the book or cv~'TI thal it has b<:en dcscribcd for hi m. Howcvcr. he did not m~ntion it al ali in his laiN 
cpistlc. Risülo fl Ku/tlh ol-lhcïdiwu. Also al-Salt b. Khamis is Abü 1-Hawwâri's tc:~chcr and it i> unu>nal 
for the !cacher 10 quotc his stud~t a.< would be the case hcro:. . 

1
' Thcrc Î> indccd anothcr opinion by Ennami. Slllcli<t:< in lhiidism. 1hat lhc :~ulhor i~ a l-~lt b. M:ilik 

ai-Kharû~i. But this sccms to mc: to be a falsc impression occ~rring 10 F.nnami duc to the ,j mi~ol;' 
bctwccn the two na mes. o therwi>c his ;,ource h.:rc was ai-Barr:idï who a>crib<:d it to al-$all b. KMmts nol 
Mâlik. 

-
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.r.- a!-Tr-'Sir al-Kabïr as al-Salimi calls it.19 Both ai-Barradf
0 

and al-Shammakru:2
1 

I(J;SlT. "'1" . • h b fi d 
this work but dcspite rouch searchmg, no manuscnpt as ccn oun . . . 22 

sa~ome idea.ofal-Wazjliinï's method may be glcaned from al-Barrd.dï's d~cnpuon 
and from passages found in other wor~s b~ hi rn, such as al-Da/il wa_-1-Burhan ~nd al­
' Ad! wal-In~iif However, the infonnauon JS fragmentary, and any Vlews about 1t must 

remain tentative. 

1. Abü <Abd Allah Mu~mmad b. •umar b. Abi Sitta. This eleventh century Ibaçii 
writer (d. 108711676 or 1088/1677) earncd the name al-Muf:liishshï for the large 
amount of marginal annotations that he wrote on important lbâçü works. The most 
important of thesc was on the tajsir of Hùd b. Mu.!)akkam al-Hawwàrï. It stops part 
way tbrough Sürat a!-Baqara, and was probably interrupted by the author's death. 

Severa) copies of this work survive in a numbcr of libraries in North Africa but 
thcre has been no aecess to any of them so far. Obtaining a copy of the manuscript is 
important. as it wou!d throw light on the lost first few pages of the original work of 
Hüd b. M~akkam. 

8. Abü Ya•qüb Yùsuf b. Mu.J;tammad ai-Mu~•abï 1-Malikï (d. 1187/1773). This 
twclfth century Tunisian scholar is known as ai-Muhashshi 1-thanï because Iike Abü 
Sitta he wrotc marginal annotations on various books. One of these in two volumes 
was on the Tafsir al-Jalalayn, a copy of which is extant in a!-Bfuwtïya Library i~ 
Libya.2.\ 

9. Sacïd b. Alunad al-Kindi. al-Kindî is a member of a family of famous scholars in 
Oman. Amongst his ancestors were Mu~ammad b. Ibrahim al-Kindï (d. 507/l 1 13) 
author of the Bayiin al-Shar'" in 73 volumes and Al)mad b. <Abdullah al-Kindi ( d. 
55711162) who wrote a Kitüb a/-Mu~annajin 42 volumes. 

. Sa•ïd b. A~mad ap~ears to have been born between J 130/1718 and 1 13911727 at 
N1~a. He wa~ a pup!l o_f the outstanding scholar of the twclfth century in Oman. 
Sa 1d .b. Baslm al-$ub~• (d. 1150/1737). He wrote various works inc!uding a 
rcfu~ation ~f al-G~azâ!i's g1ycl' 'Uiùm ai~Dïn and a tafsïr entit!cd ai-Tajsïr -al­
Mu;assar bi-Qur'an ai-Kanm. The manuscnpt states that the work was complet d 
the second ofDhü 1-.I;Iijja. 1181/1 757.~~ It was published in Oman in three vo!W:es: 

;: A.H .. S:li~i. ai·Lam''o ai·MarJ~':1·o (Oman, t9S3}. 23. 
• Barr~dt. Rts<ilo fl Ku wb al-lhcïdii">'U 70 
~ ~1-Shammâkhï. Kilüh ai-Sz~·ur. ·_:ol. 2. 1 os. 

He saw tlle fir.;t volume of the book and des 'bcd · , . 
h;)s ~c\'er sccn such a dc~ilcd laf.<ir befor. B~ -d~nR'. "lit ~' ~uch a com_Pr~hel\$1 \'1: commentary that he 

-' Ab' l y ... 1 . • · <. rr~ 1. '·"'aflJ;.uwhu/- fhaJ 11w1 70 
!' 1 d'~· ~q?~ br~b·~ (d: 1393/1 973). Fat(t Nawûjidlt ai-Qur'Jn (0~~~ Ï99Ï) 6~ 

1 nol s..-.: the ms. ll.<elt but the last page of it is photocopicd in the pri~t .::d w~rk~ 21. 

.,.~ . 
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recently as 1998. It is fortunate that the manuscript has survived. as the w rk . 

referred to either by his contemporarics or by later scholars. 
0 ts not 

Sa<ïd b. Al;unad sets out clearly in the introduction to his tafslr the ma· 

tbat he uses. and reading of the work corroborates this. They were: m sources 

1. Ma'ii.lim a/-Tanzïlby al-&ghawi (d. 526/ 1132). 

2. Anwcir ai-Tan=ïlby al-Bay<_!àwi (d. 682/1283). particularly important in voL 3 
3. Madiirik a/-Tan=ïl by al-Nasa fi (d. 707/1307). · 

4. Jm~·ii.mic ai-Jûmi' by al-Tabarsi 1-lmami (d. 548/1153). 

5. a/-Kashshiifby ai-Zamakhshari l-Mu<taziJi (d. 538/1 144) • . import:mt in vols. 2 and J. 

In addition to thesc non-Iba~ï sources. he drew on most of the earlicr Jbàdï 
50 

including Abü Sa<ïd ai-Kudamï (fourthltenth ccntury) and Mu~ammad b. Majlb~~~: 

ai-Rul,layl (d. 260/874) and Ibn Baraka (fourth/tenth century). For lcxico~raphi 1 
problems he drew on the Qiimüs ofal-Fayrü7..abàdï. ~ ca 

Sa<ïd b. Ai)mad shows broad. cclectic vicws in his tafi'ir in drawing on the 

th . . dbo h non-
lbà~ï au onnes quote a vc and ot ers. as well as Ibà~i sources. 

Th': _work is. not pa_rticularly systcmatic. Sometimes ~e writer rcfers to many 

a~thont1cs and summanzes them. Elsewhere he quotc7 a smgle text in <Wrmso and 

Wlthout any change. Nor docs he show cl carly whcn he 1s parapluasing and when he is 

quoting cxactly. Neverthcless. Sa<ïd b. Al)mad produces a valuable work, which ma~ 

propcrly be considercd to be the carliest Mashriqï Ibaçlî tafsïr that wc have. · 

10. Ja<id b. Kbamis al-Kharü;;ï. This author was an outstanding Omani scholar at the 

e~d of the twelft~ ~d beginning of the thirtccnth century (b.ll47/ 1734. d. l23711821). 

Hts scholarly abthues werc noted at an carly age and he soon attaincd a position of 

respect among his contemporarics. He wrotc widcly on many different subjccts but 

most of his surviving works have not yct bccn published. ~5 

His son Nà~ir b. Jà"id reports that his fathcr was al ways criticizing Omanis for thcir 

neglect in not writing a comprehensive Ibàdï ta1sïr and a complete reference work on 
~ 

. Y' 

l;fadith.-' 

Ji'{ id himsclf did not till this gap. though he might have intended to do so. Two 

works of 1ajsïr survive. The first is called Maqàlïd af-Tan=ïl, of which 1 posscss the 

autograph manuscript (there are many othcr copies in Omani libraries). As it stands. 

the work covers only the interpretation of Sru·ar ai-Fàti(w consisting of 17 pages with 

18-30 !ines ofwriting. Ncverthcless. Jà'Ïd states in his Introduction that it was hh;aim 

to write a complete lbà~ï tafi·ïr.~
7 At present wc can only assume that most of the work 

is lost or that he died bcfore he could complete the bulk of the work. 

Study of the tcxt show~ that Ja<id was not content to rcproducc the work of his 

predccessors. but brought a sharp critical and analytical mind to the subjcct. lt would 

~! 1\·lorc details about lhc author and his works can be found in mv uraduatinc pap.:r on Muqülid ul· 

Tan~!,'- ~ubmittcd to the lnstirutc of Juri~prudcncc. Or:llory and Guidan~c(Oman) in 1996. 

:, N.J. al-Kharù~i. uf-~·luqq uf-M11hi11 (uncawlogucd ms.). vol. 3. 3. 

• J.Kh. ai-Kharù,i. Maqûlid vi-Tcm:i/ funcuwloguc<.l m~.). 2. 
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that among his sources he rcferred to the Jiimi< al-Boyiin of al-Tabarï and the 

appear _ · 

Kashshaf of al-Zamakhsban. . 

There is a certain $üfi coloration to Ja<id's lan~age. mos.t pr?bably_ denved fr?m 

the study of ai-Ghazalï's lf:zya• ··utüm al-Dln. Th1s puts h.im JUSt shghtly outs1de 

rthodox JbâÇi tradition. though he is strongly critical of ~üfi analyses and of non­

~bâ~i works of tafslr. Even this frag~ent is an i~portant work. 

Ja'id's other work on rafslr 1s a collection of about forty verses from al­

Mutashabihat (wbere therc is unccrtainty on the meaning establ.ished by the verses) 

with a full explanation.
2~ He shows bricfly the Ibàçfi views on these verses and more 

importantly how they are to be linked with the Mu~1kams (clcar or pcrfect verses) to 

revcal their dogmatic dimension. This collection is still in manuscript fonn and. unlikc 

the Maqiilid al-Tanzïl. has not bccn s~riously studicd yet. though thcre are various 

manuscripts in Oman. A good part of it also appcars in the printcd Qamûs ai-Sharl<a 

by Jumayyil b. Kharnïs al-Sa<dï (fourteenth!twcnticth century). 

11. Ibrahim b. B~mân aJ-Thaminï. This scholar is largely unknown, as most of the 

sources that introducc him arc still unpublishcd. What I know about him is that he is 

an Algcrian scholar from Mzab bom in the second half of the twclfth century who 

studicd with the famous Jbaç!i scholar. his unclc. I!iyii' al-Din <Abd at-<Azïz al­

Thamini (1223/1808). Aftcr a scholarly life. he died in 1232/1817leaving many works 

and a great library in Bani Yasjin in Mzab. One of his works of tafsïr is al-Ma' dan al­

Ma~iin 'a/a Sürat ai-Kanz ai-Madfiin which consists of a tafsïr of Sürar al-Fcïtil:za. 

He also wrotc A~·diif ai-Durar wa Akmàm ai-Zahr af-MawdtY a <afà Stirat al-'A sr 

which is again a rafslr of one süra (ai-'A~r). The third work is a marginal annotati~n 

on the tafsir of al-Bay~àwi's Anwilr a!-Tanzïl. A copy of the manuscript of this work 

is kept in al-Istiqàma Library in Mzab. Finally. therc is Taf~ir {vat ai-Nii.r min Siirat 

ai-Nûr, which is correspondence he wrotc in 1225/I 810.29 

12. Mu~ammad b. Yùsuf A!fayyish. Mul)ammad b. Yüsufb. "Ïsà b. Sàlih A~fayyish. 

from the Mzab in Algeria. was bom in 123711821 and died in 1332/1914 at the age of 

96.
30 

He ~s _considcred. with justification. to be one of the grea test and most produ~tivc 

o!' ali lba~h scholars. He appears to have started tcaching and writing at the age of 

s1xtecn and by the end of the his long li fe he had written about threc hundrcd works on 

a widc range of subjects: language. philosophy. dogma, jurisprudence, ta!Sïr. hadith 

etc. 
.t• · 

., 
scri~t. 1 

possc::;,. a flhotocopy of this collection which is in 19 folios. cnch of 17 !ines in a clcôlr rwsklti 

"' ;, ~~~· ~akull~. !" hi~ in~r~uction to T~if<ir S<ir<~l ui-Nür by Bayyût;l (Algcri:t.. 1998}. 14. 

Sh . E.)' b. ~all1.1• Bu T~rd1n. ai-Siwykfl .-l!f".')'lsh "'" .l.l<~tlfliwbu/w fi 1-TCI/.\-ïr (Univer~itv of ' Avn 

~m:-. sypt. mastcr s thcs•s. 19$9). 103. · • · 
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AJso known as al-Qu~b, A~fayyish wrote three works of ta/sir. Only two f h · ·.· .· 

are complete. The incomp~ete work. enti~led. o_rn /<Amal li-Yawm al-Aja/,~~ · 
first attempt a~ taft ir. He mtended to wn:e tt m ~Irty ~ee- ~olumes. However, b~ .. · · 
changed his mmd and started a second tafstr, Himya.J7 al-Zàd da Dàr -al-Ma'iid 0 1 
four volumes of the Da7 1- <Amal wcre completed. They start with Sûrat al-R~h ".Y 

proceeding to the end of the Qur>an and then back to Sii.rat $àd. with which the ·w:~~ 

stops. 
His second _raJ:ïr. Himrün~ ai-Zà~ was a iso written w~en he was quite young. The 

book shows lus tmmatunty m vanous respects. In particular. he was not aware f 

some sources and reference works. Also he includcd weak traditions and Jsrii'iliyyw~• 
Nevertheless. the work bas been published twice, first in Zanzibar. and then in 0~ 

in 1986. 
n 

Towar~s ~e very end of his li fe. al_-Qu~b. wrote his last taft ir, entitlcd Tays'ir a/. 

Taftïr. Th1s 1s a great rcfinement of hts earher work. and deals with a rouch widcr 

range of issues. prob!cms and ideas. lt is thus a good example ofrbâ<;lï toftïr. 

The TO}·sir ai-Tafsïr has been publishcd twice already but without any rcdactory 

study. A critical edition is now being made in Algcria and the first volumes have bccn 

published. ln addition, there arc various studics of ai-Qu~b and his works.32 

al-Quçb's works cnrich the lbâçiiyya intellectually. and they have had a strona 

influence. Many of his pupils33 have turncd thcir hands to taft ir and similar works but 

they only appcar to continue the Quçb school. 

Doubtful Works 

During my investigation of lbâ<;li works of tafsïr. 1 have cncountercd sorne doubtful 

works, or more preciscly. 1 could not find sufficient details to make accuratc 

judgments about them. Though sorne of them seem to be lbà<;li works and others arc 

claimed to be so. 1 found it hard to accept them as such. These works can be prescntcd 

by dividing them. according to the availability of infonnation. into threc categories. 

even if each catcgory consists of just one work. 

The first category includes works that have been mentioncd in lbàçli sources mcrcly 

by name. The only work l found in this category bas been refcrrcd to by Jumayyil b. 

Khamis al-Sa< di (the thirteenth/ nineteenth century) twice)~ in his book Qiimûs ai­

Sharï<a. He gives the book the title of ai-Jawlwr ai-Shaffof ai-Mumccu'· min 

J'l,faghèi.~cil al-Kashshüj: From the way al-Sa<dï presents his quotation from this book. 

as weil as the contents of the quotations. it seems reasonable to say that this work is an 

)l The author r.:alizcd thi~ himsclf as he S'-ttccl in the T(/\·sir ai-Taf<ir (Oman: Mini;try t>f N3tional 

Hcriu~c. 1%6}. vol. 1. 7. · 

:~Toc mo5t acl,anccd study i~ Bù Tardïn.a/-Simykh A!fiyûxh. . 

·' Such as s;;m, b.· Umar La' li (d. 1347/192~} who wrotc ai-Quw/ <tl-Wuji:Ji T<tf<ir Kulûm rlllalllli· 

':l:ï: lm~.) and lbr~hïm Abù 1-Yaql;'.~n ( 1393/ 1973) who h~$ m~ny work> of I<!Mr: e .g. Ft~t{• "'""'•!fid!J al· 

Qw·'lin. ,.V,·hi'' ··at ai·Nlir mio a /.,\'ür. 

·" J.K. al-Sa'dï. Qwmis ui-SI1uri''a (Oman. 191>2). \'ol. 1. :!(>and vol. 4. 50. 
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.·. . . - F the title of the book and by comparing it with other works of tajsïr, 

. Ibâc;li Taftzrd. romthat it is an annotation on the Kashshfi/ of al-Zamakhshari. But ali 

-

C cande ucc · Q- - l Sh r·~a 
on · u· 5 as the work is not referred to except m amus a - a 1 • 

rnain uncertam e . k d 
thesc re . " rmation cnven is insufticicnt to draw a clear picture about the wor an 
whcte the 1010 o· 

its author. d category eonsists of works indicatcd by their authors' names. The 

The secon Q-''d h' h · t db Ibn Ja"far 

1 I fi und in this category is Tafsïr <Amr b. a 1 , w IC IS quo e Y . 

cxa:~tthe 
0thirdl~inth ccntury) in his Jami<.3~ Althou~ not so mu~~ c~ be gl:a~ed 

(en h t bas been quoted there to revcal whcther this c Amr b. Qa· Id 1s an Tbaçh or 

fromthw a ppear distinct similaritics between his opinions and those of Ibn Ja<far. But 

not, ere a th lb J <" " d 

d
. ered in a reccntly published volume of the same source at n a .ar re1erre 

[ ISCOV :l6 • t:. h' · h h f 

10 
bim as 3 non-lba<;lî author. I then found th~t al-Jàf:lq: re.ers ~o 1m w!l t ~ n~me o 

Ab' <Ali •Amr b. Fâ,id al-Aswârï.37 There ts also a short b1ography of h1~. m Jbn 

H ~ ·n which he quotcd many authoritics describing him as a Mu<tazthte and 
3J3T 1 • 3l< Th' ak · ' 

Qadarite who lived in al-Ba.~ra and d1ed shortly after the year 200/815. 1.s m es .Jt 

clcar that he is not an lbâ<;lî, although quoted in lbàçlï sources. and that h1s name IS 

'Amr b. Fa,id and not Qa'id. 
La:;tly, some researchers39 claim that Abü cubayda Ma<mar b. ai-Muthanna al-

Taymi (d.210/827), who wrote a tafsir called Mojiiz ai-Qur'cïn, is an I~âçlï schol~r. 

But there is no substantial evidence for such a claim and none of the lbaçhyya say th1s. 

nor docs his work indicate that he adopts any distinctly Ibaçli view. Similarly, Walïd 

'Awjan claimcd40 that Muqatil b. Sulaymàn is an Ibâçli seholar and that the lba<;liyya 

consider him to be so but none of the lbàçliyya. as far as I know, has agrecd with him. 

Even when 1 referrcd to the source·" on which he drew, l did not find any mention of 

Muqâtil there. 

)~M.J.IbnJa'f:lr,a/.Jümi'\Oman. t9S3). vol. 1. 91. 

~ Ibid. vol. S. 319. 

. · · A.B. ~1-Ja~i?-. ai-Bayün wa-1-Tahyin (Beimt. n.d.). \'01. 1. pan 1. 368-9: al·l:fuy<Jn·<m (2\rd ed. 

Bc1~1, t%9).' vol. 6. 191: vol. 7, 203. 

"'Ibn f:la.1ar ai-'A.'CJal~ni, Lisün oi-Mï=<in (3rd .:d. Bcirut. 19S6). \'01. 4. 372-3. 

;"M.F .. S.:zgin. Majii:. ai·Qw·'ûn oftlhti • Uhoycla Ma''mar b. ui-Mutflannci (2nd .:d. Cairo. 1970). l O. 

"· Aw~~": cd., ai-Dirciya wa !\an: <ri-Ghù~t~\·u, t O. 

S. K~htf. cd.. ai-S~mr n'<t·I-Jan•<ihût of."Umcin~~'}'cJ (Oman. 1 989). 352. 
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Analysis and Comments 

Before ending this paper, 1 think it is essential to rememb'er that althou h 1 

sorne important points in the field of Tbà<;lï tafsïr that nced to be dea!t wit;. tdlerc. a~e 
' 'f ' 'bJ d . h h ' ln Clat! tl 

is very d1fficult. 1 not 1mposs1 e, to o so Wlt out avmg an ovcrview of tl · 

field, which is prccisely what 1 have tricd to give. However, from this ba:;i~c~vh?lc 

sorne points emerge. Not !east of ali is the richncss of the Ibadi Magh 'b· uthnc 

· - (fr J' · n J works 
compared to the Mashnq1 om our 1st.. twclvc works arc Maghribï whilst fi 

. Th' h . 1 . tve arc 

Mashriqï): 1s p ~~ome1~ond re1 
~uf:tres somd e ~xdp anfia

1
t
1
1on. lt appears that at lcast one of 

the Ornant scholars • rea 1ze t liS act an trtc to 1 the gap but to no avail and 

had he succeedcd it would have been too late (the thirteenth/ninetecnth centu'ry) t~ 

writers try to give explanations such as the fcar of cntcring this field, or the p·l.t~mcl 

th 1 d tt k Ib-d- 1· 
~1 o 1 1ca 

events at ea to m~y a ac s ~n a.1 1tera~urc. · Pers~nally, 1 am not convinccd 

of these reasons and 1f I am to g1Ve a supertictal answer 1t is, I think, that the 1 

method. was followed more extensive! y by Mashriqis to transmit knowledgc fro~~~e 

generanon to anothcr. 
Another intcresting observation is that a li ne of separation could be drawn aft:r th 

sixth/twelfth ccntury dawn until the thirteenth/nineteenth century on the quality ~f th c 

works. One can sec that the works bcfore the sevcnthlthirteenth ccntury werc crcativ: 

works. whilc thosc afterwards arc mostly in the fonn of marginal annotations or 

fragmentary works until the appearancc of Jà"id b. Khamïs in Oman and Ibr.ihïm b. 

Bihman al-Thamïni in Algeria. 

Also rclatcd to this issue, in one way or anothcr. is the influence of al-Zamakh$hari 

on the lbâçli works of taft ir. Due to the similarity in many dogmatic questions betwccn 

the lbà<;liyya and Mu"tazila and because of his intellect as weil as his linguistic skill. 

his influence is obvious but needs detailed study. This lcads to anothcr important 

point, which is how the general fcatures of Ibaçlï ta.f.~ir compare to tl1e Sunni. bcarinc 

in mind that sorne lbâ<,iï works are bascd on Sunni ones - as shown earlier. One c~ 

fairly say that lbaçli tafsir falls in the middle of two extremes. On the one hnnd, the 

Mu"tazila. who over-used a!-"aq! (rationality. rcasoning) in interprcting the Qur'iiu 

method which has been widely rcjected or at !east criticiscd by SuMis and is thought 

to have led Mu<atazila to contradict many cxplicit texts of the Qur'iin. and on the 

other band. the many Sunnis who rely largely on ai-Naql (tradition or irrationality) 

which leads to insufficient use of the intellect and limiting the tcxt to supcrficial 

interpretations. This is what makes lbaç!T tafsir distinctive. 

These are complcx issues which 1 am not competent to deal with at present. but 

they open the door for more detailcd studies to be carricd out at a later stage. 

42 
Sec 5Ccfion 1 0 of 1hi~ 31'\Îclc. 

-Il Bù Tardin, ui-Siwykh , l!}iyüsh. 104-5. 
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Some reflections on the use of the Qur0 ân in 

monumental inscriptions in Syria and Palestine in 

the twelfth and thirteenth centuries' 

Carole Hillenbrand 
(University of Edinburgh) 

.. Y ou live i11 a trunsient world, with but a brh:f spcm o.f /ife. So forest a/! your latter 

end with the best deeds you can accomplis~ ...... Casl awax this world where Cod 

has cast il, and seek thol which is to come",· 

Introduction 

Any overall analysis of the use of Qur·'ünie quotations in monumental epigraphy is 

fraught with pitfalls. Accidents of survival. the sizc of the sample choscn and other 

problems discourage generalisations. The scattercd inscriptions which have survived 

m~y present ao incomplete or mislcading picturc of a much more complex situation 

which is now. after the passage of so many centuries. impossible to reconstruct. 

Morcovcr, if a givcn arca of the medieval lslamic world is taken in isolation from 

oth~rs, ~c co~clusions ~rawn may well be skewed. Similarly, to take a limited period 

oftJmc .. rgnonng the evidence ofwhat precedes and follows it. will also produce faulty 

conclus1ons. 
· 

Morcover. the study of how the Qur'an is uscd in monumental inscriptions is stiJl 

at a very rudimentary stage. The shecr sizc of the medieval lslamic world and the 

num?cr of cxtant monuments make such a task cxtremely daunting. Dodd and 

~a1:"l~ah have made a number of grandiose and cxciting statcments about Qur'iinic 

mscnpt1ons on monuments in t~eir book. arguing that layers and layers ofmeaning lie 

bencath the surfac.e. la~e~s whtch scholars must uncover and intcrpret. lndeed. they 

su~cst that such mscnpt10ns correspond to icons and images in Christian churches 

~lavrng promised a great deal, they fai led to extract much~from thcir evidenceJ and 

mdecd to provc thcir own hypothcses. ln any case, the ir sample was seriously flawcd. 

Jo"' Dcddic~tion- This short pi.:cc is ~ff~tion~tcly dcdicalcd to my cslc.:med fricnd and coltc:~~:Uc Alan 

.. c:;. a ~·otoo tcachcr ' ·ho · t'Il d · 11 1 · o · · · ~ 

str.ll'cd ~lin le fror 1 ms 1 c rn us a _11s aasctnalton Wfth Ar.1bic. Jt is in his honour 1h:~t t have 

! F ... '·' n my u~u~t_arcas_ofrcscarch rn scurch of a subj~l which 1 hope will intcrCl-< him. 

rom uaç Mluthu u/.,.·,/u,·a ol the l' 1 <U h .· F 
IO~ford:OUP 19;
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