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Abstract
Departing from a collective manuscript copied partly in the hand of the renowned
Yemenī scholar ʿAbdAllāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī (d. 667/1268) andpartly in thehandof his
nephew, Muḥammad b. Aʿsad, that contains three works concerned with Qurʾānic
passages taken to support ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib and the ahl al-bayt and pro-ʿAlid tradi-
tions culled fromof Sunnī ḥadīth collections, the reception of theKitāb al-ʿUmda of
the Twelver Shīʿī author Ibn al-Biṭrīq al-Ḥillī (d. 600/1203–1204 or 601/1204–1205)—
oneof threeworks contained in the codex—among theZaydīs of Yemen is analyzed
in detail. It is shown that this work, together with Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s (d. 483/1090)
Manāqib ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib, were the principal available sources for the Zaydīs of
Yemen up until the time of the Imām al-Manṣūr bi-llāh (d. 614/1217) for the Sunnī
canonical ḥadīth collections.
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I.

By the beginning of the early 6th/12th century, a rapprochement between
the two Zaydī states in themountainous Northern Highlands of Yemen and
in the Caspian region of Northern Iran, that have been politically and cul-
turally separated for nearly three centuries, began that eventually resulted
in the political unification of the two communities. In 502/1108 Abū Ṭālib, a
great-grandson of the Imām al-Muʾayyad bi-llāh (d. 411/1020), rose in Gīlān
claiming theZaydī imamate.A fewyears later, in 511/1117, hewas endorsedby
the Yemenī Zaydīs as well. Abū Ṭālib was eager to unite the two Zaydī com-
munities not only politically but also culturally and religiously. Although
Abū Ṭālib al-akhīr died in 520/1126, his legacy was continued beyond his
death. In 532/1137, Aḥmad b. Sulaymān (b. 500/1106, d. 566/1170) success-
fully rose in Yemen as al-ImāmMutawakkil ʿalā llāh, expressly acknowledg-
ing the equality of the Zaydī imāms of the Caspian region and maintain-
ing the unity of the Zaydīs. In addition to this, he intensified the knowl-
edge transfer from Iran to Yemen. His successor, the Imām al-Manṣūr bi-
llāh ʿAbd Allāh b. Ḥamza (d. 614/1217), whose claim to the Zaydī imamate in
593/1197 was acknowledged by the Zaydīs of Yemen and the Caspian region,
further intensified the process of transfer of religious literature to Yemen.
Moreover, he founded a library in Ẓafār, his residential town, for which he
had a wealth of textual sources copied by a team of scholars and scribes.
The scope of literary sources that were transferred during this process from
Northern Iran to Yemen is well known with respect to the Muʿtazilite and
the Zaydī literature. In addition, there were also Twelver Shīʿī sources that
reached Yemen during this period, despite the inimical relations between
the two communities. Al-Manṣūr bi-llāh himself was engaged in the con-
troversy with the Imāmiyya, whose basic tenets of the imamate he refuted
in his Kitāb al-ʿIqd al-thamīn.1 At the same time, he cherished a number of
Twelver Shīʿī writings that had reached Yemen during this period. A promi-

1 See Maher Jarrar, “Al-Manṣūr bi-Llāh’s controversy with Twelver Šīʿites con-
cerning the occultation of the Imam in hisKitāb al-ʿIqd al-ṯamīn,”Arabica 59 (2012):
319–331. For a brief history of the polemical exchanges between the two commu-
nities, see Hossein Modarressi, Crisis and Consolidation in the Formative Period of
Shiʿite Islam: Abū Jaʿfar ibn Qiba al-Rāzī and His Contribution to Imāmite Shīʿite
Thought (Princeton NJ: The Darwin Press, 1993), 169ff. On the Imāmī sources that
were available to Zaydī authors of Northern Iran, see Ḥasan Anṣārī, “Zaydiyya u
manābiʿ-yi maktūb-i Imāmiyya,” ʿUlūm-i ḥadīth 5/2 (2001): 149–161.
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nent example is the Kitāb al-ʿUmda fī ʿuyūn ṣiḥāḥ al-akhbār fī manāqib
imām al-abrār by the Imāmī scholar Abu l-Ḥusayn Shams al-Dīn Yaḥyā b.
al-Ḥasan b. al-Ḥusayn al-Asadī al-Ḥillī (“Ibn al-Biṭrīq”) (d. 600/1203–1204
or 601/1204–1205).2 Ibn al-Biṭrīq was a prominent scholar of ḥadīth, fiqh
and kalām who hailed from al-Ḥilla and who had studied with the lead-
ing Imāmī scholars of his time, among them ʿImād al-Dīn Muḥammad b.
Abi l-Qāsim al-Ṭabarī (d. after 553/1158), Ibn Shahrāshūb (d. 588/1192) and
Sadīd al-Dīn al-Ḥimmaṣī al-Rāzī (d. after 600/1204).While he spent his later
life between al-Wāsiṭ and al-Ḥilla, he is known to have sojourned for some
time in Aleppo, one of the leading centers of Twelver Shīʿī learning dur-
ing his time.3 Ibn al-Biṭrīq was closely familiar with the Sunnī ḥadīth tra-
dition on the basis of which he composed his ʿUmda, containing numer-
ous pro-ʿAlid traditions culled from Sunnī ḥadīth collections,4 followed by a
supplement entitled al-Mustadrak al-mukhtār fī manāqib waṣī al-mukhtār
(extant in manuscript). He also wrote the Kitāb Khaṣāʾiṣ al-waḥy al-mubīn
fī manāqib Amīr al-Muʾminīn, which is concerned with pro-ʿAlid Qurʾānic
passages.5While the latter two works apparently did not reach Yemen (see

2 On him, see Ḥasan Anṣārī, “Ibn al-Biṭrīq,” Dāʾirat al-maʿārif al-islāmiyya al-
kubrā, vol. 2: 483–485. Additional biographical information on Ibn al-Biṭrīq is in-
cluded in Kamāl al-Dīn Abu l-Barakāt al-Mubārak Ibn al-Shaʿʿār al-Mawṣilī,Qalāʾid
al-jumān fī farāʾiḍ shuʿarāʾ hādhā l-zamān al-mashhūr bi-ʿUqūd al-jumān fī shuʿarāʾ
hādhā l-zamān 1–9, ed. Kāmil Salmān al-Jabbūrī (Beirut: Dār al-kutub al-ʿilmiyya,
1426/2005), vol. 7: 219–222 no. 914. A balāghnote in the hand of Ibn al-Biṭrīq is found
in a copy of Ikhtiyārmaʿrifat al-rijāl (Rijāl al-Kashshī) of al-Shaykh al-Ṭūsī, that was
completed on 14 Rabīʿ I 577/28 July 1181 = nuskha alif according to the edition of
Ḥasan al-Muṣṭafawī (Mashhad: Dānishgāh, 1348[/1970]). An image of the relevant
page is to be found on p. 22 of the introduction.

3 Cf. the introduction to our The Reception of al-Shaykh al-Ṭūsī’s Theological
Writings in 6th/12th century Syria. Facsimile Edition of ʿAbd al-Raḥmān b. ʿAlī b. Mu-
ḥammad al-Ḥusaynī’s Commentary on al-Ṭūsī’sMuqaddama (MS Atıf Efendi 1338/1)
(Tehran: Mīrāth-i maktūb, 2013).

4 Theworkhasbeenpublished repeatedly: (i) [lithograph]Tabriz 1309/1891; (ii)
Qum: Muʾassasat al-Nashr al-Islāmī al-tābiʿa li-Jamāʿat al-mudarrisīn, 1407[/1986–
1987]; (iii) eds. Ibrāhīm al-Bahādurī al-Marāghī and Mālik al-Maḥmūdī al-Bihba-
hānī (Qum: Mumaththiliyyat al-Imām al-Qāʾid al-Sayyid al-Khāminaʾī fi l-Ḥajj, 1412
[/1991–1992]).

5 The work has been published twice: (i) Tehran 1311[/1893] (with al-Dawānī’s
Nūr al-hidāya); (ii) ed. Muḥammad Bāqir al-Maḥmūdī (Qum: Dār al-Qurʾān al-
karīm, 1417[/1996–1997]). On the work, see Āghā Buzurg al-Ṭihrānī, al-Dharīʿa ilā
taṣānīf al-shīʿa 1–26 (Beirut: Dār al-aḍwāʿ, 1403/1983), vol. 7: 175 no. 907.
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below), the significance of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda for the Zaydīs of Yemen,
including al-Manṣūr bi-llāh,was tremendous as it served themas aprincipal
source for Sunnī traditions supporting the cause of ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib and the
ahl al-bayt in their battle against the Shāfiʿīs in Yemenwhowere polemiciz-
ing against Shīʿism in a time when the Zaydīs had hardly any independent
access to Sunnī works of ḥadīth.6

II.

When discussing the renowned 7th/13th century Yemeni Zaydīmutakallim
and legal scholar ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī (b. 593/1196–1197, d. Shaʿbān
667/April 1268)7 in hisMajmūʿ al-ijāzāt, Aḥmad b. Saʿd al-Dīn b. al-Ḥusayn
al-Miswarī (b. 1007/1598, d. 1079/1668) describes in some detail a collective
volume transcribedby this scholar.8Al-Miswarī explains that the codex con-
tained ʿAbdAllāh’s transcriptionsofAbūSaʿd al-Muḥassinb.Muḥammadal-
Bayhaqī al-Barawghanī’s (“al-Ḥākimal-Jishumī”, d. 494/1101)KitābTanbīhal-
ghāfilīn ʿan faḍāʾil al-ṭālibiyyīn, completed on 2 Rabīʿ II 644/17 August 1246,
and of theKitāb al-ʿUmda fī ʿuyūn ṣiḥāḥ al-akhbār fīmanāqib imāmal-abrār

6 It should be noted, however, that al-Manṣūr bi-llāh had also received an ijāza
by Sadīd al-Dīn ʿAmr b. Jamīl [Jumayl] for the transmission of several Sunnī ḥadīth
works, among them most importantly the Ṣaḥīḥ al-Bukhārī (see our “Muʿtazilism
after ʿAbd al-Jabbār (d. 415/1025): Abū Rashīd al-Nīsābūrī’s Kitāb Masāʾil al-khilāf
fī l-uṣūl, (Studies on the transmission of knowledge from Iran to Yemen in the
6th/12th and 7th/13th c. I),” Studia Iranica 39 (2010): 227–278; cf. also ʿAbd Allāh
b. Ḥamza b. Sulaymān, al-Shāfī 1–4, ed. Majd al-Dīn b. Muḥammad b. Manṣūr
al-Muʾayyadī (Ṣaʿda: Maktabat Ahl al-bayt, 1430/2009), vol. 1: 149–156) although it
seems that it was only through Ibn al-Biṭrīq that he had immediate access to this
work and to the other Sunnī canonical sources.

7 All Islamic dates have been converted to theGregorian calendar, with the use
of the tool offered at http://www.oriold.uzh.ch/static/hegira.html.

8 A copy of the Majmūʿ al-ijāzāt is preserved in the private library of ʿAbd al-
Raḥmān al-Shāyim; the relevant entry is to be found in pp. 470–476. Cf. ʿAbd al-
Salām b. ʿAbbās al-Wajīh, Maṣādir al-turāth fi l-maktabāt al-khāṣṣa fi l-Yaman 1–2
(McLean, VA: IZbACF, 1422/2002), vol. 2: 127f. no. 178. For al-Miswarī, see our “The
literary-religious tradition among 7th/13th century Yemenī Zaydīs: The formation
of the Imām al-Mahdī li-Dīn Allāh Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn b. al-Qāsim (d. 656/1258),”
Journal of Islamic Manuscripts 2 (2011), Appendix no. 7 (with further references).
For ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī, see our forthcoming monograph Zaydī Muʿtazil-
ism in 7th/13th century Yemen: The theological thought of ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī
(d. 667/1268).
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by Abu l-Ḥusayn Shams al-Dīn Yaḥyā b. al-Ḥasan b. al-Ḥusayn al-Asadī al-
Ḥillī (“Ibn al-Biṭrīq”), completed on 7 Jumādā II 644/20 October 1246, both
in Ṣaʿda. Wedged in between these two writings, al-Miswarī continues, was
a copy of theḤanafī scholar al-Ḥāfiẓ ʿUbaydAllāh b. ʿAbdAllāh b. Aḥmad al-
Ḥākim al-Ḥaskānī al-Nīsābūrī’s (d. after 470/1077–1078) Kitāb Shawāhid al-
tanzīl li-qawāʿid al-tafḍīl fi l-āyāt al-nāzila fī ahl al-bayt, transcribed by ʿAbd
Allāh’s nephew, Muḥammad b. Asʿad, except for the first part of the work,
up to Sūrat al-Ḥajj, which is in the hand of ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd. Al-Miswarī
adds that the codex contained an ijāza issued in Rajab 644/November 1246
by Aḥmad b. Muḥammad b. al-Qāsim al-Akwaʿ (“Shuʿla al-Akwaʿ”)9 for ʿAbd
Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī in Ḥūth,10 which he quotes in full in his Majmūʿ al-
ijāzāt.11
A collective manuscript that nowadays belongs to the Maktabat Āl al-

ʿAntharī in Ṣaʿda can safely be identified as the codex described by al-Mis-
warī.12 The majmūʿa consists of 299 leaves, is incomplete in the beginning
and particularly towards the end, with numerous leaves being misplaced.
The ijāzamentioned by al-Miswarī is no longer included.

Ff. 1a–6b, 15a–41b13 contain ʿAbdAllāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī’s copy of al-Ḥākim
al-Jishumī’s Tanbīh al-ghāfilīn.14 Some lines at the beginning of the text, as

9 For him, see Ibn Abi l-Rijāl,Maṭlaʿ al-budūr, vol. 1: 454f. no. 224. See also our
our “Transmission of Knowledge in 7th/13th century Yemen: The case of ʿAbd Allāh
b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī”.

10 Ḥūth, located in the territory of Ḥāshid, was one of the important centres of
learning at the time; cf. Muḥammad b. Aḥmad al-Ḥajrī al-Yamānī,Majmūʿ buldān
al-yaman wa-qabāʾilihā 1–4, ed. Ismāʿīl b. ʿAlī al-Akwaʿ (Ṣanʿāʾ: Wizārat al-Aʿlām
wa-l-thaqāfa, 41430/2009), vol. 1: 213–226, 300;AbūFirās b.Diʿtham,al-Sīraal-sharīfa
al-Manṣūriyya: Sīrat al-Imām ʿAbd Allāh b. Ḥamza, 593–614 1–2, ed. ʿAbd al-Ghanī
Maḥmūd ʿAbd al-ʿĀṭī (Beirut: Dār al-Fikr al-muʿāṣir, 1414/1993), passim.

11 An annotated edition of the ijāzawith an analysis is given in our “Transmis-
sion of Knowledge in 7th/13th century Yemen: The case of ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-
ʿAnsī” (forthcoming).

12 For this library, see Geoffrey Roper,World Survey of Islamic Manuscripts. Vol-
ume II (London: Furqān Foundation, 1994), 659f.

13 The foliation is ours.
14 The work has been edited repeatedly, although none of the editors has con-

sulted the present codex: (i) ed.MuḥammadRiḍā Anṣārī Qummī (Tehran: Sāzmān-
i Chāp u Intishārāt | Wizārat-i Farhang u Irshād-i islāmī, 1378[/1999–2000]); (ii)
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well as the title page, are missing.15 The text is concluded with a colophon
(f. 41b:28–29 [Plate Two]) dated 13 Rabīʿ II 644/28 August 1246. This agrees
with the date provided by al-Miswarī (2 Rabīʿ II 644) except for the day of
the month:

ثل󰈊موی󰏳ٓاودمحملىعةولصلاو|ينیبلاطلالئاضفنعينلفاغلاهیبنتباتكتم

ةنـسةئ󰍢ـسوينعبرأوعبرأةنـسروهشنموهي󰏫ارخٓلااعیبررهشنمشرع

Ff. 42a–174a contain a copy of ʿUbaydAllāh al-Ḥaskānī’s Shawāhidal-tanzīl
li-qawāʿid al-tafḍīl fi l-āyāt al-nāzila fī ahl al-bayt that is partly written in
the hand of ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī (ff. 42a–93a) and partly in the hand of his
nephew, Muḥammad b. Asʿad (ff. 93b–174a).16 At the beginning of the work,
ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī states (f. 42a [Plate One]):

نيكاسلحاسماقلاوبألماعلاماملإاكمالحا|هعجملیضفتلادعاوقللینزتلادهاوشباتك

براهلا|هّبرةحمرلىإيرقفلا)؟(ةینقهناوضروهیلعاللهةحمر|يروباسینلاثدّلمحا

󰏴عمهنملّبقتو|هی󰏩اولو󰏳اللهرفغدحمأنبدیزنباللهدبعهبنذنمهیلإ

لمّسو󰏳ٓاوهیلعاللهلىصدمحمبينلاةرمزفيهشرحو

This note is followedby twobrief texts of a few lines each, apparently copied
in a different hand. These are identified as (i) Nuskhat Kitāb al-Ḥasan b. ʿAlī
ʿalayhumā l-salām ilā ahl Baṣra fi l-qaḍāʾ wa-l-qadar wa-huwa l-kitāb alladhī

ed. Taḥsīn Āl Shabīb al-Mūsawī (Beirut: Markaz al-Ghadīr li-l-dirāsāt al-islāmiyya,
2000); (iii) ed. Ibrāhīm Yaḥyā al-Darsī (Ṣaʿda: Markaz Ahl al-Bayt li-l-dirāsāt al-
islāmiyya, 2000); (iv) ed. Ḥusayn Dargāhī (Tehran: Muʾassasat al-Ḍuḥā al-thaqāfiy-
ya, 1381/2002).

15 The beginning of the text corresponds to ed. Muḥammad Riḍā Qummī An-
ṣārī, 4:3.

16 The work has been edited twice by Muḥammad Bāqir al-Maḥmūdī, who did
not consult the present manuscript: (i) Beirut: Muʾassasat al-Aʿlamī li-l-Maṭbūʿāt,
1974 (2 vols. in one); (ii) Tehran: Muʾassasat al-ṭabʿ wa-l-nashr | Majmaʿ Iḥyāʾ al-
thaqāfa al-islāmiyya, 1990 (a revised edition in 3 vols.). For this work, see also Etan
Kohlberg, A Medieval Muslim Scholar at Work: Ibn Ṭāwūs and his Library (Leiden:
Brill, 1992), 330f. no. 542. For the author, see Richard Bulliet, The Patricians of Nisha-
pur: A Study inMedieval Islamic Social History (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1972), 229f.
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rajaʿa ilayhi jamīʿ ahl al-ʿilm bi-l-Baṣra (f. 42a:6–15) and (ii)Asmāʾ ahl al-kahf
(f. 42a:15–19). In the margin of the title page, there are three 20th century
samāʿāt, respectively dated Jumādā II 1337/December 1957-January 1958,
1377/1957–1958, and 1338/1958–1959, testifying the popularity of the codex
in the study of ḥadīth. The text of the Shawāhid ends with a colophon by
Muḥammad b. Asʿad (dated 2 Shawwāl 644/10 February 1247) in which he
states (f. 174a [Plate Three]).17

دمحمهبرةحمرلىإيرقفلاطبخ|لیضفتلادعاوقل|لینزتلادهاوشباتكماتمنكاو

رطفلادیعني󰈊دحلأارانهرهظلاةولصدعب|يحجذلماسينعلادیزنبدعسأنب

ةسدقلمادهاشلم󰈈ةسورلمحاةدعصةنیدبم|ةئ󰍢ـسوينعبرأوعبرأ|ةنـسلاوشنم

لىعوةیبرلايرخدمحملىعاللهلىّصو|ةیحتلاوملاسلالصفأانهكاسلىع|ةیوبنلا

مرّكوفشرّولمّسو|ةیضرلماةرهاطلاهتترع

Muḥammad b. Asʿad b. Zayd b. Aḥmad b. Abi l-Ḥusayn (?) b. Sulaymān b.
Abi l-Ḥusayn (?) b. Kulayb al-ʿAnsī al-Midhḥajī is mostly known as a scribe.
Twice he had transcribed the Kitāb al-Maḥajja al-bayḍāʾ fī uṣūl al-dīn, the
opus magnum of his uncle ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd in Ṣaʿda. A copy comprising
Parts Two, Three and Four of the work was completed on 20 Rabīʿ II 640/17
October 1242, the sameday givenby the author as date of completion,which
suggests that ʿAbd Allāh had dictated the work, possibly from amuswadda,
to his nephew reflecting their close working relationship.18 Another copy,
comprising PartsOne throughFour,was completed on 14Rabīʿ II 641/1Octo-
ber 1243.19 FromMuḥammad b. Asʿad’s pen we also have a copy of Volumes
One and Five of al-Ḥākim al-Jishumī’s al-Tahdhīb fi l-tafsīr, transcribed in
644/1246–1247 (Volume Five), that are preserved in the private library of Āl

17 On the final page of the text, there are again numerous samāʿāt and readers’
notes, most of them dating from the 20th century.

18 MS Bayerische Staatsbibliothek Munich, Cod. arab. 1273, f. 152b [Plate Sev-
en]. Cf. Florian Sobieroj, Arabische Handschriften der Bayerischen Staatsbibliothek
zu München unter Einschluss einiger türkischer und persischer Handschriften. Bd. 1,
(Stuttgart: Steiner, 2007), 406–408 no. 214.

19 MS Bayerische Staatsbibliothek Munich, Cod. arab. 1286, f. 224b [Plate
Eight]. Cf. Sobieroj, Arabische Handschriften, 433f. no. 226. A facsimile edition of
this codex, with introduction and indices by the present authors, is currently in
press (Tehran: Mīrāth-i maktūb).
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Wazīr in Hijrat al-sirr.20 In the same year, Muḥammad transcribed a col-
lective manuscript comprising Miftāḥ al-fāʾiḍ fī ʿilm al-farāʾiḍ by al-Faḍl b.
Abi l-Saʿd al-ʿUṣayfirī (fl. 600/1203) (ff. 3–28a; incomplete in the beginning)
and al-Muhadhdhab fī fatāwā al-Manṣūr bi-llāh ʿAbd Allāh b. Ḥamza ʿalayhi
l-salām by Muḥammad b. Asʿad al-Murādī (ff. 28b–127; incomplete in the
end), that is preserved in the Ambrosiana Library in Milan.21

Ff. 175a–282b [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 1–351:4], 7 [= ed. Qum 1407
[/1986–1987], 351:4–354:9], 9 [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 354:9–357:14],
298 [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 357:14–361:3], 284–285 [= ed. Qum 1407
[/1986–1987], 361:3–368:11], 283, 286–287 [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 374:
5–383:1], 299 [ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 383:1–386:3], 8 [= ed. Qum 1407
[/1986–1987], 386:2–389:6], 14 [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 389:6–392:15],
10 [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 392:15–395:19], 288–297 [= ed. Qum 1407
[/1986–1987], 395:19–431:8], 11 [= ed.Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 431:8–434:13], 13
[= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 437:19–440:16], 12b–a [= ed. Qum 1407[/1986–
1987], 458:19–463:2] contain an incomplete copy of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s al-ʿUmda
fī ʿuyūn ṣiḥāḥ al-akhbār fī manāqib imām al-abrār, again in the hand of

20 Cf. al-Wajīh,Maṣādir, vol. 2: 365f.
21 MS Ambrosiana H 70. Cf. Oscar Löfgren and Renato Traini, Catalogue of the

Arabic manuscripts in the Biblioteca Ambrosiana: Nuovo fondo, series F (nos. 1296–
1778) (Milan: Silvana Editoriale, 2011, 244f. no. 1692). On f. 28a Muḥammad b. Asʿad
adds the following note, dated Rajab 644/November–December 1246, concluding
al-Miftāḥ and announcing al-Muhadhdhab:

يرخللاللههقفو|يحجذلمادیزنبدعسأنبدمحمهّبرةحمرلىإيرقفلاهتخاسننمغرف

عبرأةنـسمظعلمابجررهشنمنياثلاءاثلثلاموی|ينمٓالاقنلموهی󰏩اولوهب󰏳تمخو

󰈋دیـس󰏳وسرلىعهتاولصو|هدحو󰏯دلحماوةسورلمحاةدعصةنیدبم|ةئ󰍢ـسوينعبرأو

|يننمؤلمايرمأىواتففيبذّهلماباتک󰏭ذولتی|هملاسونیرهاطلا󰏳ٓاوبينلادمحم

،شماهبيأنب+(ليعنبةزحمنبن󰍥لسنبةزحمنباللهدبعدمحمبيأينملسلمامامإو

لجلأاضياقلافیلٔات|ينعجمأميهلعوهیلعهتاولص|اللهلوسرنب)روطسلاينبةفاضإ

يدارلما|يمهاربإنبدعسأنبدمحميننمؤلمايرمأيعادلماعلالماعلالمكالالضافلا

اللههحمرهرعماللهلوّط

The work has been edited by ʿAbd al-Salām b. ʿAbbās al-Wajīh (Amman:Muʾassasat
al-Imām Zayd b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 2001).

Downloaded from Brill.com 10/11/2024 11:43:43AM
via Princeton University Library



166 H. Ansari, S. Schmidtke / Journal of Islamic Manuscripts 4 (2013) 158–198

ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī (with the exception of f. 289b that is in the hand of his
nephew Muḥammad b. Asʿad). At the beginning of the text (f. 175a [Plate
Four]), al-ʿAnsī names himself as the owner of the copy of the text:

󰏳ٓاودمحملىعاللهلىصوهی󰏩اولو󰏳اللهرفغدحمأنبدیزنباللهدبعهكلام

ʿAbdAllāhb. Zaydhad completed the transcriptionof PartOneof the ʿUmda
in Jumādā I 644/September 1246. This is in agreement with the information
provided by al-Miswarī that the transcription of the entire text was com-
pleted on 7 Jumādā II 644/20 October 1246; the final colophon is missing
in the present codex. The colophon concluding Part One of the work and
announcing Part Two (written in alternating black and red lines) (f. 243b
[Plate Six]) reads as follows:22

بيأ|نبليعراربلأامامإبقانمفيرابخلأاحاصحنویعنملولأاءزلجازنج

دمحم󰈋دیـسلىع|هتاولصوهدحو󰏯دلحماوهملاسوهیلعاللهتاولصبلاط

ىدماجرهشفيسیخملوأ|سیلخمامویهنمغارفلاقفاوهملاسو󰏳ٓاوبينلا

󰏳وق󰏳وأنياثلاءزلجاهولتیو|ةئامتسوينعبرأوعبرأةنـسروهشنملىولأا

ةدمعلانمنياثلاءزلجا|لعنلافصاخملاسلاهیلعليعللمسوهیلعاللهلىص

بلاطبيأنبليعيننمؤلمايرمأراربلأامامإبقانمفي|رابخلأاحاصحنویعفي

دحولأالجلأاماملإاخیـشلافینصت|لمسوراهطلأاهتیرذلىعوهیلعالله|لىص

لٓاتيفمقطنلا|دیدسءمالعلاج󰈉ملاسلإامنجنی󰏩اسشم|هیقفلالضافلالماعلا

ينسلحانب)اذك(نسلحانب|نسلحانبيىيحينسلحابيأملاسلاميهلعلوسرلا

󰏯دلحماو|هددّسوهدمجاللهفعاضليلحايدسلأا|قیرطبلادمحمنبليعنب

هملاسو󰏳ٓاودمحم󰈋دیـسليعهتاولصو

The dates of the various colophons suggest that ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd had
first transcribed the Tanbīh al-ghāfilīn (13 Rabīʿ II 644), followed by the
Shawāhid of which he copied only the first part leaving a sufficient num-
ber of leaves blank for his nephew to complete the task (on 2 Shawwāl

22 The beginning of Part Two corresponds to ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 224
(al-faṣl al-thāmin wa-l-ʿishrūn).
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644), jumping immediately to the ʿUmda which he finished transcribing
on 7 Jumādā II 644. It is noteworthy that ʿAbd Allāh had transcribed these
works at an age when he had already established himself as a scholar. This
confirms the characteristic phenomenon of the scholar-cum-scribe that is
encountered frequently in Yemen during this period.23

III.

The inclusion of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda in the present codex is particularly
noteworthy. While the two other works, al-Ḥākim al-Jishumī’s Tanbīh and
al-Ḥaskānī’s Shawāhid, discussQurʾānic passages thatwere taken to support
ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib and the ahl al-bayt, Ibn al-Biṭrīq is concerned in his ʿUmda
with pro-ʿAlid traditions culled from Sunnī ḥadīth collections, while rele-
vant Qurʾānic passages are dealt with in one chapter only.24 It would have
beenmore apt to include Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s Khaṣāʾiṣ al-waḥy al-mubīn, which is
exclusively concernedwith pro-ʿAlid Qurʾānic passages and is as suchmuch
closer to the theme of the two other works. That this was not the case is an
indication that the Khaṣāʾiṣwas not available to the scholars of Yemen.25
The present copy of Ibn Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda, which was not consulted by the

editors of the text,26 predates most (if not all) manuscripts of the work that
have been transmitted in Twelver Shīʿī circles.27 The title page of the work

23 See our “Muʿtazilism after ʿAbd al-Jabbār”.
24 A complete list of his Sunnī sources, together with Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s chains of

transmission, is given at the beginning of the ʿUmda; ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987],
18–23 (Faṣl fī dhikr ṭuruq asānīd hādhā l-Kitāb).

25 This is also suggested by the general absence of references to the work in
any of the preserved ijāzas by Yemeni scholars since the 6th/12th century. See, for
example, our “The literary-religious tradition”.

26 See above, n. 4.
27 Muṣṭafā Dirāyatī (Fihristvāra-yi dastnivisht-hā-yi Īrān (Dinā) 1–12 (Tehran:

Kitābkhāna u mūze-yi markazi asnād-i majlis-i shūrā-yi islāmī, 1389[/2010], vol. 7:
627 nos. 194797–194818)) lists 22 manuscripts of the text in Iranian libraries, the
earliest ones being dated 7th/13th century (Majlis library no. 8981; the manuscript
seems to be of Yemeni provinence [Plates Twelve-Fourteen]), 5 Rajab 867/26
March 1463 and 10 Shawwāl 982/23 January 1575 (both held in Shīrāz, Maktabat al-
ʿAllāma al-Ṭabāṭabāʾī, nos. 951, 952), respectively. MSMarʿashī 2997, another collec-
tive manuscript of Yemenite origin, contains, among other writings, Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s
ʿUmda (ff. 69b–144b) and al-Ḥaskānī’s Shawāhid al-tanzīl (ff. 1b–68a). It was copied
by Yaḥyā b. al-Ḥusayn b. Ismāʿīl b. Ibrāhīm b. Ismāʿīl b. al-Ḥasan b. Suhayl, com-
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(f. 175a [Plate Four]) contains the text of an ijāza issued by Ibn al-Biṭrīq in
Aleppo for ʿAfīf al-Dīn ʿAlī b.Muḥammadb.Ḥāmid al-Yamanī al-Ṣanʿānī and
his “son” Yāqūt in Jumādā I 596/February 1200. This is followed by another
ijāza issued in turn by ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid for ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b.
al-Ḥusayn b. al-Mubārak al-Akwaʿ, dated 17 Dhu l-ḥijja 598/7 September
1202. The full title page reads as follows:

نبليعيننمؤلمايرمأراربلأامامإ|بقانمفيرابخلأاحاصحنویعفيةدمعلاباتك

خیـشلا|فینصتراهطلأاةئملأاهتیرذلىعوهیلعاللهلىص|رات󰏲اصيوبلاطبيأ

ءمالعلاج󰈉ملاسلإامنجنی󰏩ا|سشمهیقفلالضافلالماعلادحولأالّجلأاماملإا

نب)؟(ينسلحانبيىيحينسلحابيأملاسلاميهلع|لوسرلالٓاتيفمقطنلادیدس

هدعسددّجوهدمجاللهفعاضليلحايدسلأا|قیرطبلادمحمنبليعنبينسلحا

|لماعلالجلأاخیـشلاهرخٓالىا󰏳وأنمباتکلااذهليّعأرقاًضیألصلأافيو|

فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا ه󰏩وهتئارقب|عسمواللههدیأنياعنصلا

توق󰈍قّفولما 󰈍توق 󰈍توق 󰈍توق 󰈍توق 󰈍توق 󰈍توق 󰈍نبنسلحانبيىيح|هبتک)؟(ءاشیتىمنيعهتیاورمالهتُزجأوتوق

ىدماجةرغفيبلح|ةسورحبمليلحايدسلأاقیرطبلادمحمنبليعنبينسلحا

󰈇وةئماسخموينعستوتسةنـسنملىو󰏯اًضیألصلأافيو|دلحماوةنلما

󰈋دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعتُلو دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا كرابلمانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا كرابلما كرابلما كرابلما كرابلما كرابلما كرابلما عوکلأاكرابلما عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا ماهو28هاخأو󰏱󰏪ا|اذهعوکلأا
نيع|ماتهیاور)اذک(مالهتُزجأوملاسلاميهلعتیبلالهأبقانملىعنلاتمـشی

نم|شرععباسفينياعنصلانييملادماحنبدمحمنبليعبتکوفنصلمانع

دمحملىعهتاولصوهدحو󰏯دلحماوةئماسخموينعستوناثمةنـسنمةجلحايذ

󰏳ٓاو

pleted 13 Shaʿbān 1381/20 January 1962. Cf. Aḥmad al-Ḥusaynī, Fihrist-i nuskha-hā-
yi khaṭṭī-yi Kitābkhāna-yi ʿUmūmī-yi Ḥaḍrat Āyat Allāh al-ʿUẓmā Najafī Marʿashī
(Qum:Chāpkhāna-yiMihr-i Ustuvār, 1354–[/1975–1976–]), vol. 8: 169–171. Formanu-
scripts of the ʿUmda in Iran, see also al-Sayyid Aḥmad al-Ḥusaynī, al-Turāth al-
ʿarabī al-makhṭūṭ fī maktabāt Īrān al-ʿāmma 1–14 (Qum:Manshūrāt Dalīl Mā, 2010),
vol. 9: 137. For the two Shīrāz manuscripts, cf. Muḥammad Barakat, “Fihrist alifbāʾī-
yi nuskha-hā-yi tak kitābī kitābkhāna-yi ʿAllāma Ṭabāṭabāʾī Shīrāz,” Nusḥeh Pazūḥī.
A Collection of Essays and Articles on Manuscripts Studies and Related Subjects 2
(1384/2005): 196f. MS Shīrāz no. 951 also seems to be of Yemeni origin.

28 “wa-akhāhu” most likely refers to Volume Two of the ʿUmda.
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The formula nāwaltu as well as the fact that the two ijāzas had been
copied from the original (wa-fi l-aṣl ayḍan…) indicate that the codex, on the
basis of which ʿAlī b. Muḥammad had studied the work with Ibn al-Biṭrīq in
Aleppo, eventually reachedYemenand served ʿAbdAllāh al-ʿAnsī asVorlage.
ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid is mentioned in the Zaydī ṭabaqāt litera-

ture among the Sunnī scholars who were consulted by the Zaydīs.29 Noth-
ing else is known about his religious identity which remains uncertain.
While his affiliationwith Ibn al-Biṭrīq in Aleppomay also suggest that ʿAlī b.
Muḥammadwas a Twelver Shīʿī, MS Atıf Efendi 2421 points to his affiliation
with (Ḥanbalī) Sunnism. The codex contains two works of Ibn al-Miʿmār
al-Baghdādī, Mukhtaṣar Nihāyat al-amal fī ʿilm al-jadal and Risāla fī l-farq
bayn al-ḥaqīqa wa-l-majāz, that were copied in Ramaḍān 605/March–April
1209 by Yāqūt b. ʿAbd Allāh, the servant (ghulām) of ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b.
Ḥāmid al-Ṣanʿānī al-Hamdānī (f. 156b), followed by an ijāza issued by Ibn al-
Miʿmār to Yāqūt at the beginning of Shawwāl 606/end ofMarch 1210. Again,
Yāqūt’s relation to ʿAlī b. Muḥammad is clearly defined here as al-muḍāf ilā
mawlāhu al-sayyid al-awḥad al-ṣadr al-kabīr ʿAfīf al-Dīn Abi l-Ḥasan ʿAlī al-
Yamanī (f. 159b).30 Ibn al-Biṭrīq was evidently wrong when he assumed that
Yāqūt was ʿAlī b. Muḥammad’s son (see above).
Additional pieces of information on ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid are

included in a Yemeni manuscript containing Ibn al-Maghāzilī al-Wāsiṭī’s
(d. 483/1090)Manāqib ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib that was (indirectly) based on a Vor-
lage transcribed by the Twelver Shīʿī scholar Abu l-Ḥasan ʿAlī b. Muḥam-
mad b. al-Ḥasan b. Abī Nizār Ibn al-Sharafiyya al-Wāsiṭī in 585/1189–1190 in
Wāsiṭ.31 The transmitter of the text, ʿImrān b. al-Ḥasan b. Nāṣir al-Shatawī

29 Ibrāhīm b. al-Qāsim al-Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā (al-qism al-thā-
lith) wa-yusammā Bulūgh al-murād ilā maʿrifat al-isnād 1–3, ed. ʿAbd al-Salām b.
ʿAbbās al-Wajīh (McLean, VA: Muʾassasat al-Imām Zayd b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 1421/
2001), vol. 3: 1523–1527 no. 864.

30 For a brief description of the manuscript, see Ramaḍān Shīshīn (Ramazan
Şeşen),Mukhtārmin al-makhṭūṭāt al-ʿarabiyya al-nādira fīmaktabāt Turkiyā (Istan-
bul: İsar, 1997), 158f. no. 222; Shīshīn, “Esquisse d’une histore du développement des
colophons dans lesmanuscritsmusulmans,” Scribes etmanuscrits duMoyen-Orient,
ed. François Deroche (Paris: Bibliothèque nationale de France, 1997), 200 no. 21.—
The manuscript has been consulted by Larry B. Miller, Islamic Disputation Theory:
A study of the development of dialectic in Islam from the tenth through fourteenth cen-
turies (PhD thesis, Princeton, 1984), 170ff.

31 The manuscript of Yemeni origin was part of the Kitābkhāna-yi islāmī, Teh-
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al-ʿUdhrī (d. after 630/1232–1233), a prominent 7th/13th century Zaydī schol-
ar of Yemen32 who had studied Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s Manāqib with Bahāʾ al-
Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn al-Akwaʿ on the basis of Ibn al-Sharafiyya’s
copy of thework in 599/1203 and had transcribed his own copy of the text in
623/1226,33 specifies his isnād for theManāqib at the beginning of the text
(ʿImrān being the subject of akhbaranā that opens the phrase):

ran. The current status of this library is unclear and the current whereabouts of
the codex are unknown. Copies of the original manuscript are preserved in the
Marʿashī library, Qum (MS ʿaksī 187; cf. Muḥammad ʿAlī Ḥāʾirī, Fihrist-i nuskha-hā-yi
ʿaksī-yi Kitābkhāna-yi ʿUmūmī-yi Ḥaḍrat Āyat Allāh al-ʿUẓmāMarʿashī Najafī (Qum:
Kitābkhāna-yi Buzurg-i Ḥaḍrat Āyat Allāh al-ʿUẓmā Marʿashī Najafī, 1369/1411
[/1990]), vol. 1: 170f.), and in the Central Library of Tehran University (cf. Muḥam-
mad Taqī Dānishpazhūh, Fihrist-i mīkrūfīlmhā-yi Kitābkhāna-yi Markazī-yi Dānish-
gāh-i Tihrān (Tehran: Dānishgāh, 1348–1363[/1969–1984]), vol. 3: 31). Cf. also ʿAbd
al-ʿAzīz al-Ṭabāṭabāʾī, Ahl al-bayt fi l-maktaba al-ʿarabiyya (Qum: Muʾassasat Āl al-
bayt, 1417[/1996]), 578–584 no. 720; Dirāyatī, Fihristvāra, vol. 10: 69 no. 273574. The
codex also contains the text of the ijāza issued by Ibn al-Biṭrīq to ʿAlī b.Muḥammad
b. Ḥāmid and his “son” Yāqūt for the ʿUmda, followed by the other ijāza issued by
ʿAlī b.Muḥammad to ʿAlī b. Aḥmadb. al-Ḥusayn al-Akwaʿ (in themargin of p. 1, writ-
ten in a different hand [Plate Fifteen]).—On the basis of the Yemenimanuscript,
Ibn al-Maghāzilī’sManāqib has been edited byMuḥammad Bāqir Bihbūdī (Tehran
1394[/1974]) who describes its transmission in detail (pp. 32ff.). This edition has
been reprinted repeatedly in Beirut with parts of the editor’s introduction usually
being omitted. Another edition of the text, based on another Yemeni manuscript
(dated 16 Ramaḍān 1288/29 November 1871), was later on produced by Abū ʿAbd
al-Raḥmān Turkī b. ʿAbd Allāh al-Wādiʿī (Ṣanʿāʾ: Dār al-āthār, 1424/2003).—On Ibn
al-Sharafiyya, erroneously considered as the author of ʿUyūnal-ḥikamwa-l-mawāʾiẓ,
containing utterances of ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib (ed. Ḥusayn al-Ḥasanī al-Bīrjandī (Qum:
Dār al-ḥadīth, 1376[/1997])), seeḤasanAnṣārī, “Ibn al-SharafiyyawaKitāb ʿUyūn al-
ḥikamwa-l-mawāʾiẓ,”Kitāb-imāh-i dīn 35 (1376/1997): 12–15.—On Ibn al-Maghāzilī,
see “Ibn al-Maghāzilī al-Wāsiṭī,” Dāʾirat al-maʿārif-i buzurg-i islāmī, vol. 4: 647f.

32 On him, see Aḥmad b. Ṣāliḥ Ibn Abi l-Rijāl, Maṭlaʿ al-budūr wa-majmaʿ al-
buḥūr fī tarājim rijāl al-zaydiyya 1–4, ed. Majd al-Dīn b. Muḥammad b. Manṣūr al-
Muʾayyadī (Ṣaʿda: Markaz ahl al-bayt li-l-dirāsāt al-islāmiyya, 2004), vol. 3: 395–397
no. 976; al-Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 2: 833–839 no. 527; ʿAbd al-
Salām b. ʿAbbās al-Wajīh, Aʿlām al-muʾallifīn al-zaydiyya, (McLean, VA: Muʾassasat
al-Imām Zayd b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 1420/1999), 736f. no. 801; Ayman Fuʾād Sayyid,
Sources de l’histoire du Yémen à l’ époque musulmane = Maṣādir tārīkh al-Yaman fī
l-ʿaṣr al-islāmī (Cairo: Institut Français d’Archéologie Orientale, 1974), 126 no. 12.

33 Cf. Ibn al-Maghāzilī,Manāqib, ed. Bihbudī, 329; see alsoMSMarʿashī ʿaksī 187
[Plate Sixteen].
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ءابهدهازلالجلأاهیقفلا󰈋برخأ… ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا عوكٔلااينسلحا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا ةًءارقعوكٔلاا

دجسبمةئامسخموينعستوعستةنـسنمةرخٓلااىدماجفيعسما󰈋ٔأوهیلع

دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع󰈋برخأ:لاق،ثوحةیرقبةیروصنلماةسردلما دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نياعنصلادماح نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نييملانياعنصلا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا

ةنـسروهشرخٓاةجلحايذرهشنمىطسولاشرعلافيلىاعتاللهاهسرحةكبم

وبا󰈋ٔبرخأ:لاق󰏧ًوانمةئامسخموينعستوناثم وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا سراوفلابيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا

رازنبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنب رازن رازن رازن رازن رازن رازن نبارازن نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا ةیفشرلانبا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ردصءىرقلمانی󰏩اردصرمّعلماخیـشلا󰈋برخأ:لاق،ةیفشرلا

وبأطساوبعمالجا وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ ركبوبأ ركب ركب ركب ركب ركب ركب نباركب نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نيلاقابلانبا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا ءىرقلمانيلاقابلا ءىرقلما ءىرقلما ءىرقلما ءىرقلما ءىرقلما ءىرقلما لماجضياقلاو،ءىرقلما لماج لماج لماج لماج لماج لماج نی󰏩الماج نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا تمعننی󰏩ا تمعن تمعن تمعن تمعن تمعن تمعن نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنباللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهتمعن

راطّعلا راطّعلا راطّعلا راطّعلا راطّعلا راطّعلا راطّعلا نی󰏩ازّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعلدعلالجلأاضياقلاو،راطّعلا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا ةبهنی󰏩ا ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه يمركلاةبه يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا نبايمركلا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نسلحانبا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا جرفلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبجرفلا

شنابحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح ينعستوىدحإةنـسنمبجرصمّلأااللهرهشفيهاوراللههحمرشنابح

وبألجلأاضياقلا󰈋برخأ:لاقةئماسخمو وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ دبعوبأ دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع بیطلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحماللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهدبع بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بيلاّلجابیطلا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا

وبألدعلابيأنيبرخأ:لاقلىاعتاللههحمر وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا بيلالجانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا

نب󰈈نب󰈈فورعلمااللههحمرفنصلمابیطلخا 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈ليزاغلمانب ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما …:لاقليزاغلما

ʿImrān’s chain of transmission complements the information provided by
the ijāzāt of Ibn al-Biṭrīq and ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid. ʿImrān explains
that hehad studied the text of Ibn al-Maghāzilīwithhis teacher Bahāʾ al-Dīn
al-Akwaʿ in theMadrasa al-Manṣūriyya in Ḥūth in Jumādā II 599/February–
March 1203, and that the latter had studied the text with ʿAlī b. Muḥammad
b. Ḥāmid in Mecca (where the latter evidently sojourned before he went to
Baghdad; see above). It can therefore safely be assumed that it was also in
Mecca that Bahāʾ al-Dīn al-Akwaʿ had studied Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmdawith ʿAlī
b. Muḥammad and that it was Bahāʾ al-Dīn who brought the ʿUmda and the
Manāqib from Mecca to Yemen transmitting them to his students. More-
over, according to ʿImrān, ʿAlī b. Muḥammad had studied the text of Ibn
al-Maghāzilī with Ibn al-Sharafiyya, possibly in al-Wāsiṭ.
Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn b. al-Mubārak b. Ibrāhīm b. Mu-

ḥammad b. Ibrāhīm al-Akwaʿ (alive in 627/1229–1230)34was one of the com-

34 Onhim, see Ibn Abi l-Rijāl,Maṭlaʿ al-budūr, vol. 3: 194–198 no. 581; al-Shahārī,
Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 2: 698–703 no. 416. His father Aḥmad and his son,
ʿAbd Allāh, were also renowned scholars. For the family of al-Akwaʿ, see al-Qāḍī
Ismāʿīl b. ʿAlī al-Akwaʿ, Hijar al-ʿilm wa-maʿāqiluhu fi l-Yaman 1–6 (Beirut | Dam-
ascus: Dār al-fikr [al-muʿāṣir], 1416/1995), vol. 4: 2110–2127 no. 403.—The Staats-
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panions of the Imām al-Manṣūr bi-llāh, who had studied with the latter
while also serving as a transmitter for him. When studying with al-Manṣūr
Rukn al-Dīn Sulaymān b. al-Nāṣir al-Suḥāmī’s (d. after 600/1203–1204)
Shams sharīʿat al-islām fī fiqh ahl al-bayt ʿalayhim al-salām35 from Rabīʿ
II 601/December 1204 onwards, Bahāʾ al-Dīn noted down al-Manṣūr bi-llāh’s
fatāwā, which the latter had issued while reading Shams al-sharīʿa. These
notes, which reach up to the Kitāb al-Kaffāra, are known as al-Ikhtiyārāt al-
manṣūriyya.36 It was al-Manṣūr bi-llāh who had dispatched Bahāʾ al-Dīn to
Mecca where the latter met ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid, and it is therefore
through Bahāʾ al-Dīn that al-Manṣūr transmits from ʿAlī b. Muḥammad.37
Apart from the Ikhtiyārāt al-manṣūriyya, Bahāʾ al-Dīn also composed al-
Akhbār al-arbaʿūn al-wasīla ilā rabb al-ʿālamīnmin faḍāʾil Amīr al-muʾminīn,
clearly an extract of Ibn al-Maghāzilī’sManāqib Amīr al-muʾminīn ʿAlī b. Abī
Ṭālib.38

bibliothek zu Berlin holds a collectivemanuscript containing writings of the Imām
al-Qāsimb. Ibrāhīm (MSGlaser 101, copied in Shaʿbān 544/1149) that had been stud-
ied by Bahāʾ al-Dīn; the manuscript contains several balāgh notes in his hand. For
a brief description of the codex, see Wilhelm Ahlwardt, Verzeichnis der arabischen
Handschriften der Königlichen Bibliothek zu Berlin 1–10 (Berlin: A.W. Schade, 1887–
1899 [repr. Hildesheim: Olms, 1980–1981]), vol. 4: 290f. no. 4876.

35 For thework and its author, see IbnAbi l-Rijāl,Maṭlaʿ al-budūr, vol. 2: 375–377
no. 642; al-Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 1: 478–481 no. 281; al-Sayyid
Aḥmad al-Ḥusaynī,Muʾallafāt al-zaydiyya 1–3 (Qum:Maktabat Āyat Allāh al-ʿUzmā
al-Marʿashī al-Najafī, 1413/1992–1993), vol. 2: 213 f. no. 2071. For extant manuscripts
of this text, see al-Wajīh, Aʿlām, 470–471 no. 466.

36 The work is extant in manuscript. Cf. al-Wajīh, Aʿlām, 653f. no. 680.
37 Cf. ʿAbd Allāh b. Ḥamza, al-Shāfī, vol. 1: 149 and passim.
38 Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmad al-Akwaʿ, al-Akhbār al-arbaʿūn al-wasīla ilā Rabb

al-ʿālamīn min faḍāʾil Amīr al-muʾminīn, ed. ʿAbd al-Salām b. ʿAbbās al-Wajīh (Am-
mān: Muʾassasat al-Imām Zayd b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 2003). At the beginning of the
text (13 f.) he mentions his chain of transmission in detail:

فیفعبیجنلالجلأاخیـشلانيبرخأدقف فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا

نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا ينعستوناثمةنـسروهشنمةجلحايذرهشفياللهاهسرحةكبماللههدیأنياعنصلا

منجنی󰏩اسشمهیقفلالماعلادحولأالجلأاماملإاخیـشلا󰈋برخأ:لاق،ةئماسخمو

نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحينسلحاوبأقطنلادیدسءمالعلاج󰈉ملاسلإا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا

قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا ليّلحايدسلأا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ردصرمعلماخیـشلانعةًءارقهدمجاللهفعاضليّلحا

وبأطساوبعمالجاردصيرقلمانی󰏩ا وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ ركبوبأ ركب ركب ركب ركب ركب ركب دبعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبركب دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع روصنمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنباللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهاللهدبع روصنم روصنم روصنم روصنم روصنم روصنم نارعمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبروصنم نارعم نارعم نارعم نارعم نارعم نارعم نيلاقابلانارعم نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا نيلاقابلا
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ʿAbdAllāhb. Zayd al-ʿAnsī opens themain text of the ʿUmda indicatinghis
ownchainof transmission linkinghim to the author of thework. Fromthis it
is evident that Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmad al-Akwaʿ had in turn transmitted
the work to his student Aḥmad b. Muḥammad Shuʿla (“Shuʿla al-Akwaʿ”)
who had then taught it to his student ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd, the copyist of
the present copy of the text who thus had the original Aleppo codex as
his immediate Vorlage. ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s isnād (f. 175b2–8 [Plate Five])
reads as follows:

دحمألمكالالماعلالضافلالجلأاخیـشلا󰈋برخأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ فورعلمادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما 󰏨عشبفورعلما 󰏨عشب 󰏨عشب 󰏨عشب 󰏨عشب 󰏨عشب 󰏨عشب ةًباتك󰏨عشب

ءابهلضافلاهیقفلا󰈋برخألاق|ةًزاجإو ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا فورعلماينسلحا فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما

󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈وانمعوكٔلا󰏧ً|برخألاق󰈋فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا

لاقةئامسخموينعستوناثمةنـسنمةجلحايذنمشرع|عباسفي󰏧ًوانم

نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحنيبرخأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنب|نسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا ليلحايدسلأا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا

ةًءارقةئامسخموينعستوتسةنـسنملىولأاىدماج|ةرغفيبلحةسورحبم

باتكلا|اذهلفنصلماوهو

The Ambrosiana Library in Milan possesses another manuscript of Ibn al-
Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda that adds additional information on the transmission of the
work among the Zaydīs of Yemen.39 The title page (f. 2a [Plate Nine]) indi-
cates title and author in the same way as in ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s copy of the
text:

يرقلما يرقلما يرقلما يرقلما يرقلما يرقلما يرقلما بيلالجادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحماللهدبعبيألدعلاضياقلانعيرقلما بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا اللههحمربيلالجا

بيلالجانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعينسلحابيألدعلاضياقلاهیبأنعلىاعت بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بيلالجا بیطلخابيلالجا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا

يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا فورعلمايعفاشلا فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما نب󰈈نب󰈈فورعلما 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈نب 󰈈ليزاغلمانب ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما يطساولاليزاغلما يطساولا يطساولا يطساولا يطساولا يطساولا يطساولا …لاقيطساولا

This chain of transmission shows that al-Akwaʿ had decided to compose an extract
of the traditions adduced by Ibn al-Maghāzilī as these have been collected in the
ʿUmda, and this despite the isnād that links him directly to Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s text.

39 C 96. Cf. Oscar Löfgren and Renato Traini, Catalogue of the Arabic Manu-
scripts of the Biblioteca Ambrosiana. Vol. II: Nuovo Fondo: Series A–D (Nos. 1–830)
(Vicenza: N. Pozza, 1981), 170 no. 352.
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ليع|يننمؤلمايرمأراربلأامامإبقانمفي|رابخلأاحاصحنویعفيةدمعلاباتک

فینصت|راهطلأاةئملأاهتیرذلىعوهیلعاللهلىص|رات󰏲اصيوبلاطبيأنب

ج󰈉|ملاسلإامنجنی󰏩اسشمهیقفلالضافلا|لماعلادحولأالجلأاماملإاخیـشلا

نسلحانبيىيح|ينسلحابيأملاسلاميهلعلوسرلالٓا|تيفمقطنلادیدسءمالعلا

فعاضليّلحايدسلأاقیرطبلانبدمحم|نبليعنبينسلحانب)اذک(نسلحانب

هدمجالله

Moreover, the text openswith the same isnād as givenby ʿAbdAllāh al-ʿAnsī,
indicating that thework had been transmitted from the author Ibn al-Biṭrīq
→ ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid al-Yamanī al-Ṣanʿānī → ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b.
al-Ḥusayn b. al-Mubārak al-Akwaʿ → Aḥmad b. Muḥammad Shuʿla (“Shuʿla
al-Akwaʿ”) (f. 2b [Plate Ten]):

دحمألضافلالماعلالجلأاخیـشلا󰈋برخأينعتـسنهبويمحرلانحمرلااللهمسب دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ

مسقلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحم مسقلا مسقلا مسقلا مسقلا مسقلا مسقلا عوکلأامسقلا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا عوکلأا ءابهماملإالضافلاهیقفلا󰈋برخألاقهیلعةًءارقعوکلأا ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا ليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا

دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنب دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا فورعلماينسلحا فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما عوکلا󰈈ٔفورعلما 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔوانم)شماهلافيةفاضإ،هنعاللهضير+(عوکلا󰏧ً

فیفع󰈋برخألاق فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا عباسفي󰏧ًوانمنياعنصلا

نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيح󰈋برخألاقةئامسخموينعستوناثمةنـسنمةجلحايذنمشرع

ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا ليّلحايدسلأا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا ليّلحا فيبلحةسورحبمليّلحا

اذهلفّنصلماوهوةءارقةئماسخموينعستوتّسةنـسنملىولأایدماجةرّغ

…باتکلا

The copy of the text is also divided into two volumes and the wording at the
end of Volume One (f. 137b [Plate Eleven]) is identical with the one given
in the codex transcribed by ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī. While the copyist of the
Ambrosiana manuscript is unknown, there is an additional note on f. 137b
in the hand of ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s older contemporary Ḥumayd b. Aḥmad
b. Muḥammad b. Aḥmad al-Muḥallī al-Ṣanʿānī (b. 582/1186, d. 652/1254),
another prominent Yemeni Zaydī scholar,40 stating that he had collated the

40 Onhim, see IbnAbi l-Rijāl,Maṭlaʿ al-budūr, vol. 2: 245–251 no. 520; al-Shahārī,
Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 1: 421–424 no. 247; al-Wajīh, Aʿlām, 407–410 no.
408; Ayman Fuʾād Sayyid, Sources, 127 f. no. 13.
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copywith the one thatwas read to Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmadb. al-Ḥusayn b.
al-Mubārak al-Akwaʿ, a task he had completed on 1 Shaʿbān 640/24 January
1243. Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī further mentions that he had studied the ʿUmda
with ʿAlī b. Aḥmad al-Akwaʿ and that he had received an ijāza from his
teacher for the work. The complete note reads as follows:

بيأنبليعراربلأامامإبقانمفيرابخلأاحاصحنویعنملولأاءزلجازنج

󰏳ٓاوهیلعاللهلىّص󰏳وقنياثلاءزلجافيهولتی|هملاسوهیلعاللهتاولصبلاط

دیـسلىعهتاولصوينلماعلابّر󰏯دلحماولعنلافصاخملاسلاهیلعليعللمّسو

ةخسنلالىعلبوق|هملاسوينمرکلماهبصحوينبیطلاهتیبلهألىعودمحمينلسرلما

هیقفلاوهوانلاهزاجأوهنعانیورنلمةعومسلماةخسنلاهيومابـشلانمةدراولا

ءابهلضافلا ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ غرفونكاملإاردقب󰏭ذحصحوهنعاللهضيردحمأ

دیحمباتکلا󰏭امبتکوةئ󰍢ـسوينعبرأةنـسنابعشلوأفيهنم دیحم دیحم دیحم دیحم دیحم دیحم دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدیحم دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ

ليلمحادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحم ليلمحا ليلمحا ليلمحا ليلمحا ليلمحا ليلمحا 󰏳ٓ.41اودمحم󰈋دیـسلىعاًیلصمو󰏳اونيمعملىعلىاعت󰏯اًدماحليلمحا

The wording of this note and the similarities between the two copies indi-
cate that both ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s copy and the one in the possession of
Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī had been transcribed from the original Aleppo codex
of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda—al-Muḥallī’s some time before 640/1243 by an un-
known scribe, and al-ʿAnsī’s in 644/1246. Moreover, while al-Muḥallī had
studied the work directly with Bahāʾ al-Dīn al-Akwaʿ, ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī,
who was some ten to fifteen years younger than al-Muḥallī, had an addi-
tional intermediary, namely Shuʿla al-Akwaʿ.
The Maktabat Āl al-Wazīr in Hijrat al-Sirr holds another copy of Ibn al-

Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda transcribed in the 7th/13th or 8th/14th century, comprising
the two volumes of the text. At the end of Volume One Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ijāza
for ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid al-Yamanī al-Ṣanʿānī “copied from the auto-
graph” ( fī nuskha ʿalayhā khaṭṭ al-muṣannif Yaḥyā b. al-Ḥasan) is found. It
is evident that this copy also originated (directly or indirectly) from the
Aleppo codex.42

41 See also the title page (f. 2a [Plate Nine]) where al-Muḥallī is identified as
the owner of the codex.

42 Cf. ʿAbd Allāh Muḥammad al-Ḥibshī, Fihris makhṭūṭāt baʿḍa l-maktabāt al-
khāṣṣa fi l-Yaman (London: Furqān Foundation, 1994), 67 no. 121; al-Wajīh,Maṣādir,
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Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda and/or Ibn al-Maghāzilī’sManāqibwere widely trans-
mitted among the scholars of Yemen through Bahāʾ al-Dīn al-Akwaʿ. Apart
from al-Manṣūr bi-llāh,43Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī, Aḥmad b.Muḥammad Shuʿla

vol. 2: 370f. no. 23. The manuscript was inaccessible to the present authors. Al-
Ḥibshī’s assumption that the manuscript had been copied in 596ah is clearly mis-
taken, as is evident on the basis of themore detailed description of themanuscript
given by al-Wajīh.—The libraries of Yemen possess additional copies of the work,
most of which have been copied at a later stage: (i) MS al-Maktaba al-Sharqiyya
no. 446, copy dated 17 Rajab 1086/7 October 1675; cf. Aḥmad ʿAbd al-Razzāq al-
Ruqayḥī, ʿAbd al-Allāh al-Ḥibshī and ʿAlī Wahhāb al-Ānsī, Fihrist Makhṭūṭāt Mak-
tabat al-Jāmiʿ al-kabīr Ṣanʿāʾ 1–4 ([Ṣanʿāʾ:] Wizārat al-awqāf wa-l-irshād, 1404/1984),
vol. 1: 413; cf. also Qāʾima bi-l-makhṭūṭāt al-ʿarabiyya al-muṣawwara bi-l-mīkrūfīlm
min al-Jumhūriyya al-ʿarabiyya al-yamaniyya (Cairo: Maṭbaʿat Dār al-kutub, 1967),
30 (MF 2192); (ii) MS al-Maktaba al-gharbiyya no. 2664, dated Muḥarram 1052/
April–May 1642; cf. AḥmadMuḥammad ʿĪsawī, [et al.], Fihris al-makhṭūṭāt al-Yama-
niyya li-Dār al-Makhṭūṭāt wa-l-Maktaba al-Gharbiyya bi-l-Jāmiʿ al-Kabīr, Ṣanʿāʾ 1–2
(Qum: Maktabat Samāḥat Āyat Allāh al-ʿUẓmā al-Marʿashī al-Najafī al-Kubrā | al-
Khizāna al-ʿālamiyya li-l-makhṭūṭāt al-islāmiyya | Markaz al-wathāʾiq wa-l-tārīkh
al-diblūmāsī | Wizārat al-Khārijiyya li-l-Jumhūriyya al-islāmiyya al-Īrāniyya, 1426/
2005), vol. 2: 1518; (iii) MSMaktabat Muḥammad b. Qāsim al-Wajīh, undated codex
that also contain Jawāhir al-ʿiqdayn fī faḍāʾil al-sharafayn of Nūr al-Dīn al-Samhūdī
al-Shāfiʿī (d. 911/1505–1506) (published in 2 vols., Baghdad: Wizārat al-awqāf wa-l-
shuʾūn al-dīniyya, 1984–1987); the codexwas available at the time of al-Miswarī and
al-Manṣūr bi-llāh al-Qāsim b. Muḥammad b. ʿAlī and his son al-Muʾayyad bi-llāh
Muḥammad, with a balāgh note of al-Miswarī. cf. al-Wajīh,Maṣādir, vol. 2: 629; (iv)
MS ʿAbd al-Raḥmān Shāyim, a codex containing al-Ḥākim al-Jishumī’s Tanbīh al-
ghāfilīn (copied in 1051/1641–1642) and Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda; cf. al-Wajīh,Maṣādir,
vol. 2: 97. Initially the codex also contained Shawāhid and may very well have
been copied from the al-ʿAnsī codex. Moreover, (v) another old, though undated
manuscript of VolumeTwoof the text of Yemenite origin is preserved in theAmbro-
siana Library, MS F245; cf. Löfgren and Traini, Catalogue of the Arabic manuscripts
in theBibliotecaAmbrosiana:Nuovo fondo, series F, 123 no. 1538. It is unclearwhether
it had been copied in Yemen or elsewhere. (vi) The Staatsbibliothek zu Berlin
also holds a manuscript of Yemeni provenance (MS Glaser 24) containing excerpts
of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda that was compiled in 1149/1736; cf. Ahlwardt, Verzeich-
nis, vol. 9: 220f. no. 9687. The manuscript has been edited as “Ibṭāl shubah al-
mutaʾawwilīn li-naṣṣ wilāyat Amīr al-muʾminīn li-muʾallif majhūl,” ed. Muḥammad
al-Kāẓim,Mīrāth-i ḥadīth-i shīʿa, eds. Mahdī Mihrīzī and ʿAlī Ṣadrāyī Khūyī (Qum:
Markaz TaḥqīqātDār al-Ḥadīth, 1380[/2001]), vol. 6: 83–104. On this edition, see also
Ḥasan Anṣārī, “Abu l-Qāsim al-Bustī u Kitābī mansūb beh Ibn Biṭrīq,” Kitāb-i māh-i
dīn 53–54 (1380–1381[/2001–2002]): 68.

43 According to Muḥammad b. al-Mutawakkil ʿalā llāh al-Muṭahhar b. Yaḥyā b.
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(to whom he issued an ijāza in 627/1229–1230),44 and ʿImrān b. al-Ḥasan
al-Shatawī al-ʿUdhrī, Bahāʾ al-Dīn is known to have taught the work(s) to
his son, ʿAbd Allāh b. ʿAlī b. Aḥmad45 and to ʿAlī b. Ḥumayd b. Aḥmad b.
al-Walīd al-Qurashī (d. 635/1237–1238).46 He also taught Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s
Manāqib to Muḥyī al-Dīn Muḥammad (or: Ḥumayd) b. Aḥmad b. ʿAlī b. al-
Walīd al-Qurashī al-Anf (d. 623/1226),47 to al-Mufaḍḍal b. ʿAlī b. al-Muẓaffar

al-Muṭahhar b. al-Qāsim (d. 728/1327–1328), he transmits theManāqib Ibn al-Mag-
hāzilī through his father who in turn transmits from al-Manṣūr bi-llāh. See al-
Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 2: 1072f. no. 678.

44 Cf. al-Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 2: 698–703 no. 416. Both
works are also explicitly mentioned by Shuʿla al-Akwaʿ in his ijāza for ʿAbd Allāh
al-ʿAnsī. See also our forthcoming “Transmission of Knowledge in 7th/13th century
Yemen: The case of ʿAbdAllāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī”.Moreover, the Imāmal-Mahdī li-Dīn
Allāh Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn b. al-Qāsim (d. 656/1258) had also studied the ʿUmda
with Shuʿla; cf. our “The literary-religious tradition,” §7 (Arabic text).

45 ʿAbdAllāh, in turn, transmitted the ʿUmda tohis studentBadr al-DīnMuḥam-
mad b. Sulaymān b. Aḥmad b. Muḥammad b. Aḥmad b. Muḥammad b. Aḥmad
b. ʿAlī b. al-Ḥasan al-maʿrūf bi-bn Abi l-Rijāl (d. 730/1329–1330), one of the promi-
nent Zaydī scholars during his lifetime. Cf. al-Shahārī,Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyyaal-kubrā,
vol. 2: 972f. no. 615; cf. ibid., vol. 2: 618 f. no. 373.

46 He is the son ofMuḥyī al-Dīn Ibn al-Walīd al-Qurashī al-Anf (d. 623/1226) (cf.
al-Wajīh,Aʿlām, 677f. no. 713) and author of Shamsal-akhbār al-muntaqāmin kalām
al-Nabī al-mukhtār, a work in which he includes his chain of transmission for this
work as follows (cf. our forthcoming Licence to transmit. The spread ofMuʿtazilī and
Zaydī thought as documented in ijāzas. Volume Two: Yemen up to the Imām Yaḥyā
b. Ḥamza (d. 749/1348–1349), Text 4):

دحولأالجلأاماملإاخیـشلافینصترابخلأاحاصحنویعفيةدمعلاباتک󰏭ذنمو

ينسلحانبنسلحانبيىيحينسلحابيأملاسلإارفخنی󰏩اسشمهیقفلالضافلالماعلا

لجلأاهیقفلانيبرخأاموه󰏭ذفيقیرطلاوليّلحايدسلأاقیرطبلادمحمنبليعنب

ءابهلضافلا ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا فورعلماينسلحا فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما عوکلا󰈈ٔفورعلما 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔعوکلا 󰈈ٔوانمعوکلا󰏧ًةنـسنمةدمفي

فیفع󰈋برخألاقثوبحةیروصنلماةسردلم󰈈ةئماسخموينعستوعست فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا

دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحم دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا ناثمةنـسنمةجّلحايذنمشرععباسفي󰏧ًوانمنياعنصلا

ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيح󰈋برخألاقةئماسخموينعستو ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا فّنصلماينسلحا فّنصلما فّنصلما فّنصلما فّنصلما فّنصلما فّنصلما هیلعاللهلىّصبينلاهبغلبیفّنصلما

.لمّسو󰏳ٓالىعو

47 Cf. the isnād for Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s Manāqib as given in Ibn al-Walīd’s al-

Downloaded from Brill.com 10/11/2024 11:43:43AM
via Princeton University Library



178 H. Ansari, S. Schmidtke / Journal of Islamic Manuscripts 4 (2013) 158–198

al-ʿAlawī al-ʿAbbāsī (p. 330f.) and toal-qāḍīManṣūr b. Ismāʿīl b.Qāsimal-Ṭāʾī
(p. 330f.).48
Among Bahāʾ al-Dīn’s contemporaries and students, the impact of Ibn

al-Biṭrīq as a transmitter of Sunnī ḥadīths and specifically of his ʿUmda is
most visible in al-Manṣūr bi-llāh’s works. In his Sharḥ al-Risāla al-nāfiʿa bi-
l-adilla al-wāqiʿa fī tabyīn al-Zaydiyya wa-madhāhibihim, al-Manṣūr quotes
180 Sunnī traditions from Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda, so that the workmay in fact
be considered an extract of the ʿUmda.49 The ʿUmda also had significant
impact on al-Manṣūr’s Kitāb al-Shāfī. This is evident from al-Manṣūr’s pre-
sentation of his chains of transmission for the various Sunnī sources50 that

Jawāb al-nāṭiq al-ṣādiq bi-ḥall al-shubahKitāb al-Fāʾiq fīmā khālafa fīhi Ibn al-Malā-
ḥimī madhāhib al-Zaydiyya fi l-imāma, ed. Fayṣal ʿAwn (Cairo: Dār al-Āfāq al-ʿara-
biyya, 2010), 122 (we thank Gregor Schwarb for having made this edition available
to us). For evidence that Ibn al-Walīd had his own copy of theManāqib, see Ibn al-
Maghāzilī,Manāqib, 330; MS Marʿashī ʿaksī 187, p. 157 [Plate Sixteen]. On Ibn al-
Walīd al-Qurashī, see our “Muʿtazilismafter ʿAbdal-Jabbār (d. 415/1025): AbūRashīd
al-Nīsābūrī’s KitābMasāʾil al-khilāf fī l-uṣūl”.

48 Cf. the following two ijāzas as quoted in Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s Manāqib, 330f.;
see alsoMSMarʿashī ʿaksī 187, p. 157 [Plate Sixteen] The text here is given accord-
ing to the manuscript:

يننمؤلمايرمأليونی󰏩اماظنيرملأادیـسلالجلأايرملألتزجأدقبيـسحالله

هیورینأ،ليزاغلمانبلابقانلماباتكسيابعلايولعلارّفظلمانبليعنبلضّفلما

نبدحمأنبليعهبتكو،󰏭ذهتلو󰈋و،عماسّلاطوشربحیحصلاهجولالىعنيّع

󰏭ذتزجا󰏭ٔذكوةئ󰍢ـسوشرعنيثاةنـسروهشنمةجّلحارهشفيعوكٔلااينسلحا

تقولافيحیحصلاهجولالىعئياطلاسماقنبلیعماسإنبروصنملجلأاضياقلل

.󰏳ٓاودمحملىعاللهلىّصوملاسلاوخرّؤلما

49 Kitāb al-Risāla al-nāfiʿa bi-l-adilla al-wāqiʿa fī tabyīn al-Zaydiyya wa-madhā-
hibihimwa-dhikr faḍāʾil Amīr al-muʾminīn ʿalayhi l-salāmwa-taqrīr adilla ʿalā l-Imā-
miyya wa-sunan man kharaja ʿan al-Shīʿa al-muḥiqqīn min al-Imāmiyya wa-l-Bāṭi-
niyya wa-l-Muṭarrifiyya, in Majmūʿ rasāʾil al-Imām al-Manṣūr bi-llāh ʿAbd Allāh b.
Ḥamza, ed. ʿAbd al-Salāmb. ʿAbbās al-Wajīh (McLean, VA:Muʾassasat al-ImāmZayd
b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 1422/2002), vol. 1: 381–491. The editor traces each ḥadīth in Ibn
al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda in the annotation.

50 Al-Shāfī, vol. 1: 149–179 (as a rule al-Manṣūr refrains from explicitly mention-
ing the ʿUmda); vol. 3: 392. Here al-Manṣūr states:
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not only go in each case through Ibn al-Biṭrīq but is alsomodelled on the lat-
ter’s presentation of his asānīd at the beginning of the ʿUmda.51 Ibn al-Biṭrīq
also serves al-Manṣūr as a principal source in his al-ʿIqd al-thamīn, a book
that is directed against the Imāmiyya. Despite its polemical character, al-
Manṣūr referred to Ibn al-Biṭrīqwhenever hementions Sunnī sources about
the faḍāʾil of the imams.52 The transmission through Ibn al-Biṭrīq is also sig-

ءابههیقفلانيبرخأو ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع󰈋برخأ:لاقةًءارقثم󰏧ًوانماللههدعسأنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح

نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيح󰈋برخأ:لاق؛ةئماسخموينعستوناثمةنـسةجلحايذشرععباسفي󰏧ًوانم

نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا ينعستوتسةنـسبلبحيدسلأا

…هكلباتكللفنصلماوهو،ةًءارقةئماسخمو

Specifically for Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s Manāqib, al-Manṣūr also mentions the alterna-
tive isnād via Ibn al-Sharafiyya (al-Shāfī, vol. 1: 172 f.):

نمو نمو نمو نمو نمو نمو نمو دانـسا󰏭ٕذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذ󰏭ذنمو دانـسإ دانـسإ دانـسإ دانـسإ دانـسإ دانـسإ باتكدانـسإ باتك باتك باتك باتك باتك باتك بقانلماباتك بقانلما بقانلما بقانلما بقانلما بقانلما بقانلما نبلانبلابقانلما نبلا نبلانبلانبلا نبلا ليزاغلمانبلا ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ليزاغلما ءابهدهازلالجلأاهیقفلا󰈋برخأ:ليزاغلما ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا

دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا عوكٔلااينسلحا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا ينعستوعستةنـسلىولأاىدماجرهشفي󰏧ًوانمعوكٔلاا

دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليع󰈋برخأ:لاق،ةئماسخمو دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نياعنصلادماح نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نييملانياعنصلا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا فياللهاهسرحةكبمنييملا

،󰏧وانمةئماسخموينعستوناثمةنـسروهشرخٓاةجلحايذرهشنمىطسولاشرعلا

وبا󰈋ٔبرخأ:لاق وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا سراوفلابيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا ةیفشرلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبسراوفلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا رمعلماخیـشلا󰈋برخأ:لاق،ةیفشرلا

لماجضياقلاو،يرقلمانيلاقابلانبركبوبأطساوبعمالجاردصيرقلمانی󰏩اردص

نبنسلحانبيمركلاةبهنی󰏩ازعلدعلاضياقلاو،راطعلانباللهةمعننی󰏩ا

ةنـسبجربصلأااللهرهشفيهاورلىاعتاللههحمرشنابحنبليعنبجرفلا

دمحمنبليعنبدمحماللهدبعوبأضياقلا󰈋برخأ:اولاق،ةئماسخموينعبـسوىدحإ

دمحمنبليعنسلحاوبألدعلابيأنيبرخأ:لاقلىاعتاللههحمربيلاّلجابیطلانب

.لىاعتاللههحمرفنصلمابیطلخابيلاّلجا
51 Ibn al-Biṭrīq, ʿUmda, ed. Qum 1407[/1986–1987], 18–24.
52 See, e.g., al-ʿIqd al-thamīn fī aḥkām al-aʾimma al-hādīn, ed. ʿAbd al-Salām b.

ʿAbbās al-Wajīh (McLean, VA: Muʾassasat al-Imām Zayd b. ʿAlī al-thaqāfiyya, 1421/
2001), 71 f. where he provides the following isnād:

ءابهلضافلالجلأاهیقفلا󰈋برخأ ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا فورعلماينسلحا فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما فورعلما عوكٔلا󰈈فورعلما 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈عوكٔلا 󰈈فيعوكٔلا

فیفع󰈋برخأ:لاق󰏧ًوانمةئماسخموينعستوعستةنـسنمةدم فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا
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nificant in the chapter devoted to al-aḥādīth fi l-Mahdī ʿalayhi al-salām53

where al-Manṣūr’s principal source is Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s otherwise lost Kashf al-
makhfī fī manāqib al-Mahdī.54 Another Yemenī scholar to use Ibn al-Biṭrīq
extensively is Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī in hisMaḥāsin al-azhār fī manāqib imām
al-abrār wa-wālid al-aʾimma al-aṭhār al-Imām Amīr al-muʾminīn ʿAlī b. Abī
Ṭālib ʿalayhi al-salām.55 The author indicates his chain of transmission for
Sunnī materials as Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī ← Bahāʾ al-Dīn Abu l-Ḥasan ʿAlī b.
Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn ← ʿAfīf al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid al-Yamanī
al-Ṣanʿānī ←Yaḥyā b. al-Ḥasan b. al-Ḥusayn b. ʿAlī b.Muḥammad al-Biṭrīq al-
Asadī al-Ḥillī …56Ḥumayd also transmits Ibn al-Maghāzilī’sManāqib using

دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا ينعستوناثمةنـسنمةجلحايذنمشرععباسفي󰏧ًوانمنياعنصلا

نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيح󰈋برخأ:لاقةئماسخمو نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا

ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ليلحا ةًءارقةئماسخموينعستوتسةنـسنملىولأاىدماجةرغفيبلحةسورحبمليلحا

…لاق
53 Al-ʿIqd al-thamīn, 204–217.
54 Cf. Anṣārī, “Zaydiyya,” 156f. On Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s Kashf, see also Kohlberg, A

Medieval Scholar, 213 f. no. 258. On the basis of the quotations of the work in al-
Manṣūr’s al-ʿIqd al-thamīn, Muḥammad Riḍā al-Ḥusaynī al-Jalālī has reconstructed
the work (“al-Ṭarīq ilā istikhrāj kitāb mafqūd li-bn al-Biṭrīq,” ʿUlūm al-ḥadīth 13
(1425[/2004–2005]): 177–228).

55 Ed. Muḥammad Bāqir al-Maḥmūdī (Qum: Majmaʿ iḥyāʾ al-thaqāfa al-islā-
miyya, 1422[/2001–2002]).

56 Maḥāsin, 96f. (see also ibid., 305):

ءابهلضافلاهیقفلا󰈋برخأو ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا وبأنی󰏩ا وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا اللهضيرينسلحا

فیفع󰈋برخأ:لاق،󰏧ًوانموةًزاجإهنع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا

󰈋برخأ:لاق،ةئامسخموينعستوناثمةنـسنمةجّلحايذنمشرععباسفي󰏧ًوانم

نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيح نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا ينسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا قیرطبلادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبينسلحا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا قیرطبلا يدسلأاقیرطبلا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا يدسلأا بيللحايدسلأا بيللحا بيللحا بيللحا بيللحا بيللحا بيللحا ةسورحبمبيللحا

:لاق،هیلعةًءارقةئامسخموينعستوتّسةنـسنملىولأاىدماجةرّغفيبلح

ينلطسلابيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحيىيحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحملّج󰈇دیّـسلاخیـشلا󰈋برخأ ينلطسلا ينلطسلا ينلطسلا ينلطسلا ينلطسلا ينلطسلا نباينلطسلا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا نبا ظعاولانبا ظعاولا ظعاولا ظعاولا ظعاولا ظعاولا ظعاولا ظعاولا

يدادغبلا يدادغبلا يدادغبلا يدادغبلا يدادغبلا يدادغبلا يدادغبلا دحمأيرلخابيأهیقفلانعةئامسخموينناثموسخمةنـسرفصفييدادغبلا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ

لیعماسا لیعماسا لیعماسا لیعماسا لیعماسا لیعماسا لیعماسا فسوینبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبلیعماسا فسوی فسوی فسوی فسوی فسوی فسوی نيیوزقلافسوی نيیوزقلا نيیوزقلا نيیوزقلا نيیوزقلا نيیوزقلا نيیوزقلا يعفاشلانيیوزقلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا يعفاشلا نمنابعشفيدادغببةیماظنلاةنیدبمسرّدلمايعفاشلا

…ةئامسخموينعبـسةنـس
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the alternative chain of transmission through Ibn al-Sharafiyya: Ḥumayd al-
Muḥallī ← Bahāʾ al-Dīn Abu l-Ḥasan ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn al-Akwaʿ
← ʿAfīf al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid al-Yamanī al-Ṣanʿānī ← ʿAlī b.
Abi l-Fawāris Ibn al-Sharafiyya …57 Al-Manṣūr bi-llāh al-Ḥasan b. Badr al-
Dīn Muḥammad b. Aḥmad58 also quotes both Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda and
Ibn al-Maghāzilī’s Manāqib extensively in his Kitāb Anwār al-yaqīn fī imā-
mat Amīr al-muʾminīn, composed in 638/1240–1241. Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s impact
remains significant over the following centuries, as is visible in the Kitāb al-
Iʿtiṣām bi-ḥabl Allāh al-matīn wa-ḥurmat al-tafarruq fi l-dīn of al-Manṣūr bi-
llāh al-Qāsimb.Muḥammadb. ʿAlī al-Ḥasanī al-Ṣanʿānī (d. 1029/1620)where
he is widely cited.59 Moreover, al-Ḥasan b. al-Qāsim b. al-Muʾayyad bi-llāh
(d. 1156/1743) is also known to have studied the work.60

57 Maḥāsin, 44 f. (cf. also ibid, 75f.):

ءابهدها󰏱الماعلادهازلالّجلأاهیقفلاهب󰈋برخأ ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه ءابه نی󰏩اءابه نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا وبأنی󰏩ا وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا دحمأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليّعليّعليّعليّعليّعليّعليّعليّعنسلحا دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ دحمأ نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدحمأ

ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا ينسلحا عوكٔلااينسلحا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا عوكٔلاا فیفعانثدّح:لاقةزاجإو󰏧وانمهنعاللهضىرعوكٔلاا فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع فیفع نی󰏩افیفع نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا دمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنی󰏩ا

دماحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنب دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح دماح نييملادماح نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نييملا نياعنصلانييملا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا نياعنصلا وباانثدّحلاقنياعنصلا وبا وبا وبا وبا وبا وبا نسلحاوبا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا سراوفلابيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا سراوفلا رازنبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأبيأنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبسراوفلا رازن رازن رازن رازن رازن رازن نبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبرازن

ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا ةیفشرلا نی󰏩ازّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعزّعلدعلالّجلأاضياقلاانثدح:لاقةیفشرلا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا نی󰏩ا ةبهنی󰏩ا ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه ةبه يمركلاةبه يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا يمركلا نسلحانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبيمركلا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا جرفلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنسلحا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا جرفلا

شنابحنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنب شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح شنابح ،ةئماسخموينعبـسوىدحإةنـسفيبجرصمّلأا󰏰َّارهشفياللههحمرشنابح

وبأضياقلايدّجنئابنأ:لاق وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ دبعوبأ دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع دبع 󰏰َّادبع 󰏰َّا 󰏰َّا 󰏰َّا 󰏰َّا 󰏰َّا 󰏰َّا بیطلانبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحم󰏰َّا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بیطلا بيلاّلجابیطلا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا هحمربيلاّلجا

وبألدعلابيأنيبرخأ:لاقالله وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ وبأ نسلحاوبأ نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا نسلحا بيلاّلجادمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمدمحمنبنبنبنبنبنبنبنبليعليعليعليعليعليعليعليعنسلحا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بيلاّلجا بیطلخابيلاّلجا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا بیطلخا …بیطلخا

Cf. also Ḥumayd al-Muḥallī, al-Ḥadāʾiq al-wardiya fī manāqib aʾimmat al-Zaydiyya,
ed. al-Murtaḍā b. Zayd al-Maḥaṭwarī Ḥasanī (Ṣanʿāʾ: MaktabatMarkaz Badr al-ʿilmī
wa-l-thaqāfī, 2002), vol. 1: 8, 20f.

58 He is the brother of Sharaf al-Dīn al-Ḥusaynb. Badr al-Dīn (d. 663/1264–1265),
the author of Kitāb Yanābiʿ al-naṣīḥa fī l-ʿaqāʾid al-ṣaḥīḥa (Ṣanʿāʾ: Dār al-ḥikma al-
yamaniyya, 1418/1998). For Anwār al-yaqīn, which is extant in manuscript, see al-
Ḥusaynī,Muʾallafāt, vol. 1: 176 no. 474.

59 Qāsim b. Muḥammad b. ʿAlī, al-Iʿtiṣām bi-ḥabl Allāh al-matīn wa-ḥurmat al-
tafarruq fī l-dīn bi-mā sharaʿahu Subḥānahu wa-Taʿālā fī Kitābihi al-Dhikr al-mubīn
wa-ʿalā lisān Rasūlihi Muḥammad Khātam al-Nabīʾīn … wa-yalīhi Kitāb Anwār al-
tamām fī tatimmat al-Iʻtiṣām li-Aḥmad ibnYūsuf Zabāra (Ṣanʿāʾ: Maktabat al-Yaman
al-Kubrā, 1987), vol. 1: 45, 144. On the author, a Zaydī imām and founder of the
Qāsimī dynasty, see al-Wajīh, Aʿlām, 777–782 no. 839.

60 Cf. al-Shahārī, Ṭabaqāt al-zaydiyya al-kubrā, vol. 1: 325f. no. 184.
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①= Ibn al-Maghāzilī (d. 483/1090)
(author ofManāqib ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib)

② = Abu l-Ḥasan ʿAlī b. Muḥammad
b. al-Ḥasan b. Abī Nizār Ibn al-
Sharafiyya al-Wāsiṭī

③ = Abu l-Ḥusayn Shams al-Dīn
Yaḥyā b. al-Ḥasan b. al-Ḥusayn
al-Asadī al-Ḥillī (“Ibn al-Biṭrīq”)
(d. 600/1203–1204 or 601/1204–1205)
(author of ʿUmdat ʿuyūn ṣiḥāḥ
al-akhbār)

④ = ʿAfīf al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Muḥammad b.
Ḥāmid al-Yamanī al-Ṣanʿānī

⑤ = Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b.
al-Ḥusayn b. al-Mubārak b. Ibrāhīm
b. Muḥammad b. Ibrāhīm al-Akwaʿ
(alive in 627/1229–1230)

⑥ = ʿAbd Allāh b. ʿAlī b. Aḥmad b.
al-Ḥasan al-Akwaʿ (son of Bahāʾ
al-Dīn al-Akwaʿ)

⑦ = al-Manṣūr bi-llāh ʿAbd Allāh b.
Ḥamza (d. 614/1217)

⑧ = Ḥumayd b. Aḥmad b. Muḥammad
b. Aḥmad al-Muḥallī al-Ṣanʿānī (b.
582/1186, d. 652/1254)

⑨ = Aḥmad b. Muhammad Shuʿla
(Shuʿla al-Akwaʿ)

⑩ = ʿImrān b. al-Ḥasan b. Nāṣir al-
Shatawī al-ʿUdhrī (d. after 630/1232–
1233)

⑪ = ʿAlī b. Ḥumayd b. Aḥmad b. al-
Walīd al-Qurashī (d. 635/1237–1238)

⑫ = Badr al-Dīn Muḥammad b.
Sulaymān b. Aḥmad b. Muḥammad
b. Aḥmad b. Muḥammad b. Aḥmad
b. ʿAlī b. al-Ḥasan al-maʿrūf bi-bn Abi
l-Rijāl (d. 730/1329–1330)

⑬ = al-Mutawakkil ʿalā llāh al-Muṭah-
har b. Yaḥyā b. al-Muṭahhar b. al-
Qāsim

⑭ = ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī (b.
593/1196–1197, d. Shaʿbān 667/April
1268)

⑮ =Muḥammad b. al-Mutawakkil
ʿalā llāh al-Muṭahhar b. Yaḥyā b. al-
Muṭahhar b. al-Qāsim (d. 728/1327–
1328)

⑯ = Imām al-Mahdī li-Dīn Allāh
Aḥmad b. al-Ḥusayn b. al-Qāsim
(d. 656/1258)

⑰ = the unknown scribe of MS Ambro-
siana C 96.

⑱ =Muḥyī al-Dīn Muḥammad (or:
Ḥumayd) b. Aḥmad b. ʿAlī b. al-Walīd
al-Qurashī al-Anf (d. 623/1226)

⑲ = al-Mufaḍḍal b. ʿAlī b. al-Muẓaffar
al-ʿAlawī al-ʿAbbāsī (p. 330f.)

⑳ = al-qāḍīManṣūr b. Ismāʿīl b. Qāsim
al-Ṭāʾī (p. 330f.)
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Plate 1: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 42a. Beginning of ʿAbd Allāh
al-ʿAnsī’s copy of ʿUbayd Allāh al-Ḥaskānī’s Shawāhid

al-tanzīl li-qawāʿid al-tafḍīl fi l-āyāt al-nāzila fī ahl al-bayt.
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Plate 2: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 41b. Last page of ʿAbd Allāh b. Zayd al-ʿAnsī’s
copy of al-Ḥākim al-Jishumī’s Tanbīh al-ghāfilīn, concluded with a
colophon (lines 28–29) dated 13 Rabīʿ II 644/28 August 1246.
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Plate 3: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 174a. End of copy of ʿUbayd Allāh al-Ḥaskānī’s
Shawāhid al-tanzīl li-qawāʿid al-tafḍīl fi l-āyāt al-nāzila fī ahl al-bayt, with a
colophon by Muḥammad b. Asʿad dated 2 Shawwāl 644/10 February 1247.
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Plate 4: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 175a. Title page of ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s copy of Ibn
al-Biṭrīq’s al-ʿUmda fī ʿuyūn ṣiḥāḥ al-akhbār fī manāqib imām al-abrār.
Here, al-ʿAnsī names himself as the owner of the copy of the text.
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Plate 5: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 175b. Opening of ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s copy of
Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s al-ʿUmdawhere ʿAbd Allāh indicates his own
chain of transmission linking him to the author of the work.
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Plate 6: al-ʿAnsī Codex, f. 243b. Colophon concluding Part One of
ʿAbd Allāh al-ʿAnsī’s copy of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s al-ʿUmda and

announcing Part Two, written in alternating black and red lines.
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Plate 7: MS BSB, Munich, Cod. Arab. 1273, f. 152b. End of
Muḥammad b. Asʿad al-ʿAnsī’s copy of the Kitāb al-Maḥajja

al-bayḍāʾ fī uṣūl al-dīn, the opus magnum of his uncle ʿAbd Allāh
b. Zayd with colophon dated 20 Rabīʿ II 640/17 October 1242.
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Plate 8: MS BSB, Munich, Cod. Arab. 1286, f. 224b. End of
Muḥammad b. Asʿad al-ʿAnsī’s copy of the Kitāb al-Maḥajja

al-bayḍāʾ fī uṣūl al-dīn, the opus magnum of his uncle ʿAbd Allāh b.
Zayd with colophon dated 14 Rabīʿ II 641/1 October 1243.
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Plate 9: MS Ambrosiana, Milan, C 96, f. 2a. Title page
of a Yemenite manuscript of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda.
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Plate 10: MS Ambrosiana, Milan, C 96, f. 2b.
Opening of the text of Ibn al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda.
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Plate 11: MS Ambrosiana, Milan, C 96, f. 137b. End of Volume One of Ibn
al-Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda, containing a note in the hand of Ḥumayd b. Aḥmad b.

Muḥammad b. Aḥmad al-Muḥallī al-Ṣanʿānī (b. 582/1186, d. 652/1254), stating
that he had collated the copy with the one that was read to Bahāʾ al-Dīn ʿAlī

al-Akwaʿ, a task he had completed on 1 Shaʿbān 640/24 January 1243.
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Plate 12: MS Majlis 8981, title page. Copy of Ibn Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda.
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Plate 13: MS Majlis 8981, p. 245. Copy of Ibn Biṭrīq’s ʿUmda, end of text.
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Plate 14: MS Majlis 8981, p. 246. Copy of Ibn Biṭrīq’s
ʿUmda, end of text with barely readable balāgh.
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Plate 15: MS Marʿashī ʿaksī 187, p. 1. Ibn al-Maghāzilī al-Wāsiṭī’s
(d. 483/1090)Manāqib ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib, containing in the margin
(different hand) the text of the ijāza issued by Ibn al-Biṭrīq to ʿAlī
b. Muḥammad b. Ḥāmid and his “son” Yāqūt, followed by the other

ijāza issued by ʿAlī b. Muḥammad to Bahāʾ al-Dīn al-Akwaʿ.
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Plate 16: MS Marʿashī ʿaksī 187, p. 157. Ibn al-Maghāzilī al-Wāsiṭī’s
(d. 483/1090)Manāqib ʿAlī b. Abī Ṭālib. The transmitter of the
text, ʿImrān b. al-Ḥasan b. Nāṣir al-Shatawī al-ʿUdhrī (d. after
630/1232–1233), adds a colophon to his copy of theManāqib.
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