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Abstract

Ms Tehran, Danishgah-i Tihran 5396, a multitext codex dating to the eleventh/seven-
teenth century, includes a tract entitled Risalat al-hujja fi [-imama by the little-known
fifth/eleventh-century Imami theologian Abtu Yala Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza
al-Ja‘fari. The text is transmitted in two additional witnesses, and in both it is attributed
to al-Sharif al-Murtada (d. 436/1044). The tract was recently published as a work by
al-Murtada on the basis of one of these witnesses, which was believed to be a unique
copy. The present study discusses the scarce available data about Aba Ya‘la al-Ja‘fari
and shows that he, rather than al-Murtada, is the author of the tract, which circulated
under titles such as Risalat al-hujja fi l-imama and Masala fi bayan imamat al-a’imma
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al-ithnay ‘ashar ‘alayhim salawat Allah wa-l-mala@’ika wa-l-bashar. Finally, we present a
critical edition of the tract, one of the earliest extant Imam1 writings on the question

of the number of the imams, on the basis of all three witnesses.
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The Imami jurist and theologian Abu Yala Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza
(d. 16 Ramadan 463/17 June 1071),! a descendant of Jafar b. Abi Talib (d. 8/629),
hence his nisba al-Ja‘fari, was a student of al-Shaykh al-Mufid (336/947—
413/1022), and he eventually became al-Mufid’s successor in the latter’s majlis
al-tadris. Abu Ya‘la also studied with al-Sharif al-Murtada (355/967—436/1044),
and in this context he is primarily known for his copy of al-Murtada’s Amali (or
Ghurar), which he completed on 28 Jumada 1 413/29 August 1022.2 He is there-
fore regularly cited among the transmitters of al-Murtada’s Ghurar. Moreover,
together with Abui I-Abbas al-Najashi (d. 450/1058), the author of the K. al-Rijal,
and the jurist Sallar b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Daylami (d. 448/1057), Abt Ya‘la al-Jafart
performed the washing of al-Murtada’s body after his death.2 Abu Ya‘la’s dis-
cipleship with al-Murtada as well as the fact that he rather than al-Murtada
succeeded al-Mufid in the latter's majlis al-tadris indicates that Aba Yala
was considerably younger than al-Murtada: at the time of al-Mufid’s death,
al-Murtada already had his own majlis and had reached such an established

1 On him, see also Dairat al-ma‘arif-i buzurg-i islami, vol. 6, pp. 434—435 (Hassan Ansari);
Encyclopaedia Islamica, vol. 2, pp. 712—714 (Hassan Ansari).

2 See e.g. the title page of Ms San Lorenzo, El Escorial 1485, where Abu Yala’s copy of the Ghurar
is described as follows: nuskhat al-Sharif Abi Ya‘la Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza al-Jafart
rahimahu llah wa-kana khalifat al-Shaykh al-Mufid Abt Abd Allah Muhammad b. Muhammad
b. al-Nu‘man al-Harithi radiya llah ‘anhu wa-l-jalis makanahu wa-kataba bi-khattihi ft akhir
nuskhatihi min hadha [-kitab: hadha akhir majlis amlahu Sayyiduna adama llah ‘uluwwahu
thumma tashaghala bi-umur al-hajj. Wa-waqa‘a al-faragh minhu yawm al-khamis al-tamin
wa-l-ishriun min Jumada al-ula sanat thalathat ‘ashara wa-arba“mia. The date 28 Jumada 1
413 AH refers specifically to al-Ja‘farT’s copy, not to al-Murtada’s finalization of the book; this
is indicated by the space between the last word of the book (al-hajj) and the colophon. For
details, see Hassan Ansari and Sabine Schmidtke, Al—gary‘ al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought
in Context: An Archaeological Inquiry into Texts and Their Transmissions, Cordoba: UCOPress,
2022, part 1, chapter 1.4.

3 Al-Najashi, Rijal al-Najashi, ed. Musa al-Shubayr1 al-Zanjani, Qum: Mu’assasat al-Nashr
al-Islami al-Tabi‘a li-Jama‘at al-Mudarrisin, 1416/1995—96, p. 271.
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position that he was far too advanced in his career to take up the succession
of his former teacher, so the task fell to a scholar of the next generation. Aba
Ya‘la’s position as successor to al-Mufid should therefore not be regarded as
that of the ultimate authority for the Imamiyya at that time, because it was
undoubtedly al-Murtada who played this role after al-Mufid. Besides al-Mufid
and al-Murtada, Abu Ya‘la may also have studied with Aba ‘Abd Allah Husayn
b. ‘Ubayd Allah b. Ibrahim al-Ghad&'iri (d. 411/1020).4

The earliest source providing information about Abui Ya‘la’s biography is the
K. al-Rijal of his contemporary Abu I-Abbas al-Najashi.® Since the date of Aba
Ya‘la’s death is recorded in the K. al-Rijal as 463 AH, i.e. some thirteen years
after al-Najashi’s demise, some of the information in the entry, such as the
date of Abu Ya‘la’s death and the fact that he was buried in his own house,
was added to the text of the Rijal posthumously.® Al-Najashi describes Abii
Ya‘la as proficient in jurisprudence and theology (mutakallim fagih gayyim bi-
l-amrayn jami'an). Abu Ya‘la gained such a reputation that questioners from
near and far, including Sayda, Mawsil, Tarabulus, and al-H®'ir (i.e., Karbal®’),
would seek his advice on questions of jurisprudence and theology. This is indi-
cated by al-NajashT’s list of Abu Yala’s writings, which includes titles such as
Jawab al-masala al-warida min Sayda, Jawab masalat ahl al-Mawsil, Jawab
al-masa’il al-warida min Tarabulus, and Jawab al-masa’il al-warida min al-H@ir
‘ala sahibihi l-salam. The latter title has led to the tentative suggestion that Aba
Ya‘la might be the author of a popular tract of uncertain authorship concerned
with the possibility of the Prophet’s absent-mindedness during prayer, Jawab
Ahl al-Ha'ir ft sahw al-nabt ‘alayhi [-salam fi [-salat, which is sometimes errone-
ously attributed to al-Mufld or al-Murtada; however, this suggestion can safely
be rejected.” The other titles listed by al-Najashi indicate that many of Abu

4 See al-Shahid al-Awwal, Ghayat al-murad fi sharh nukat al-irshad, ed. Rida al-Mukhtarl
et al., Qum: Markaz al-Abhath wa-l-Dirasat al-Islamiyya, 1414/1993-94, vol. 1, p. 71; ‘Abd Allah
b. Isa al-Afandi al-Isfahani, Riyad al-ulama wa-hiyad al-fudal@, ed. Ahmad al-Husayni
al-Ishkawari, 6 vols, Qum: Maktabat Ayat Allah al-Mar‘ashi al-‘Amma, 1403 [1982-83], vol. 2,
p. 134. For Husayn b. ‘Ubayd Allah al-Ghad®’ir1, see Hassan Ansari, Limamat et loccultation
selon limamisme: Etude bibliographique et histoire des textes, Leiden: Brill, 2017, pp. 89—94
and passim.

5 Al-Najashi, Rijal, p. 404 no. 1070. An abbreviated version of al-Najashi’s entry is included
in Hasan b. Yasuf b. al-Mutahhar al-Hilll's Khulasat al-aqwal ft ma‘rifat al-rijal, [Qum]:
Mu’assasat Nashr al-Fagaha, 1417 [1996—97], p. 270 no. 977.

6 See also the remark by Agha Buzurg, Tabagat alam al-Shi‘a: al-Nabis fi l-qarn al-khamis, ed.
‘Ali Nagi Munzawi, Qum: Mw’assasat Isma‘iliyyan/Beirut: Dar Thya’ al-Turath al-‘Arabi, 2009,
p.159.

7 See Martin J. McDermott, The Theology of al-Shaikh al-Mufid (d. 413/1022), Beirut: Dar al-
Mashreq, 1978, p. 41. For a discussion of the tract and its possible author, see Ansari and
Schmidtke, Al—§anf al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, chapter 4.
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Ya‘la’s writings consisted of smaller epistles and responsa to individual queries
on jurisprudence (al-Masala fi awgat al-salat; Masala fi -mash ‘ala l-rijlayn;
Masuala fi l-‘agiga), theology (al-Mas'ala fi mawlid sahib al-zaman ‘alayhi l-salam;
al-Masala fi l-radd ‘ala l-ghulat; al-Mas'ala fi anna [-fa“al ghayr hadhihi
l-jumla; Mas'ala ft iman aba’ al-nabt ‘alayhi l-salam), and undetermined topics
(Ajwibat mas@il shatta fi funin min al-ilm). Interestingly, the title al-Masala
ft anna [fa“al ghayr hadhihi l-jumla indicates that on this important doctri-
nal question Abu Yala endorsed with the position of al-Shaykh al-Mufid
and the Bana Nawbakht, who accepted a reality of man that is beyond his
physical whole and thus immaterial, against the views of al-Murtada and
the Bahshamiyya.® Finally, al-Najashi mentions two works that were not yet
complete at the time of his writing and may have been more comprehensive
than Abu Ya‘la's other works, namely Kitab al-Takmila and al-Mujaz fi [-tawhid.
Whereas the latter may have been a theological summa, nothing is known
about the contents of the K. al-Takmila.

In the entry on Abu Yafla in his Ma@lim al-ulama’, Muhammad b. ‘Ali Ibn
Shahrashub (d. 588/1192) lists Abu Ya‘la Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza
al-Ja‘farl al-Talibithree writings by Abu Ya‘la, which have no parallel in
al-Najashi’s list, namely K. Nuzhat al-nazir wa-tanbih al-khatir, al-Nukat
ft l-imama, and Akhbar al-mukhtar.® There is an extant book with the title
K. Nuzhat al-nazir wa-tanbih al-khatir that was written by Abu ‘Abd Allah
al-Husayn b. Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Nasr al-Hulwani, who is also said to
have transmitted from al-Murtada.l® Al-Hulwani's Nuzhat al-nagir is a com-
pilation of the words of the Prophet and the Shi‘i imams, and in it al-Hulwani

8 For the views of al-Mufid, see McDermott, Theology, pp. 222—228; Hussein Ali Abdulsater,
“Traditionalist Spirits and Rationalist Bodies: The Concept of the Human Being in Early
Imami Theology”, Shii Studies Review 2 (2018), pp. 1-37. For a discussion of al-Murtada’s
position on the essence of man, see Hassan Ansari and Sabine Schmidtke, Imami Texts on
Doctrine and Legal Theory [in preparation]. On the various notions of the human being
among the mutakallimin, see also Josef van Ess, Theologie und Gesellschaft im 2. und
3. Jahrhundert Hidschra: Eine Geschichte des religiésen Denkens im frithen Islam, 6 vols,
Berlin: de Gruyter, 1991-1997, vol. 4, pp. 513-528.

9 Ibn Shahrashab, Ma‘alim al-‘ulama’, ed. Muhammad Sadiq Bahr al-‘Ulam, Beirut: Dar al-
Adwa, n.d., p. 101 no. 674 (Abu Ya'la Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza al-Ja‘fari al-Talibi).
See also Muhammad Muhsin Agha Buzurg al-Tihrani, al-Dhari‘a ila tasanif al-Shia,
25 vols, Beirut: Dar Ihya’ al-Turath al-‘Arabi, 1403-1406/1983-1986, vol. 24, p. 305 no. 1596
(al-Nukat fi l-imama).

10  Aba ‘Abd Allah al-Husayn b. Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Nasr al-Hulwani, who lived
in Karkh, transmitted a riwaya from al-Murtada that he had heard from the latter in
Ramadan 429/June—July 1038 in his house in Birkat Zulzul; see Abu Jafar Muhammad
b. Abi I-Qasim al-Tabari, Bisharat al-mustafa li-shi'at al-murtada, ed. Jawad al-Qayytmi
al-Isfahani, Qum: Mu’assasat al-Nashr al-Islami al-Tabi‘a li-Jama‘at al-Mudarrisin, 1422
[2001-2], p. 105.
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refers repeatedly to Abu Ya‘la al-Ja‘fari, who was apparently one of his shaykhs.!
It is possible that Ibn Shahrashiab erroneously attributed the book to Abu Yala
for this reason, although he also attributes the title to al-Hulwani in an entry
on him in his Ma'‘alim.1?

Moreover, ‘Abd al-Karim b. Ahmad Ibn Tawus’s (d. 693/1294) regular ref-
erences to Aba Yala al-Ja‘fari throughout his Farhat al-ghart suggest that he
possessed one or several works by Abu Ya‘la. He refers to them and occasion-
ally even cites them but refrains from identifying the material any further.'3

Abii Yala is also mentioned by some non-Shi‘i biographers. Ibn al-Athir
(d.630/1233) correctly lists him among the deceased of the year 463 AH, describ-
ing him as fagih al-Imamiyya.}* Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani (d. 852/1449) draws on
two different sources and as a result has two entries on Abu Ya‘la. Relying
on Ibn al-Najjar al-Baghdadi's (578—643/1183-1245) Dhay! Tarikh Baghdad
(which has come down to us in fragmentary form only),!® he gives the name
correctlyasMuhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza (d. Ramadan 463 AH) and praises
him as ahad a’immat al-Imamiyya wa-du‘atihim, adding that Abt Ya‘la was the
son-in-law of al-Shaykh al-Mufid (“siAr Ibn al-Nu‘man”). He then makes the
erroneous statement that Abui Ya‘la transmitted “from his son-in-law al-Mufid”
(rawa ‘an sihrihi al-mulaqqab bi-I-Mufid) and proceeds to mention two of his
students, the historian Gharasal-Ni‘ma Abul-Hasan Muhammadb. Hilal al-Sab1
(d. 480/1087-88), the author of al-Hafawat al-nadira, and Abu Mansur b.
Hamd.!® Ibn Hajar's second entry on Abu Yala is based on information

11 See also Agha Buzurg, Dhari@a, vol. 24, pp. 127-128 no. 638.

12 Ibn Shahrashib, Ma‘alim, p. 42 no. 273. See also Agha Buzurg, Dhari‘a, vol. 24, p. 128 no. 639.
It is worth noting that in his Mustadrak al-Wasa’il, Tehran, 1331/1913, vol. 3, pp. 327—328,
under the entry for Nuzhat al-nazir, Mirza Husayn Nuri Tabarsi (d. 1302/1902) attributes
the book to Abti Yala al-Jafari without making any reference to al-Hulwani.

13 ‘Abd al-Karim Ibn Tawas, Farhat al-ghari fi ta‘yin qabr Amir al-mwminin Al b. Abi Talib
alayhi [-salam fi -Najaf, ed. Muhammad Mahdi Najaf, Karbala’: al-‘Ataba al-Alawiyya al-
Mugqaddasa, 1431/2010, pp. 116, 194, 237, 242, 265, 306.

14 See ‘Izz al-Din Abti I-Hasan ‘Ali b. Abi -Karam Muhammad Ibn al-Athir, al-Kamil fi [-tarikh,
[ed. Thsan ‘Abbas], Beirut: Dar Sadir, 1399/1979, vol. 10, pp. 68-69. It is noteworthy that
in some manuscripts Aba Ya‘la’s name is rendered Muhammad b. al-Husayn b. Hamza,
whereas in others he appears correctly as Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza; see ibid.,
p. 68 n. 5. “Muhammad b. al-Husayn b. Hamza” is also found in Ibn al-Athir, al-Kamil fi
[-tarikh, ed. Muhammad Yusuf al-Daqqaq, 11 vols, Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-‘Arabi, 1407/1987,
vol. 8, p. 390. In his edition of Ibn al-Athir’s Kamil, ‘Umar ‘Abd al-Salam Tadmuuri “
Abu Ya‘la’s name—against the evidence in the manuscripts—into “Hamza b. Muhammad
b. al-Hasan”; see Ibn al-Athir, al-Kamil fi [-tarikh, ed. ‘Umar ‘Abd al-Salam Tadmuri, 11 vols,
Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-Arabi, 2012, vol. 8, p. 227.

15  Ahmad b. ‘All Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani, Lisan al-mizan, ed. ‘Abd al-Fattah Aba Ghudda,
10 vols, Beirut: Dar al-Bash@’ir al-Islamiyya, 1423/2002, vol. 7, p. 83 no. 6681.

16  For Hilal al-Sabi, see Encyclopaedia of Islam. Three, fasc. 2017—4, pp. n3—115 (Letizia Osti).
Abu Mansar b. Hamd (Hamd being possibly a misreading of Ahmad) is probably Aba

‘emends”
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provided by the Shi‘i historian Ibn Abi Tayy (575-630/1179 or 1180—1232 or 1233)
in his al-Hawi fi rijal al-Shi‘a al-Imamiyya (Tarikh al-Shi‘a).” Although Ibn Abi
Tayy as an Imami was certainly familiar with Aba Yala and his account is more
reliable than Ibn al-Najjar’s, this entry has two puzzling errors, which can only
be explained by some kind of mishap in the later transmission of Ibn Abi Tayy’s
work. First, he gives Abti Ya‘la’s name as “Hamza b. Muhammad al-Ja‘far1”, and
second, he cites 465 AH as the year of his death.!® Al-Dhahabi (d. 748/1348)
also devotes an entry to Abu Yala al-Ja‘farl in his Siyar alam al-nubala’.
This entry, too, is based on Ibn Abi Tayy’s Hawi and thus carries the same
two errors with respect to Abu Ya‘la’s name and year of death,!® and the
same mistakes are repeated in al-Safad1’s (d. 764/1363) al-Waft bi-l-wafayat.2°
The confusion is echoed in ‘Abd Allah b. Tsa al-Afandi’s (d. ca. 1130/1717) Riyad
al-‘ulama’, which has entries on Aba Talib Hamza b. Muhammad b. Ahmad
b. ‘Abd Allah al-Ja‘fari?! and Abu Ya‘la Hamza b. Muhammad al-Ja‘far;?2
al-Afandi suggests that both are identical with Aba Yala Muhammad b.
al-Hasan b. Hamza al-Ja‘far1.23

Abu Yala al-Ja‘fari is at times also confused with his contemporary Abu
Ya‘la Sallar [Salar] b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Daylami (d. 448/1057), another student of

Mansar Muhammad b. Ahmad al-Khazin (d. 510/116-17); see Da’irat al-ma‘arif-i buzurg-
i islami, vol. 6 pp. 434—435 (Hassan Ansari); Encyclopaedia Islamica, vol. 2, pp. 712-714
(Hassan Ansari). See also Ibn Hajar, Lisan al-mizan, vol. 6, p. 500 no. 6373.

17  Ibn Hajar al-‘Asqalani, Lisan al-mizan, vol. 3, pp. 290—291 no. 2785.

18  Ibn Hajar also briefly mentions Abt Ya‘la in his entry on al-Mufid: Lisan al-mizan, vol. 7,
p- 486 no. 7371.

19  Muhammad b. Ahmad al-Dhahabi, Siyar alam al-nubala’, ed. Shu‘ayb al-Arna’ut, 25 vols,
Beirut: Mu’assasat al-Risala, 1422/2001, vol. 18, pp. 141-142 no. 76. See, however, ibid.,
vol. 18, p. 297, where the name appears correctly as Aba Yala Muhammad b. Hasan b.
Hamza al-Taliki [sic; should read: al-Talibi] al-Ja‘farl. For Ibn Abi Tayy’s account on which
al-Dhahabr’s and Ibn al-Hajar’s entries draw, see Ibn Abi Tayy al-Halab, Yahya b. Humayd
b. Zafir, al-Hawt fi rijal al-Shia al-Imamiyya, [extant parts collected and] ed. Rasal
Ja‘fariyan, Tehran: s.n., 1379 [2000], pp. 77-78 no. 61.

20  Al-Safadi, al-Waft bi-l-wafayat, ed. Ahmad al-Arna’at and Turki Mustafa, 29 vols, Beirut:
Dar Thya’ al-Turath, 1420/2000, vol. 13, p. 108.

21 Al-Afandi, Riyad al-ulama’, vol. 2, pp. 213—214. The biography of “Abu Talib Hamza b.
Muhammad b. ‘Abd Allah al-Ja‘far1” (the name is slightly different from that recorded by
al-Afandi) is found in Muntajab al-Din, Fikrist asma’ ‘ulama’ al-Shi'a wa-musannifihim, ed.
‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Tabataba’i, Beirut: Dar al-Adwa’, 1406/1986, p. 62 no. 135.

22 Al-Afandi, Riyad al-‘ulama’, vol. 2, pp. 214—217.

23  Contrary to his announcement in al-Afandi, Riyad al-‘ulama’, vol. 2, p. 214, there is no entry
under this name at the appropriate location in volume 5 of Riyad al-‘ulama’, since the rel-
evant part is lost; see, however, vol. 5, p. 533. See also al-Afandi, Taligat Amal al-amil, ed.
Ahmad al-Husayni, Qum: Maktabat Ayat Allah al-Mar‘ashi, 1410 [1989 or 1990], pp. 144,
282, 340.
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al-Murtada.?* The confusion was first recorded by al-Afandi in his entry on the
latter figure.25

Another confusion can be observed in Isma‘il Basha al-Babani al-Baghdadr’s
(d. 1920) entry on Abu Ya‘la al-Ja‘fari in his Hadiyyat al-‘arifin.26 Al-Baghdadi
apparently consulted al-Subki’s (d. 771/1370) entry on al-Shaykh al-Tasi (d. 460/
1067) in his Tabaqat al-Shafi‘iyya al-kubra (“Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. ‘Ali Abu
Jafar al-Tast”),?” confusing al-Tast with Abu Ya‘la al-Ja‘fari; hence, he gives
Abt Yala's name erroneously as “al-Ja‘fari, Muhammad b. al-Hasan 6. Al b.
Hamza Abu Ya'la al-Baghdadi al-ma‘raf bi-1-Ja‘farr”. Further, al-Baghdadi lists
among his writings the two titles mentioned by al-Subki in connection with
al-Tasi, Amali fi l-hadith and Tafsir al-Quran (i.e. al-Tibyan), and he supposes
Abu Ya‘la to have been a follower of the Shafiis, as al-Subki assumed about
al-Tasi. The remainder of al-Baghdadi’s entry on Abt Ya‘la, including the year
of his death and his other works, is correct and echoes the information pro-
vided by al-Najashi.

The only work by Abti Yalla al-Jafari that has come down to us?® is a respon-
sum to a query by an anonymous questioner as to why the number of the

24 On him, see Hassan Ansari and Sabine Schmidtke, “Al-Sharif al-Murtada’s Responses
to Theological Questions Posed by Aba Yala Sallar [Salar] b. ‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Daylami
(d. 448/1057): A Critical Edition’”, Shii Studies Review 2 (2018), pp. 255-307; see also Ansari
and Schmidtke, Al-Sarif al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, passim.

25  Al-Afandi, Riyad al-ulama’, vol. 2, p. 438: “al-faqih al-jalil alladhi yuqal fihi Salar aydan
wa-kana ismuhu Hamza ...". See also ibid., p. 438 n. 1; p. 440: “wa-aqulu: min al-ghara’ib
anna ba‘da l-fudala qala: al-Shaykh Abu Ya‘la Hamza b. Muhammad al-ma‘raf bi-Sallar wa-
huwa Daylami min talamidh al-Murtada wa-lahu Tatimmat al-Mulakhkhas li--Murtada
wa-ghayruhu min al-tasanif wa-mata ba‘da wafat al-Murtada, intaha. Wa-‘ala hadha

fa-kana Salar wa-Sallar lagabuhu wa-qad marra fi tarjamat al-Sharif Abt Ya‘la Hamza b.
Muhammad al-Ja'fari tahqiq al-hal fi dhalika.” Al-Afandi refers here to his entry on Abu
Yala Hamza b. Muhammad al-Ja‘far1 (ibid., vol. 2, pp. 214—217; see also above), where he
again gives the same information. He concludes the entry by stating that the attribu-
tion of the name Hamza to Sallar al-Daylamt is evidently an error caused by their shared
kunya, Abu Ya‘la. See also al-Afandi, Taligat Amal al-amil, p. 158.

26  Isma‘l Basha al-Babani al-Baghdadi, Hadiyyat al-‘arifin: Asma’ al-muallifin wa-athar
al-musannifin min Kashf al-zunun, ed. Muhammad ‘Abd al-Qadir ‘At2’, 2 vols, Beirut: Dar
al-Kutub al-Tlmiyya, 2008, vol. 2, column 73.

27  Taj al-Din Abu Nasr ‘Abd al-Wahhab al-Subki, Tabagat al-Shafiyya al-kubra, ed. ‘Abd
al-Fattah Muhammad al-Hulw and Mahmad Muhammad al-Tanahi, Cairo: [s.n.], 1380/
1960, vol. 4, pp. 126-127 no. 315.

28  Beyond the work discussed here, the Majlis Library in Tehran owns a codex that includes
a treatise entitled Masa’il mutafarriga, which is tentatively attributed to Abt Yaa in the
catalogue; see ‘Abd al-Husayn Ha'ir1 et al., Fihrist-i Kitabkhana-yi Majlis-i Shura-yi Millt,
vol. 1-, Tehran: Chapkhana-yi Majlis-i Shara-yi Milli, 131- [1933-], vol. 7, p. 352. However,
a scrutiny of the text shows that the tract in question is actually al-Shaykh al-Mufid’s
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imams is limited to twelve. The subject of the query suggests that the ques-
tioner was either an Imami or perhaps a Zayd1.2° That the responsum, which
constitutes an important discussion of the issue of the number of the imams,
came to the attention of later scholars is attested by the I'lam al-wara bi-a‘lam
al-huda of al-Fadl b. al-Hasan al-Tabrisi (d. 548/1153-54), who paraphrases
portions of the tract without, however, notifying his audience that he is
drawing on an earlier source.3? The relative popularity of the text is further
indicated by the three extant witnesses of it, none of which is dependent on
any of the others.

Ms Tehran, Danishgah-i Tihran 5396 (referred to in our edition as ») is a
multitext codex dating to the eleventh/seventeenth century and comprising
twelve tracts by a variety of authors.3! Item 7 (fols 222r—225v [pp. 446—453]) is
a text that is identified in the title as “Risalat al-hujja fi [-imama, ta’lif al-Sharif
al-Murshid Abu Ya‘la Muhammad b. al-Hasan b. Hamza al-Ja‘fari” (fig.1).32 The
tract ends with a note by the anonymous scribe (fig. 2), stating that he con-
sulted a copy in the hand of Zayn al-Din al-Yanusi, who can be identified as
Abtt Muhammad Zayn al-Din ‘Ali b. Muhammad b. Yanus al-‘Amili al-Nabati
“al-Bayad1” (791-877/1389-1472 or 1473), the author of al-Sirat al-mustaqgim
ila mustahiqqt al-taqdim.3® Al-Bayadyi, in turn, had transcribed his copy from

al-Mas@’il al-sarwiyya; see D&’irat al-ma‘arif-i buzurg-i islamt, vol. 6 pp. 434—435 (Hassan
Ansari); Encyclopaedia Islamica, vol. 2, pp. 712—714 (Hassan Ansari).

29  For the question of the number of the imams and writings on the topic, see Etan
Kohlberg, “From Imamiyya to Ithna-‘Ashariyya’, Bulletin of the School of Oriental and
African Studies 39 (1976), pp. 541-534; Ansari, Limamat, passim.

30  See al-Fadl b. al-Hasan al-Tabrist, [1am al-wara bi-alam al-huda, 2 vols, Qum: Mu’assasat
Al al-Bayt li-Thya’ al-Turath, 1417 [1996-97], vol. 2, pp. 199ff. See also the annotation of our
edition of the text.

31  Foradetailed description of the codex, see Muhammad Taqi Danishpazhiith and ‘Ali Naqi
Munzawi, Fihrist-i nuskha-ha-yi khatti-yi Kitabkhana-yi Markazt wa Markaz-i Asnad-i
Danishgah-i Tihran, 18 vols, Tehran: Danishgah-i Tihran, 1330-1364/1951-1985, vol. 11,
PP- 4237—4239. Item 6 (fols 211v—221v) is erroneously identified in the catalogue as Tanzih
al-anbiya by al-Murtada. See below.

32 According to Mustafa Dirayati, Fihristigan: Nuskha-ha-yi khatti-yi Iran (Fankha), 35 vols,
Tehran: Sazman-i Asnad wa Kitabkhana-yi Milli-i Jumhiuri-yi Islami-yi Iran, 1390/2011,
vol. 12, p. 609, a second copy of the tract (nuskha-yi asl) is preserved in Gurgan,
Kitabkhana-yi Shahrdari, and a surrogate of this copy is held in Qum at the Markaz-i
Thya’-i Mirath-i Islami (under the shelf mark 598/6). This, however, is an error. Inspection
of the Qum copy revealed that it is in fact a surrogate of the Tehran copy. The Qum sur-
rogate is paginated in addition to carrying the foliation of the original Tehran codex.

33  Ed. Muhammad Bagqir al-Bihbudi, Tehran: al-Maktaba al-Murtadawiyya, 1384 [1964]. For
al-Bayadsi, see al-Bihbudi’s introduction to his edition as well as the editor’s introduction
to Arba“ ras@il kalamiyya: al-Magala al-taklifiyya wa-l-bagiyat al-salihat li--Shahid al-
Awwal, al-Risala al-Yanusiyya wa-l-Kalimat al-nafi‘at li-l-Allama al-Bayadi, Qum: Markaz
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FIGURE1  MS Tehran, Danishgah-i Tihran 5396, fol. 222r

an antigraph in the hand of Muhammad b. Makki b. Muhammad “al-Shahid
al-Awwal” (734-786/1334-1384).

al-Abhath wa-l-Dirasat al-Islamiyya, 1380 [2001], pp. 16—20. In view of his al-Risala
al-Yunusiyya, al-Bayadi was apparently also known as al-Yanusl.
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FIGURE 2  MS Tehran, Danishgah-i Tihran 5396, fol. 225v

Interestingly, in this manuscript the tract is preceded by a text block consist-

<

ing of four responsa by al-Sharif al-Murtada (fols 211v—221v), namely al-Man
min tafdil al-mal@’ika ‘ala l-anbiya’ (fols 21v—215v),3* Masala fi illat imtina

<

34  See Rasa@il al-Sharif al-Murtada, ed. Mahdi Raja’1 and Ahmad al-Husayni al-Ishkawari,
4 vols, Qum: Dar al-Qur'an al-Karim, 1405-1410 [1984/85-1989/90], vol. 2, pp. 153-165;
Ansari and Schmidtke, Al—§arg’ al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, appendix 10,
under “al-Man‘ min tafdil al-mal@’ika ‘ala l-anbiya”.
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Alt ‘alayhi l-salam ‘an muharabat al-ghasibin li-haqqihi ba‘da [-Rasul salla llah
alayhi wa-alihi wa-sallam (fols 215v-217v),35 Masala fi inkah amir al-muwminin
‘alayhi -salam ibnatahu min Umar (fols 217v—221r),%6 and Masuala fi mirath
al-anbiy@ (fols 221r—221v; the authenticity of this last tract is uncertain).37

Ms Tehran, Majlis 7539 (referred to in our edition as 1&) is likewise a multi-

text volume; the tract is found on fols 75a—78a (figs. 3, 4). The responsum bears
no title in this witness, and it opens with the words gala [-Sharif al-Murtada
radiya llah ‘anhu, followed by the query ma [-dalil ‘ala anna [-a’imma ithna
ashar ... It is preceded by two of al-Murtada’s responsa, Mas'ala fi inkah amir
al-mwminin ‘alayhi l-salam ibnatahu min Umar (fols 71a—73b) and Masala
[t illat imtina“ Alt ‘alayhi l-salam ‘an muharabat al-ghasibin li-haqqihi ba‘da
-Rasul salla llah ‘alayhi wa-alihi wa-sallam (fols 73b—78a). An edition of the
text on the basis of this witness, which is believed to be a unique copy, was
prepared within the framework of the preparation of new critical editions
of al-Murtada’s entire extant oeuvre, and it was thus published as a work by
al-Murtada under the title Masala ft wajh ikhtisas al-a’imma al-ithnay ‘ashar
alayhim al-salam bi-l-imama duna s&’ir ahl al-bayt.38 That edition (referred to
in our edition as L) has some problems, as we point out in the annotation
to our edition.

In their study, Al-Sarif al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, Hassan
Ansari and Sabine Schmidtke identified yet another witness of the responsum,
preserved as Ms Tehran, Majlis 5138, fols 310v—31v (referred to in our edition

35  See Rasd@il al-Sharif al-Murtada, vol. 3, pp. 315-321; Ansari and Schmidtke, Al-Sarif al-
Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, appendix 10, under “Masala fi llat imtina“ Alt
‘alayhi l-salam ‘an muharabat al-gasibin li-haqqihi ba‘da [-Rasul salla llah ‘alayhi wa-alihi
wa-sallam’”.

36  Published with al-Shaykh al-Mufid (attrib.), Tazwij Al bintahu min ‘Umar = Musannafat
al-Shaykh al-Mufid, vol. 47, ed. Isam ‘Abd al-Sayyid, Qum: al-Mu’tamar al-Alami li-
Alfiyyat al-Shaykh al-Mufid, 1413 [1992], pp. 23-31; see Ansari and Schmidtke, Al-Sarif
al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, appendix 10, under “Masala fi inkah amir
al-mwminin ‘alayhi l-salam ibnatahu min ‘Umar’.

37  See Ansari and Schmidtke, Al—S‘anf al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context,
Appendix 10, under “Masala fi mirat al-anbiya”.

38  Al-Sharif al-Murtada, al-Ras@’il wa-l-masa@’il, vol. 3: Tatimmat al-rasa@’il al-kalamiyya,
Mu’allafat al-Sharif al-Murtada 36, Mashhad: Kungirih-yi bayna l-milali-yi buzurg-dasht-i
hizara-yi wafat-i Sayyid-i Murtada ‘Alam al-Huda, 2022, pp. 229—242 (text 55). In their
assumption that this is a unique copy of the text, the editors followed Haydar al-Bayat],
“Maktabat al-Sharif al-Murtada’, Kitab-i Shi‘a: Muassasa-yi Kitabshinasi-yi Shi‘a = Shiite
Book: Journal of Shiite Bio-Bibliographical Institute 9/10 (1393 [2014]), pp. 82—218, here
p. 204 no. 210/93, who likewise considered Ms Majlis 7539 a unique copy.
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FIGURE 3  Ms Tehran, Majlis 7539, fol. 75a

FIGURE 4  MsS Tehran, Majlis 7539, fol. 78a
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as 2&).39 In this witness, too, the tract is attributed to al-Murtada: Masala

min imla@ al-Sayyid al-Sanad al-Jalil al-Nabil al-Murtada rahimahu llah ta‘ala fi
bayan imamat al-a’imma al-ithna [sic; should read: al-ithnay] ‘ashar ‘alayhim
salawat Allah wa-l-mal@’ika wa-l-bashar. In this codex as in the preceding one,
the responsum is transmitted together with al-Murtada’s Mas'ala fi ‘illat imtina“
Alt ‘alayhi l-salam ‘an muharabat al-ghasibin li-haqqihi ba‘'da [-Rasul salla llah
‘alayhiwa-alihi wa-sallam (fols 311v—312r). In 1047/1637—38 the manuscript was
in the possession of a member of the Ibn Khatan family, according to a date
on the final page of the codex. The person in question may have been Shams
al-Din Aba 1-Ma‘ali Muhammad b. ‘Al1 b. Ahmad b. Ni‘mat Allah al-Khatani,
who penned most of the tracts included in the codex; others are written by
different hands, possibly at his behest.#? At the time Ansari and Schmidtke
were unaware of Ms Tehran, Danishgah-i Tihran 5396. While they doubted
al-Murtada’s authorship of the tract, they could only state that the author was
certainly one of al-Mufid’s students, since the author refers to al-Mufid as his
shaykh (fol. 77a). However, at the time they were unable to identify the author.
This is now possible on the basis of Ms Danishgah-i Tihran 5396.

There is no internal evidence in the tract pointing to either Abu Yala or
al-Murtada as the author. However, there are several reasons to exclude the
possibility of al-Murtada’s authorship and some to support Abu Ya‘la’s. First,
the text is not included in the inventories of al-Murtada’s writings compiled by
Abu 1-Hasan al-Busrawi, al-Shaykh al-Tasi, al-Najashi, and Ibn Shahrashub.#!
If indeed al-Murtada had composed the text, it would have been one of his early
works, since it contains no cross-references to his K. al-Shafi, his major
early work that is immediately relevant to the context. However, the eulogy that
follows al-Mufid’s name in the tract, radiya llah ‘anhu wa-ardahu, indicates
that unless the eulogy was added by a later scribe, the tract was written after
al-Mufid’s demise, i.e. at a time when al-Murtada had already completed the

39  See Ansari and Schmidtke, Al-Sarif al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context, pp. 318—
319 1. 750.

40  For Shams al-Din Muhammad, who was a student of Baha’ al-Din Muhammad b.
al-Husayn al-‘Amili (“al-Shaykh al-Baha’1’, d. 1030/1621) and was based in Hyderabad, see
Muhammad Muhsin Agha Buzurg al-Tihrani, Tabagat alam al-Shia: al-Rawda al-nadira
St ulama’ al-méi'a al-hadiya ‘ashara, ed. ‘Ali Naqi Munzawi, Qum: Mu’assasat Isma‘iliyyan/
Beirut: Dar Thya’ al-Turath al-Arabi, 2009, pp. 512—513; Muhammad b. al-Hasan al-Hurr
al-Amili, Amal al-amil, ed. Ahmad al-Husayni al-Ishkawari, 2 vols, Baghdad: Maktabat
al-Andalus, n.d., vol. 1, p. 169.

41 See Ansari and Schmidtke, Al—S‘artf al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in Context,
appendix g (“List of al-Murtada’s writings as recorded by al-Busrawi, al-Tasi, al-Nagasi,
and Ibn Sahragab”).
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K. al-Shaft.4? Further, as the K. al-Shaft clearly shows despite its anti-Mu‘tazili
bias, al-Murtada was a mutakallim, whereas this tract is based exclusively on
scriptural material. In addition, in all three witnesses the tract is transmitted
together with some of al-Murtadi’s authentic responsa. The fact that the rela-
tively unknown Abu Ya‘a al-Ja‘fari is clearly identified in one of them as the
tract’s author is a strong indication that he is indeed its author. Moreover, he is
named here as al-Sharif al-Murshid Abu Yada ..., and the name “al-Murshid”
is attested for him also in other sources.*? “Al-Sharif al-Murshid” would have
been easily misread as “al-Sharif al-Murtada”, especially amid other, authen-
tic responsa by al-Murtada. Whether the tract’s title as mentioned in Ms
Danishgah-i Tihran 5396 was indeed coined by the author is uncertain—it is
not mentioned or alluded to in the text of the responsum. Although the title
does not correspond directly to any of the titles listed by al-Najashi in his entry
on Abti Yala, itis possible that the tract is identical with either Jawab al-masala
al-warida min Sayda or Jawab masalat ahl al-Mawsil. Tbn Shahrashub’s
mention of al-Nukat fi [-imama among the writings of Abu Ya‘la might be a
misreading of al-Hujja fi [-imama; this would suggest that Ibn Shahrashab had
access to a copy of the text that opened with a title and the author’s name.
Finally, Najashi includes among Abiui Ya‘la’s writings al-Mas'ala fi mawlid sahib
al-zaman ‘alayhi [-salam, a responsum on a topic that is immediately related to
the tract under discussion, which shows that Abti Ya‘la engaged with and wrote
on the wider subject.

In the following, we offer an edition of this responsum on the basis of the
three aforementioned witnesses. Differences with the published Mashhad edi-
tion are also noted.

42 Forthe K. al-Shafi, see Ansari and Schmidtke, Al-Sarif al-Murtada’s Oeuvre and Thought in
Context, chapter 1.2.
43 See al-Afandi, Riyad al-‘ulama’, vol. 2, p. 214.
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