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INTRODUCTION

THE ISLAMIC STUDIES GROUP
AMERICAN ACADEMY OF RELIGION

1. HISTORY

Following the AAR annual meeting of 1972, Dr. Frankiin Littell,
then Chairman of the History of Christianity Section and my colleague
at Temple University, Department of Religlon. suggested that thereisa
possibility for setting up a sub-scction on Muslim-Christian Encounter
under the aegts of the History of Christianity Section. This sub-section
would offer panels and lectures in the anaual program. | welcomed the
suggestion and arranged a program for the 1973 annual meeting in
Chicago. The same invitation was renewed for the 1974 {Washington}
meeting. Dr. Littel! also advised that we must seek independent status
as a program umit since hischairmanship of the section on the History of
Christianity was to expire soon. At the 1974 mecting a unanimous vote
was taken by the scholars present at the Islamics sessions to apply lor
status as an independent program unit. An application was lodged with
the AAR Executive Director for presentation to the AAR Program
Committec.

The application was turned down, and we participated in the 1975
program under the aegis of “History of Chnstianity.™ At the 1975
meeeting, another unanimous vote was taken and a committee elected
to apply for independent status. Again, this was turned down. Although
we were granted a “Consultation " status, yet our participation appeared
in the program under the History of Christianity. At the 1976 meeting.a
third unanimous vote was taken and the same commiitee reclected to
apply once more for independent status. This was granted in
December, 1976, and we began to operate as such. Since then, the
Istamic Studies Group participated in five annual meetings. At the
request of the AAR Executive Director, the Group's participation was
extended to cover the 198! meeting at San Francisco.

11 all, we have been responsible for holding

S sessions of 1% hours each '
|7 sessions of 3 hours each _
" 2 plenary sessions of 244 hours each.
The above-mentioned sessions involved 127 snoakers and 24 sessions



chairpersons. This is exclusive of the current scssion, {our tenth} to be
held in New York in December, 1982,

We have also held an exhibit of Islamic Art, shown numerous films,
and raised $15,000.00 which we plan to spend on publishing three
volumes of papers presented to the AAR under our auspices, to be
entitted “Trialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths™ Isldmic Thought and
Culture™ and “Essays in Isiamic and Comparative Studies.”

II. CONSTITUENCY

Since we began with no constituency among the members of the
AAR, we worked very hard to promote Islamic Studies among them.
We advertised the AAR [slamic Studies programs throughout the U.S.
and Canada, and we sent out bulk mailings of 1860 or more pieces for
two years. We solicited papers from our Iriends and acquaintances.
Gradually, the responses came and they were encouraging, At any one
of our meeting, we could count 40 participants. and some sessions were
attended by more than 100 persons. Today, we estimate that “Islamic
Studies” is a live entity in the consciousness of at least 200 members of
the AAR though not all of them attend every sesston,

III. METHOD AND PHILOSOPHY

Most of the papers presented under Muslim-Christian Encounter or
Islamic Studies were by special invitation. We also received a number of
papers which were unsolicited. In every case. we tried to fit the offered
papers into the program without jeopardizing the planned themes for
sessions. However, the desire of the Steering Committee was to focus
each session around a chosen topic so that speakers and audience could
interact on a particular issue.

As much as possible. we tried to make the Islamie Studies Group a
mixed one, imvolving Muslims, Christians, Jews and others as speakers
and audience. We sought to sensitize every participant that our business
is scholarly and must mecet the most exacting standards of scholarship:
but that our discipline deals with the values, attitudes, hopes and
aspirations of millions of living humans. We endeavored to make our
meetings lively by looking into problems of Muslims as a living
community. In our criticisms and suggestions, we sought a
phenomenotogical approach wherever possible. Over the years.our
mectings have become richer than those ol the American Oriental
Socicty where the approach is basicaily linguistic and; or textual, and of
the Middie East Studies Association where the approach is basically
strategist. We have succeeded in drawing to the AAR a number of new
members from both associations as well as a number of Mushm
scholars.



Over the entire period of ten years of activity (pine annual meetings}
there was perfect accord between the Steering Committee and the
audience. Members of the audience repeatedly expressed theirapproval
of, and gratitude for, the programs we had prepared. Their suggestions
were acted upon. and they were happy te return to the AAR meeting
year after vear,

1IV. A NOTE ABOUT THE FL‘TL‘RE

The Islamic Studies Group has built up a small but growing and
vigorous constituency. Though small by comparison to total AAR
membership, this constituency s largely made of scholars who teach
Islam either in one undergraduate course, or as a smaller part of an
undergraduate survey course in the religions of the world. Already, a
number of specialized Isldmicists have been pulled toward the AAR
because of cur distinctive approach 1o comparative study, Moreover,
the papers so far presented in the {ieid of Islamic Studies have been of
very high quality, and they are bound tec improve in gquality and
quantity in the future. 3t is our considered judgment — and hence, our
recommendation — that the islamic Studies Group be upgraded to
“section™ and that it be given a chance to realize this fuller development
in the coming decadc.

Normally, a “Group” Program unit would sit for anelection of a new
steering commitice every five years, assuming a decision on the part of
the AAR to continuc same. However, the AAR Excecutive Director has
asked the present Steering Committee to continue for one additional
year. Elections will therefore be planned for the annual meeting, 1982,

Isma‘il R, al Farugi

Chairman

Istamic Studics Group
American Academy of Religion
Temple University



ABSTRACT OF PROGRAMS
FOR NINE YEARS

1973 (Chicago)

Status: History of Christianity: Muslim-Christian Encounter
Theme: “Mushim-Christian Encounter™

Scssions: Two [lA-hour sessions

Presiding: LR al Farag?

Speakers: Four, namely,

Hasan Hanaft
Jaroslav Stetkewyer
[.ois Lamya®al Farugl
W.C. Smith

1974 (Washington)

Status: History of Christianity; Muslim-Christian Encounter

Theme: “Muslim-Christian Encounter in the Age of the
Crusades”

Sessions: Two llA-hour sessions

Presiding: LR, al Farugr

Speakers: Five, namely,

M. Khalifah Ahmad
Don M. Randel
Jaroslav Folda
Ldward A. Synan
Victor Makkari

1975 (Chicago)

Status: History of Chri;tianit}-"_ Muslim-Christian Encounter

Themes: “Islim and Modernism™ “Islam, the University and the
AART

Presiding: [ R. al Farugl

Sessions: One 3-hour session, one 1i-hour session

Speakers; Eight, namely,
Charles J. Adams
Sami Hamarnah
James Waltz
Anis Ahmad
John L.. Esposito
Willem Bijleleld
[ R, al Faruqgi
Roderick Hindery



1976 (St. Louis)

Status;
Theme:

Sessions:
Presiding:
Speakers:

History of Christianity: lslamic Studies Group
“Teaching Islam to Undergraduates™; “lssues in Islamic
Thought”

Two 1%-hour sessions and one 3-hour session
1.R. al Faraql

Fourteen, namely,

William Sheppard

Jane Smith

Raffat Burki

John Esposito

Merlin Swartz

Spencer Lavan

Gary de Angelis

J.M. Pessagno

Harold Kasimow

S. Kirmant

Anis Ahmad

M. Zahniser

Lois Lamya’ al Faruqi

Harry Partin

1977 {San Francisco)

Status:
Themes:

Sessions:
Presiding:

Speakers:

AAR Program Unit: 1slamic Studies Group

“Sufism™ “Faith and Reason in Islam™; “Teaching of
Islam: Methods and Problems™ "Changing Status of
Women”

Two 3-hour sessions, two |Y4-hour sessions

Harold Kasimow, J. Meric Pessagno, Ams Ahmad, John
L. Esposito

Twenty, namely,

Richard Martin Houston Smith
Ismall R, al Faragy Alan Lazaroff

J.M. Pessagno lois Lamva' al Farugi
Frederic M. Denny *Abdul Qadir Baig
S.A. Nigosian *Abidullah Ghari
Joseph Epes Brown Tamar Frank

Hamid Algar Mary J. Good

“Umar Fardg "Abdullah  Najdt Sanabary

John L. Esposito Lois Beck

Elizabeth Fernea Midhat Abraham



1978 (New Orleans)
AAR Program Unit: Islimic Studies Group

“Islam in North America™ “Interpretation of Scripture
in Islam™; “Isl2m and Political Liberation™; “*Worship in

Status:
Theme:

Sessions:

Presiding:

Speakers:

Plus:

Theme:
Speaker:

Status:
Themes:

Sessions:
Presiding:

Speakers:

Islam™

Four 3-hour sessions; one Plenary Session
Anis Ahmad. J. Meric Pessagno, John L. Esposito,

Harold Kasimow
Twenty-eight, namely,

Yvonne Haddad
Gordon Newby

Earl H. Waugh

Lois Lamya’ al Farugi
‘Uthman Llewellyn
Rashid Hamid

John Sullivan

Alford T, Welch
John L. Esposito
Muhammad Hamdun
John A. Williams
Muzzammil Siddiql
Harold Kasimow
Isma‘ll R. al Farugt

Plenary Session

Presiding: L.R. al Farugi

Frederic M. Denny
Anis Ahmad
Richard Martin
J.M. Pessagno
*Azim Nanji

Jane 1. Smith
Frank Gorman
Newell 5. Booth
Akbar Muhammad
Fred R. ven der Mehden
H.M. Federspiel
llyas Ba-Yunus
Victor Danner
Wadi* Haddad

“World Community of 1slam in the West™
Wallace D. Mubhammad, Chief lmam, World
Community of [slam in the West

1979 (New York)
In cooperation with the Inter-Religious Peace
Celloquium (The Muslim-Jewish-Christian Conference)
AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studies Group

“Frialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths™;~Sufism™, “Islamic

Thought™

Five 3-hour sessions; one Plenary Session; one Luncheon
Jane L. Smith: John L. Esposito; Harold Kasimaw, J.M.
Pessagno, Msgr. Joseph Gremillion

Twenty-lwo, namely,
Michael Wyschogrod
Krister Stendahl

Victor Danner
Marilyn Waldman

Muhammad ‘Abd al Rauf Sayyid Husayn Nasr



Seymour Siegel Howard Burkle

John Raines Wilfred C. Smith
Isma‘ll R. al Faruqi Frederic M. Denny
Willam Hickman J.M. Pessagno
Howard M. Federspicl *Azim Nanji
Tamar Frank Henry Siegman
Dimitri Gutas James Finn
Herbert Mason Mahmud Awan

Plus: Plenary Session

Presiding:  lsma‘l R. al Farugt

Theme: “Trialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths™

Speaker: Cardinal Sergio Pignedoli, The Vatican

Plus: Luncheon in honor of Cardinal Pignedohi

1980 (Dalias)

Status: AAR Program Unit: 1slamic Studies Group

Theme: “The Fourteenth Centennial of Islam: Contributions

Through the Centuries to the Moral, Intellectual and
Beautiful Life™

Sessions: Two 3-hour sessions

Presiding:  Frederic M. Denny; Jane 1. Smith

Speakers: Thirteen, namely,
Yvonne Haddad : J.M. Pessagno
‘Alauddin Kharrifah Isma‘ll R. al Fariqi
Kristina Nelson 5. Husayn Nasr
Jafran Jones Michel Mazzaoul
Anthony Welch Mark Woodward
Khalidah Salam Noel Q. King
Elizabeth Fernea
Plus: Exhibit of Islamic Art comprising:
400 mounted pictures of Islamic art works in
Architecture
Ceramics
Painting
Calligraphy

Metal, wood and cloth works

300 art objects, comprising

Textiles

Jewelry

Leather, ceramics and metal works
Calligraphic Manuscripts and decorations



Carpets

3 films on Islamic Art
{In cooperation with the Muslim Students” Association of the United
States and Canada and the National Committee for the Fourteenth
Centenmial of Islam)

1981 (San Francisco)

Status: AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studies Group
Themes: “Interaction between Isiam and Christianity™
“Interaction between Istam and Judaism™
SESSIONS: Two 3-hour sessions
Presiding: lsma il R. al Farugi, Harold Kasimow
Speakers: Twelve, namely,
J.M. Pessagno Helen Goldstein
S. Husayn Nagr Willlam Brinner
Richard B. Raose L.ois Lamya” al Farug
Victor Danner Norman Stillman
Ahmad Tsi David Ariel
T. Patnick Burke Norbert Samuclson



THE SHAHADAH

Muzzammil H. Siddigi
Muslim World League, New York

When discussing the first pillar {rukn) of lsiam. scholars usually tend
to pay all their attention to the concept of moenotheism or tawhid.
Tawhid is, no doubt, a very important principie of 'slam and the most
supreme value in its religious structure, In this paper, however, we
would like to discuss the notion of Shahadah or“*bearing witness™as an
clement of faith in Islamic life.

A famous Hadith narrated in this connection by al Bukhan says:

:{mlmjd:nl:s\‘ﬂl}adilidyv‘jﬁ:dﬁm:ﬁ'lng),u.cL‘xl‘_‘,c
. ¥l ‘sLii , dit Sy amma I.JEJ Al adty u1 algdi t paads ‘_‘L: ‘s){_...ﬂl ‘__..a.l 0
(\ [;,La:dl ;_.JL"AS E;JB:L“) i QLEMJ r,a.d, ] Ga..“s . EKS:,}I ﬁt'u“"

“lbn ‘Uwmar said, the Messenger of Allah — peace and blessings of

allah be upor himt — said, 'Islam is built on five things, the bearing

of witness that there is no God but Allah and that, Muhammad is

the Messenger of Allah, and the keeping up of prayer and the

payment of zakat and the pilgrimage and fasting in Ramadan.™

{Al Bukhar, Kitab al fman, 1)

It is on the basis of this and many other simiar hadiths that the first
statement of tawhid is known as Kafimar af Shahadah{the statement of
witness) and thus a Muslim declares:

A1t Jgury Fxama 5 gty 114ty ol agady

“I bear witness that there is no God bur Allah and I bear witiess
that Muhammad is the Messenger of Allah.”

In order to understand the full significance of the word “shahadah”
we must turn to the Qurian, the source and inspiration of all Islamic



knowledge, where the word “shahadah™ occurred in its various forms
no less thatn 160 times. Its basic meaning is “to sec with onc’s own eyes.”
or “to be present when something happens or takes place.” Thus for
example, in the Quran, we read:

(YAe:Y} ¢ Aaaudi jgldl aSia agd opadn

“So whosoever of you see the month (of Ramadan) let him fast.”
(2185}

(YY) @ Caialll opn 25U Lagolie agduls
“Let a group of believers see their (adulterers’) punishment.”
(24:2)

(ViA2)  quped Huiaill fplainle Je ang»
“"And the were watching whatever they were doing to the

believers.”
(85:7)

(\T’T’:Y) ¢ el gl paa 3 ;I.\*.:.‘i:;s‘.i »
“Were vou present when Jacob was visited by death.”(2: 133)

Shahadah in its further active forms means to attest and to testify what
one has seen. Hence it does not mean only personal knowledge and
conviction but also denotes strength of one’s conviction in declaring
what one knows, Thus we read:

{AV:YY) el al eloa YL Say Al a9y
“And we did nort iestif\ except what we knew, " (22:41)
it is because of His supreme knowledge and omniscience that God

is afso called Shahid in the Qurian. (see 3:98:5:117; 6:19; 10:46;
22:17; 34:47; 41:33; 58:6; 859 etc.).

(\A:T) w 3a Yl d!‘}«.‘:i.\'il’l.l.g..tm
God arresis 1o His own Oneness (3:18}
(VVN:8) ol alysl bl J3o8 Loy g 81 <y

God attests 1o whatever He has revealed 10 His Propher because
He has revealed it with full knowledge (4:166).

€ pSas g (A aagels 1 i n

God attests that He has sent Muhammad as His Messenger (6:19;
4:72; 48:28).



laagd Bl Sy Y gy Gulal] alosig

(Hange 0y Sy aS ol e oslinnd I a0 50 Wty Juuyd (5311 g
On the Day of Judgement, the Quran says, you ears, your eyes, your
hands, your feet and you skin will bear witness against you because of
whatever wrong or sinful deeds that you have committed deliberately
and consciously (see 41:20; 6:130; 36:65). One who personmities in himself
what he attests and calls others to this testimony is called shahid and
shahid in the Qur’an. Thus the role of the Prophet is that of the shahld.

(£0:YT} «15aiig g Tuals il 1) il gl Ly

"O Prophet! verily We have sent thee as a witness, a bringer of
glad tidings and a warner.”
(33:45; see also 48:8 and 73:15).

The Prophes is aiso a shahid i.e. a continuous witness and so are
also the believers charged to be witnesses.

o elsg 55y aSls Tasg Jpuosl 59 a3y S (on ) p SLas ot
(YA:YT) i utall
(£V:¢) «lugd e¥ya Je ok Lingy

In its various usages in the Qur'an, the Shahadah stands for:
1. Knowledge and conviction
2. Commitmeni
3. Declaration

Like Christianity, Islam does not lack detailed creeds. These detailed
creeds were formulated by theolgians aften to combat heresies. Kafimar
al Shahadakb 1s, however, the shortesi creed of Islam and also the
simplest and the earliest. Wensinck, in vain, tried to prove that during
the hife of the Prophet Muhammad this formula of faith did not existin
its present form. According 1o him, early Muslims only used

Wiyl aly and « Bl Jgw) laaman was added when Muslims later
started preaching to Christians and Jews.!

Wensinck's arguments are based primarily upon the assumption that
the hadith material is unreliable. According to him, hadith at most can
be taken to reflect the time in which is was composed and written and
not the time of Muhammad. We shall not discuss this ¢claim in this
paper. Much has already been written 1o expose the falsity of such

" Orientalistic generalization about hadith. Dr. Mubammad Mustata al

'AJ. Wensinck, Musfim Creed. London: Cambridge University Press, 1932, Second
impression, p. 17-35.



Aframi gave a thorough rclutation of them in his Studies in Farly
fladith lLiterature (Indianapolis: American [rust Publications, 1978}).
Wensinck, perhaps forgot to consider the call for prayer (adhan) where
both phrases of shahadah occur side by side in their complete form. No
one, to my knowledge, has questioned the historieity of Adhan which
was called by Bual and many other Companions of the Prophet, five
times a day in his mosque in Madinah.

The two phrases of the shahadah convey fully the basic principles of
lslam. 1t 15, however, signficant that they do not begin with eredeo or 1
believe, rather they start with avhhadu (1 bear witness) which means not
only that [ have faith in God and 1 believe in Him but also that | see His
presence betore and around me, | am convinced about His unique
existence and thig js not my private conviction but [ want to declareitto
the world. Similarly, 1T do not only believe in the prophethood of
Muhammad but 1 kroew him as Prophet and 1declare this conviction to
the world.

Shahadah is one ol the important religious expericnces of a Muslim,
It begins the day he is born and these words are whispered in both of his
cars by f{ather, grandfather or some other pious Muslim. And it
continucd through his growth in Mushm society where he hears the
Adhan five times a day. It becomes his ullimate experience il he has the
opportunity wo give his life for his faith as a shahid or martyr.

12



ISLAM AND LAW

‘Ala’ al Din Kharrufah
Muslim World League, New York

Isidm is the chosen religion of God. It 15 therefore, a complete way
and & comprehensive system of hife; and it s so, not in theory alone,
Islam is comprchensive in its practicality. By the third century after the
Hijrah, the Islamic system of law was complete. The shart'ah covered all
thc arcas usually treated by civil law, criminal law, [amily law,
commerclal law, international law, etc. It wil be difficult, i not
impossible, to discuss in detail the contribution of [slZm in all these
ficlds. I shali, therefore, confine mysell to the main landmarks of the
contnbution of the shari'ah in these fields.

In civil law, Islam made a signficant contribution when 1
commanded the Muslims to write down their business agreement and to
record their business transactions. We read in verse 282 of the second
strah of the Holy Qurian.

“O ve who believe, when you deal with one another, in
transactions involving future obligations, in fixed periods of time,
reduce them to wriring. let a scribe write down faithfully as
between the parties.”

‘This divine diclate 1s in the interests of the parties involved. If they
abidc by it, they would save themselves from much unnecessary trouble
that could arisc later between them. However, 1slam did not make this
law rigid but sufficiently flexible, so that in certain cases the merchants
might be exempted from obscrving it. the law permitted them to
conclude their business transactions by word of mouth or telephone
where expedient provided that they abide by their words. Bul it warned
them of God’s greater wrath if they failed orcheated one another. Thus,
trustworthiness of the partics played a significant role in business. Islam
gave this privilege to the merchants 1400 vearsago. A Muslim merchant



must honor his commitment made by word of meouth. He must
uphold his pledge at all costs whether he made it in writing or he did it
verbally. And no Muslim merchant or businessman may abuse or
misuse this privilege which God has given him. Inthe event of dispuic or
diagreeement between two partes, the shariah, following a hadith of
the Prophet Muhammad (SAAS), prescribed that “The burden of proof
(evidence) devolves upon the plainti(l.”

In the field of family law, the contribution of Islam is most
significant. No other system of law in the world has done so much to
improve and to elevate the status of women as Islam has done. [t gave
woman rights which she did not have before: the right to choose her
husband. to inherit property, and to divorce her husband through a
court. This was truly revelutionary. Before Islam, the condition of
wotnen wis simply unspeakable: she had no status, no position, and no
rights. She was treated as something less than a human being, a mere
chattel, sometimes pleasing but more often a source of anguish. Many
Arabs buried female infants alive. for fear of inviting ridicule or social
disapproval n later life.

When Isldm announced that 2 woman was the equal of a man: that
she was an individual, and had her own personality, her own rights, the
rest of the world was shocked and surprised. But 1slim compelled its
adherents to acknowledge women's rights,

Before 1slam, one could marry any number of women. But Islam took
this “privilege” away and restricted the number of women a man could
marry to four, and that too, under special conditions. Men are not
allowed to abuse this privilege. Islam also gave woman the right to
inherit and to keep her wealth, and thus to be free from economic
dependence upon her husband. She 1s {ree to sell her property without
permission of her husband a right which women did not have in
Europe until the end of the 16th century. Indeed, IsTam gave rights to
women which have been denied in the Western socicty cven today. [t
gave her the right to keep her maiden name after marriage. She doesnot
have to use the name of her husband. This is a right which is still being
sought in many parts of the world. 1slam was thus the first emancipator
of women.

In the field of administrative law, lslam gave people the freedom of
expression and the freedom of assembly within the framework of law. A
man may not abuse these frecdoms and tresspass on the rights ol others.
Islam takes very serious notice of libel, especially against women, and
makes it a serious offence punishable by public flogging. The person
found puilty of libel suffers loss of legal capacity to give witness during
the rest of s life,

Isldmic law also introduced the right of *mutual consultation™ or



shiirg. This wasits way of banishing tyranny, whimsey and arbitrariness
from Muslim life, whether at home, in business, or in government. All
affairs, above all the highest affairs of state, are in Islam to be conducted
by consultation between all parties concerned. The importance of
consuitation in Islam demanded that a whole sfrah of the Quran be
devoted to it

“The believers ' affairs are setrled in consultation with one another

... Forgive the believers, O Muhammad, pray for them, and

consult with them on all matters” (Qurian 42:38; 3:159).
Moreover, we find our Prophet Muhammad (SAAS) himself seekingto
consult with his companions. “Q people, give me your opinion, " he used
to say on so many occasions.” Islam did not omit to stress the
importance of consulting, not the ignorant, but those who have
knowledge. Allah says:

“Consult or ask the people who have knowledge if you do not
know.” (Quridn 16:43).

Al Mawardi took care to elaborate the conditions under which people
may give consultation or render advice when asked. Theyshould satisfy
three conditions, viz., justice, knowledge and wisdom. Without these
three qualifications, the person giving consultation is not only devoid of
credit in the eye of God, but deserves punishment in helifire.

In the field of criminal law, Islam introduced the most important
concept of “equal compensation.” In the Quridn Allah (SWT) says:

“Q ye who believe! The Law of Equality is prescribed for you in
cases of murder; the free for the free, the stave for the siave; the
woman for the woman. But if any remission Is made by the
brother of the slain, then grant any reasonable demand, and
compensate him with handsome gratitude. This is a concession
and a mercy from your Lord. After this whoever exceeds the limits
shall be in grave penalty” (Quran 2:178).

“In the Law of Equality there is {saving of) life to you, O ye men of
understanding; that ye may restrain yourselves™ (Qur'an 2:179).

“No bearer of burden can bear the burden of another” {Quran
6:164).

The first two quotations are called the “Law of Punishment.” Islam
stands for absolute justice. 1f a man has been wronged, he must receive
what is duc. And the man who has wronged another person without
reason must pay for his crime, Justice is a lesson to all members of the
commaunity. No one stands above or bevond the law; and ne one may
escape the consequences of his crime. The third quotation stresses the
principle of personal responsibility. Every man will answer for his own

15



deeds, and no one will be held answerable for the deeds of another.

Islamic law preseribes capital punishment for voluntary
manslaughter, unless the heirs ol the slain forgive the criminal. 1f the
killing was not voluntary, he criminal must compensate the survivors of
the slain, or the heirs, according to the traditions and customs of the
country. The law of capital punishment 1s based on divine wisdom, and
is in the best interests of the society, The alarming crime situation inour
present time [inds murders becoming ever more frequent and murderers
being allowed unwarranted leniency. There is 4 need for Quridnic law
today; it constitutes the only answer to our contemporary problem. ltis
intolerable that our socicty must live in constant fear of murderers,
robbers and other criminals. The secular penal codes and courts of the
present day seem to be maore concerned for and sympathetic to the
murderer than to the vietim, his relatives or to society.

For the crime of theft, [slamic law prescribes the punishment of
severing the thief’s hand. On the face of it, this looks very scvere.
However, such punishment is enforced only if the sociely 1s not
sulfering from deprivation. Where the conditions arc abnormal and
people commit theft due to extreme poverty and suffering, such a
punishment will not be enforced on the grounds that the povernment
has failed to provide the basic necessities toits people, and has therefore
lost the right (o enforee the punishment. The punishment of theft was
once suspended by Caliph *Umar ibn al Khattdb (RAA) in the vear of
general drought and near famine,

It is not out of place to mention here the average annual rate of crimes
in the United States of America. The frequency of crime is as follows:

murder one every 27 minutes
larceny one every 5 seconds
motor vehicle thelt onc every 33 seconds
violent erime one every 31 scconds
forcible rape one cvery 8 minutes
robhbery one every 78 scconds
aggravated assault one every 5 minutes
burglary one cvery 10 minutes

In international law, Islam pave us a totally new perspective of world
order. Time permits us but 4 bare mention ol two of its highlights. First
of these is the duty to maintain peace with every other state or group
which has not perpetrated aggression against the Mushms. Allah
{SWT) says in the Qurian:
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“Afiah forbids you not with regard 1o those who fight you not for
(your) Faith nor drive you ou! of your homes, from dealing kindly
and justly with them; for Allah loveth those who are just, " (Qur'an
40:8).

Second among highlights 1s that, wherever and whenever it is given
the choice, the Islamic state must choose peace and not war, In this
connection Allah (SWT) says:

“If vour enemy prefers peace, you have to prefer pegce, and pui
your trust in Atlah” (Qurean 8:60).

Third is the obligation of the lslimic state to seek a world order
wherein every other state 1s Muslim by free choice or a covenanter with
the Isl@mic state to co-exist with it in peace, The purpose is to enable
everyone to hear the word of God and to accept ot reject it freely.

The fourth s the recognition by Islamic law of non—citizen individuals
and groups as legal persons entitled to covenant with the lslamic state
on all matters concerning them. Isldmic law grants non-resident non-
citizens to take their complaints against citizens as well as the state to
the nearest shari'ah court,

The fifth is the absolutely equal status Islamic law grants to the
transient non-citizen in the Islimic state, If he is 2 Muslim, his life is
governed by the shari'ah like any other Muslim citizen; if non-Muslim,
by the law of his co-religionists if there are any, or by the law of his own
religion if there are none.

The sixth point is the ideolgoical basis Islim has given to man’s
definition of man and his relation with other men. The shariah
recognizes human beings by their religion, i.e., by the highest ultimate
truths and values they hold, not by the real estate they occupy, or the
race to which they belong.

The seventh 1s that the Islamic law of nations envisages a united
world-order in which the peoples of the world live in peace, a world in
which there are neither customs, [rontiers nor immigration laws, where
humans and wealth are free to move, where humans are free to convince
and be convinced of the truth, where every human is at once student and
teacher, guarded and guardian, agent and patient of the command of
the good and the prehibition of evil. Thisis nota utopiandream; nor the
wishful thinking of an idle, speculative thinker. It is law, with courts,
executive machinery and the better conscience of over a billion souls to
suppaort it.



THE PILGRIMAGE TO MAKKAH

Vietor Danner
Department of Near Eastern Languages and Literatures
Indiana University

Islam considers itself to be the very last religion to be revealed to
mankind before the Day of Judgment, and the Prophet Mubammad to
be the very last of the long line of Prophets and Messengers beginning
with Adam. Hence, in many ways, Islam sums up in itself and in its
Prophet many of the qualitics and attitudes of previous revelations,
just as the Prophet is a kind of synthesis of the long line of prophets
stretching back in time to Adam. The pure monotheistic message ol
Islam — the Oneness of the Divinity — is but the last reaffirmation of
what previous divine messages had said before they had been clouded
over by forgetfulness and worldliness. Within the Semitic cycle ol
monotheism, Islam pictures itself as rcaffirming the Abrahamic
message, which had been delimited, in Judaism, through the congept of
the Chosen People and, 1n Christiamity, through the teachings in
Trinitariansim. The resulting ethnocentrism of Judaism impeded the
expansion of the monotheistic ideas on the Divinity from reaching
those who were outside the pale of the Chosen PPeople. The
Christocentrism of Chnistianity, in clouding over the absoluteness of
God by emphasizing the divinity of the Chnst, comprised the
transcendent nature of the Absolutie, and through its Trinitarian
teachings, made the Oneness of ultimate reality suspect. By insisting on
the pure monotheism of Abraham as in itself a message of salvation,
without rcgard to any Choscn People or to any divine incarnation,
Islam intended to reaffirm the primordial religion of mankind and to
restore to the Divinily its character of salvific absoluteness in itself.

Nowhere is this Abrahamic connection of Islam morc evident than in
the Pilgrimage {af Aajf), the fifth and final pillar of the Religion, whichis
hinding on those aduits who can perform it toward the end of their lives.,
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The Pilgrimage to Makkah celebrates 1o its multiple ritvals a whole
scrics of events connected with the mission of Abraham, his wife Hajar
{or Hagar), and their oflspring [shmael (Isma‘l). If we stop to examine
the different elements in the Pilgrimage that have to do with Abraham
and his family, we realize, more and more, that the claim of Islam to bea
reattirmation of the Abrahamic way 15 based, not merely on the sacred
words of the Qur’an, which count for much alrcady, but also on an
ancient, sacred oral tradition that the memories of the nomadic Arabs
kept alive in pre-lslamic times along with their own observance of the
rituals surrounding the Ka'bah and the Pilgrimage to that ancient
sanctuary. Let us remember, in passing, that Judaism and Christianity
are connecled to Abraham through Isaac, while islam is connected to
him through Ishmacl. Indeed, the northern Arabs consider him their
progenitor, and the Prophet, like the other Arabs in his day, had an
ancestral line that took him back to Ishmael. That lincage was
accompanied by a mass of traditions and stories surrounding the
Ka‘'bah that the pre-Islamic Arabs, the so-called pagan Arabs,
transmitted as part of their historical and religious connections Lo that
ancient edifice.

The lslamic tradition would have it that the prototype of the Ka‘bah
15 not carthly but celestial in nature. As a matter of [act, there are a
number of otherworldly Ka'bahs, cach one the center of its place of
existence, just as the Ka'bah at Makkah is the center of the carth. The
ultimate prototype of the Ka‘bah, as Ibn al ‘Arabi and other Muslim
sages put it, is the Thvine Throne (@l ‘Arsh), around which the angelic
hosts revolve with a circumambulation that 1s in itself the model of the
circumambulation of the carthly Ka‘bah by the believers in Makkah.
The Ka'bah in Makkah is accordingly a symbol of the Divine Throne,
which 1s both the Origin and Center of the universe. Now, the Ka'bahin
certain cosmogonic myths of some Muslims 1s the ongin of carthly
existence in tine, being a kind of first crystallization of matier; and itis
the center of the carth, 1ts navel, since it js situated on the axis
connecting it to the Divine Throne. :

According to certain ancient traditions, Adam was the first to raisc
the foundations ol the Ka'bah. which then {ell into disrepair after the
Deluge. But in his time, the sacred sanctuary was in the form of a tent
made out of a brilliant jewel-hke substance, and the Black Stone, which
was then a scat for him, was a white jewel-like substance, turning black
only later on, when the sins of those touching it began to leave their
imprint on its color. This myth, as we can discern, seeks to convey
something ol the freshness of primordial mankind in its approach to the
spiritual life: the luminosity of the ancient sanctuary and its famous
stone both bespeak a time when passion and ignorance had not yet
transformed mankind and its temples into opaque and darker
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substances. Later on. the hearts of men would be like stones, and so
would their temples, like the Ka‘bah.

‘That is one an¢ient story on the origins of the Ka'bah. Another one
tells us that Abraham and his son Ishmacl either repaired the Ka'bah or
else constructed it for the first time.* You will recall that Abraham took
his spousc Hagar and their son [shmael to Arabia and left them there.
Ilagar’s racing seven times between the hills of Safa and Marwah is
commemorated as one of the elements of the Pilgnmage, the Sa'y (“the
running™), when the pilgrims reduplicate her efforts in search of water
for her young son Ishmael. The well of Zamzam, the water of which still
flows for the usc of all pilgrims, was the celestial response to Hagar.
One account has it that Gabriel’s heel uncovered the well just in time to
save Ishmael. Both lshmael and his mother Hagar lie buried only some
feet away from one of the corners of the Ka'bah, Within the sanctuary
are a number of buildings and spots that tradition points to as being
places where Abraham himself stood during the building of the
Ka'bah, his footprints still visible in the soft stone, or where he and
Ishmael mixed the mortar for the building.

The actual institution of the Pilgrimage goes back to Abraham’'s time,
the only things introduced by the pre-Islamic Arab pagans being the
idols, which were to be found in the Ka‘bah itself. Apart [rom
destroving the 1dols — all 360 of them — and prohibiting the
circumambulatien of the Ka‘bah naked, the Prophet mercly purified
the Pilgrimage rituals of their paganistic veneer and restored them to
their Abrahamic state. There is no adequate reason why one should
doubt the antiquity of the rituals connected with the Pilgrimage nor
their relations to Abraham and Ishmael. When the Arabs appeared on
the world scene in the seventh century, their language was the newest of
the Semitic tongues, as far as historical events relating to Islam were
concerned, but it was also the most archale of all the Semitic languages,
closer to the mother-Semitic than the rest. They could not have
preserved  intact their archaic language over the centuries while
forgetting their attachments to the Ka*hah, The memory of the Arabs,
which served them as the repository of their oral literature and tribal
historics, was not about to forget such decisive figures as Abraham and
Ishmacl, who play cyelical roles in the existence of the Arab nomads. If
this is so, the the Ka‘bah is the most ancient sanctuary still in usc at the
present day, and the Pilgrimage to Makkah the most ancient ritual still
in operation. The Qurian says: L.o! the first Sanctuary appointed for
mankind was that at Makkah, a blessed place, a guidance to the

* This is not just “another ancient story™ ona par with the first. Itisa report by the Qurin
{2:125-28) - Ed



pecples; wherein are plain memorals (of Allah’s guidance); the place
where Abraham stood up to pray: and whosoever entereth it is safe,
And pilgrimage to the House is a duty unto Allah for mankind, forhim
who can find a way thither™ (3:96-97).

In the symbolism of the Pilgrimage, there is a kind of meeting with the
Divinity that is an anticipation of the Day ol Judgement, and the fact
that pilgrims tend to go on the Pilgnmage towards the cnd of their lives
and even consider dying in Makkah as a benediction — -all this points o
a kind of judgmental nature to this pallar of Islim. The unsewn pilgrim’s
dress, consisting of two plain pieces of white cloth, and the ascetical
restrictions imposed upon all those who enter the sacred precincts
indicate a state of confrontation with the Divine Presence that
obliterates all the social hicrarchies of the profane world: external
distinctions disappear, the equality of all immortal souls face-to-face
with their Creator is what now appears. And since, in that Divine
Presence, the taking of lives, through hunting or uprooting ol plants
that have also a life of their own, and engaging in sensual pleasures
would be out of the question, the Law prohibits all of that by way of
keeping the believers within a {ramework of receptivity towards
celestial graces.

The Ka'bah itscll, as the center of the Islamic world and the converging
point for all the daily ritual prayers, is really the heart of Islam. Ibn al-
‘Arabl compares the Kahah to the heart of the believer and the
circumarnbulating pilgrims to his thoughts: just as there are good and
bad pilgrims who circumambulate the Ka‘bah, there are good and bad
thoughts that circumambulate the heart. While the Ka'bah may be
nothing but stone, it does act as a kind of sacred enclosure for the divine
Prescnce: the pilgrim who sces it for the first time covered with the black
cloth is invariably moved to his depths. It is a visible symbol of the
Origin of all things, the Center of the universe. The circumambulation
of the Ka‘bah, both upon beginning the Pilgrimage and departing from
Makkah, is a dual contfrontation with that Presence but under different
mental conditions: in the beginning, there are the hopes that the
pilgnm’s attitudes will be found acceptable; in the end. the pious
Muslim goes away at peace with himself,

The sacred nature of the Ka'bah is clearly indicated by the attitudes
prescribed by the Taw towards the Black Stone imbedded in the eastern
corner of the edifice. While making his circumambulations around the
Ancient House, the pilgnm should kiss or at least touch the Black
Stone. This would have no meaning if the stone were devoid of
symbolism. Traditionally, 1t 1s looked upon as “the right hand of Allah
in the world,” so that the pilgrim, in kissing or touching the stone,
rencws his pact with the Lord of the Ka'bah more or iess in the same
fashion as a man renews a pact with his fellowman through a handclasp.
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But there is also the Multazam, which is that part ef the wall between
the Ka'bah and the doer leading into the inncr part: here, against this
wall, the pilgrims press their breasts while praying, which they would
not do if the wall were simply a mass of stones with no ultimate
signification.

The rituals of the Pilgrimage proper last for only some five days,
beginning on the eighth day of the month of Dhu al Hijjah and ending
on the thirteenth, though some pilgrims leave before then. The main
rituals have to do with the circumambulation of the Ka'bah, the running
1o and fro between Safa and Marwah, the standing on the plain of
*Arafat, the lapidation of the emblems of Satan, the sacrifice of animals

all of this taking place between Makkah and “Arafat, with the
intervening places of Muzdalifah and Mina having their own
importance also.

Of those rituals, one of the most impressive 1s the standing on the
plain of ‘Arafat from shertly after midday to sunset. This is clearly like
the assembly of all mankind on the day of Judgment, the solarorbin the
clear sky above the Makkan region representing the Divine Presence in
the midst of all creatures.® Also of interest, in this connection, 1s that,
after leaving ‘Arafat on the month of Dhu al Hijjah and staying
overnight at Muzdalifah, the movement to Mind on the tenth must take
place before the sun rises. That the sun sets over *Arafat and that the
pilgrims must move on to Mina before it rises again shows that lslam
blocks all attempts to divinize the solar orb, while recognizing its
relative importance as a means for determining the time wherein to
perform the prescribed rituals,

The ritual slaughtening of ammals is of course in commemoration of
Abraham’ substitution of an animal for his son Isaac, though some
Islamic traditions insist that it was Ishmael who was originally meant to
be sacrificed and not Isaac.** That sacrifice, which takes place on the
tenth of Dhu al Hijjah, is simultancously celcbrated all over the Islamic
world, as we know. That it should come after the standing on the plamn
of “Arafat scems only logical: 1t is that standing that restores to man his
quality of Khalifah, or vice-gerent of God on carth. In his capacity as
Khaliiah, he is the central or axial being in this world, the animus
having only a peripheral and subordinate nature. Their sacrifices at the
hands of manis a liberation; the ritual slaughter gives to the sacrifice, we
should not forget the associated ritual, namely the lapidation of the

* [t must be rememmbered that for Muslims absolutely nothing in creation “represents™
Gud. Ed.

** No Musiim accepss the sacrifice as being that of Isaac {Ishaq). The Semitic tradition
aseribed to Abraham concerns the eldest. first or unigue son. - Fd.
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Devil, represented by the three stonc pillars at Mina. Tradition would
have it that the Devil appeared here to Abraham, who drove him away
by throwing stones at him; and in some accounts his lapidation of the
Devil 15 1n conjunction with his sacrifice of Ishmael. It is in
commemoration of that Abrahamic stoning that the pilgrims, armed
with stoncs to be thrown in groups of seven, perform the lapidation of
the pillars before and after the sacnfice. The sacrifice, the stoning, the
clipping of the hair and nails all take place on the tenth of 12h Gzl Hijjah.
The three following days, which include additional lapidations, are
really days of rejoicing. ‘There then {ollows the farewell
circumambulation of the Ka‘bah and the Pilgrimage ends.

1t goes without saying that the different steps of the Pilgrimage have
their inner spiritual signification; and no doubt the Mushm sages, such
as al Gharzzall and 1bn al *Arabi, and many others, in pondering the
hidden meaning in the external acts have revealed the profound nature
of the Pilgrimage as a whole. Certainly, the egalitarianism of Islamand
the unity of the Muslim World, not to say the levelling influence of its
message on all races and cthnic groups, are all manilested in the
Pilgrimage. But these are all purely external matters. Nor did the
Prophet institute the Pilgrimage as merely a commemoration of the
events surrounding Abraham, Ishmael, and Hagar. The Pilgrimage
must be seen in the light of the whole question of salvation (rajat) at
the hour of death and entry inte Paradise: cither the Pilgrimage has
some relationship to the salvific message of Tslam or clse 1t 15 merely a
serics of external acts. That it does have such a relationship is shown by
the ritual character of its various parts: blessings or benedictions accrue
to the person whose intention and attitudes on the-Pilgrimage have been
right. HHow far one goes in this direction depends on his inner
purification. Abtl Yazid al Bistami, speaking of this inner progression,
said: “On my first pilgnimage [ saw only the temple; the second tme, |
saw both the temple and the Lord of the Temple; and the third time |
saw the Lord only.™ It is obvious that an awareness of the Divinc
Presence dunmng the Pilgrimage 1s a prerequisite for its successful
completion, whereas the forgetfulness of it makes for a mere physical
performance without grace. Al Hujwirtsays that ¥ Anyone who is absent
frem God at Makkah 1s in the same position as if he were absent from
God in his own house, and anyonc who 1s present with God in his own
house 1s inthe samce position as il he were present with God at Makkah.”
Behind those statements 1s a truth that could be expressed i this
fashion: the Pilgrimage to Makkah is but the external reflection of the
inner Pilgrimage to onc’s own heart, which 1s the Kahah of one’s being.
Oune can be prevented (rom performing the external Pilgrimage, but the
Pilgrimage to the inner Ka‘bah is always possible and is indeed the true
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Pilgrimage, when all 15 said and done. That is why one of the §L—1ﬁ's put
things this way: “1 wonder at those who seek His temple in this world:
why do they not seek contemplation of Him in their hearts? The temple
they sometimes attain and sometimes miss, but comtemplation they

might enjoy always.”
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INTRODUCTION
THE ISLAMIC STUDIES GROUP
AMERICAN ACADEMY OF RELIGION

I. HISTORY

Following the AAR annual meeting of 1972, Dr. Franklin Litteli,
then Chairman of the History of Christianity Section and my colleague
at Temple University, Department of Religion, suggested that thereisa
possibility for setting up a sub-section on Mushim-Christian Fncounter
under the acgis of the History of Christianity Section. This sub-section
would offer panels and lectures in the annual program. | welcomed the
suggestion and arranged a program for the 1973 annual meeting in
Chicago. The same invitation was renewed for the [974 (Washington)
meeting. Dr Littell also advised rhat we must scek independent status
as a program unit since his chairmanship of the section on the History of
Christianity was to cxpire soon. AL the 1974 meeting a unanimous vote
was taken by the scholars present at the Islamics sessions to apply for
status as an independent program umit, An application was lodged with
the AAR Fxccutive Director tor presentation to the AAR Program
Committee,

The application was turned down, and we participated in the 1975
program under the aegis of “History of Christiamity.” At the 1975
meeeting, another unanimous vote was taken and a committee elected
1o apply for independent status. Again, this was turned down. Although
we were granted a “Consultation™ status. vet our participation appeared
in the program under the History of Christianity. At the 1976 meeting, a
third unanimous vote was taken and the same committee reelected to
apply once more for independent status, This was granted in
December, 1976, and we began o operate as such. Since then, the
[slamic Studics Group participated in five annual meetings. At the
request of the AAR Exccutive Director, the Group's participation was
extended to cover the 198 meeling at San Francisco.

In all, we have been responsible Tor holding

9 sessions of 114 hours each
17 sessions of 3 hours cach
2 plenary sessions of 214 kours cach.
The above-mentioned sessions involved 127 s»-akers and 24 sessions



chairpersons. This is exclusive of the current session, (our tenth) to be
held in New York in December, 1952,

We have also held an exhibit of Islamic Art, shown numerous films,
and raised $15,000.0¢ which we plan to spend on publishing three
volumes of papers presented to the AAR under our auspices, (o be
entitled “Trialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths™ [slamic Thought and
Culture™ and “Essays in Islamic and Comparative Studies.”

II. CONSTITUENCY

Since we began with no constituency among the members of the
AAR, we worked very hard to promote Islamic Studies among them.
We advertised the AAR Islamic Studies programs throughout the U S,
and Canada, and we sent out bulk mailings of 1000 or more pieces for
twe years. We solicited papers from our friends and acquaintances.
Gradually, the responses came and they were encouraging. At any one
of our meeting, we could count 40 participants, and some sessions were
attended by more than 100 persons, Today, we estimate that “lslamic
Studies™ 1s a live entity in the consciousness of at least 200 members ol
the AAR though not all of them attend cvery session.

III. METHOD AND PHILOSOPHY

Most of the papers presented under Muslim-Christian Encounter or
Istamic Studies were by special invitation, We also received a number of
papers which were unsolicited. 1n every case. we tried to fit the offered
papers into the program without jeopardizing the planned themes for
sessions. However, the desire of the Steering Committee was to focus
each session around a chosen topic so that speakersand audience could
interact on a particular issue.

As much as possible, we tried to make the 1slamic Studies Group a
mixed one, involving Muslims, Christians, Jews and others as speakers
and audience. We sought to sensitize every participant that our business
15 scholarly and must meet the most ¢xacting standards of scholarship;
but that our discipline deals with the values, attitudes, hopes and
aspirations of millions of living humans. We endecavored to make our
meetings lively by looking into problems of Muslims as a living
community. In our criticisms and suggestions, we sought a
phenomenological approach wherever possible. Over the years, our
mectings have become richer than those of the American Oriental
Socicty where the approach is basically linguistic and/ or textual, and of
the Middle East Studies Association where the approach is basically
strategist. We have succeeded in drawing to the AAR a number of new
members from both associations as well as a number of Muslim
scholars. '



Over the entire period of ten years of activity (nine annual meetings}
there was perfect accord between the Steering Commitiee and the
audience. Members of the audience repeatedlyexpressed their approval
of, and gratitude for, the programs we had prepared. Their suggestions
were acted upon, and they were happy to return to the AAR meeting
year after year.

IV. A NOTE ABOUT THE FUTURE

The Islamic Studies Group has built up a small but growing and
vigorous constituency. Though small by comparison to total AAR
membership, this constituency 1s largely made of scholars who teach
Istam either in one undergraduate course, or as a smaller part of an
undergraduate survey course in the religions of the world. Already, a
number of specialized Isldmicists have been pulled toward the AAR
because of our distinctive approach to comparative study, Moreover,
the papers so far presented in the ficld of lslamic Studies have been of
very high quality, and they are beund to improve in quality and
gquantity in the future. ltis our considered judgment — and hence, our
recommendation — that the Isi@mic Studies Group be upgraded to
“section” and that it be given a chance to realize this fuller development
in the coming decade,

Normally. a “Group” Program unit would sit for anelection of a new
steering commitice every five years, assuming a decision on the part of
the AAR to continue same. However, the AAR Executive Director has
asked the present Steering Committee to continue for one additional
year, Elections will therefore be planned for the annual meeting, 1982,

Isma'il R, a! Farog)

Chalrman

Islamic Studics Group
Amecrican Academy of Religion
Temple University



ABSTRACT OF PROGRAMS
FOR NINE YEARS

1973 (Chicago)

Status; History of Christianity: Muslim-Christian Encounter
Theme: “Muslim-Christian Encounter”

Sessions: Two 1V4-hour sessions

Presiding:  LR. al Faraqi

Speakers: Four, namely.

Hasan Hanafi
Jaroslav Stetkewycz
Lois Lamya’ al Farugi

W.C. Smith

1974 (Washington)

Status: History of Christianity: Muslim-Christian Encounter

Theme: “Muslim-Christian Encounter in the Age of the
Crusades”

Sessions: Two 1V5-hour sessions

Presiding: LR, al Fariqu

Speakers; Five, namely,

M. Khalifah Ahmad
Don M. Randel
Jaroslay Folda
Edward A. Synan
Victor Makkan

1975 (Chicago}

Status: History of Chri:ilianity: Musiim-Christian Encounter

Themes: “Islam and Meodernism™ “Islam, the University and the
AAR"

Presiding:  1.R. al Faruqi

Sessions: One 3-hour session, one 1¥%-hour session

Speakers: Eight, namely,
Charles J, Adams
Sami Hamarnah
James Waltz
Anis Ahmad
John L. Esposito
Willem Bijlefeld
I.R. al Faruqt
Roderick Hindery



1976 (St. Louis)

Status:
Theme:

Sessions;
Presiding:
Speakers:

History of Christianity: Islamic Studies Group
“Teaching lslam to Undergraduates™; “1ssues in Islamic
Thought™

Two 114-hour sessions and one 3-hour session
1.R. al Faraql

Fourteen, namely,

William Sheppard

Jane Smith

Riffat Burki

John Esposito

Merlin Swartz

Spencer Lavan

Gary de Angelis

J.M. Pessagno

Harold Kasimow

S. Kirmant

Ants Ahmad

M. Zahniser

Lois Lamya’ al Faruqi

Harry Partin

1977 (San Francisco)

Status:
Themes:

Sessions:
Presiding:

Speakers:

AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studies Group

“Sufism™; “Faith and Reason in lsiam™; “Teaching of
Islam: Metheds and Problems™ “Changing Status of
Women”

Two 3-hour sessions, two Y4 -hour sessions

Harold Kasimow, J. Mcric Pessagno, Anis Ahmad, John
L. Esposito

Twenty, namely,

Richard Martin Houston Smith
lsma‘1l R. al Faruqi Alan Lazaroff

J.M. Pessagno Lois Lamya’ al Faraqi
Frederic M. Denny *Abdul Qadir Baig
S.A. Nigosian *Abidullah Ghazl
Joseph Epes Brown Tamar Frank

Hamid Algar Mary J. Good

“‘Umar Farug *Abdullah  Najat Sanabary

John L. Esposito Lois Beck

Elizabeth Fernea Midhat Abraham



1978 (New Orleans)
AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studies Group

“Islam in North America™ “Interpretation of Scripture
in IslAm™, “Islam and Pelitical Liberation™ “Worship in

Status:
Theme:

Sessions:

Presiding:

Speakers:

Plus:

Theme:
Speaker:

Status:
Themes:

Sessions:
Presiding:

Speakers:

Islam™

Four 3-hour sessions; one Plenary Session
Anis Ahmad, J. Meric Pessagno, John L. Esposito,

Harold Kasimow
Twenty-eight, namely,
Yvonne Haddad
Gordon Newby

Earl H. Waugh

Lois Lamyd™ al Farugl
‘Uthman Llewellyn
Rashid Hamid

John Sullivan

Alford T. Welch
John L. Esposito
Muhammad Hamddn
John A. Williams
Muzzammil Siddiqi
Harold Kasimow
Isma'tl R. al Farugi

Plenary Session

Presiding: 1.R. al Famgi

Frederic M. Denny
Anis Ahmad
Richard Martin
JLM. Pessagno
*Azim Ninji

Jane 1. Smith
Frank Gorman
Newell S. Booth
Akbar Muhammad
Fred R. von der Mehden
H.M. Federspiel
llyas Ba-Yunus
Victor Danner
Wadi® Haddad

“World Community of Islam in the West™
Wallace D. Muhammad, Chiel Imam, World
Community of Islam in the West

1979 (New York)
In cooperation with the Inter-Religious Peace
Colloquium (The Muslim-Jewish-Christian Conference)
AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studics Group

“Trialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths™, “Sufism™; “Islimic

Thought™

Five 3-hour sessions; one Plenary Session; one Luncheon
Jane 1. Smith; John L. Esposito; Harold Kasimow, J.M.
Pessagno, Msgr. Joseph Gremillion

Twenty-two, namely,
Michael Wyschogrod
Krister Stendahl

Victor Danner
Marilyn Waidman

Muhammad *Abd al Raufl Sayyid Husayn Nasr



Scymour Siegel Howard Burkle

John Raines Wilfred C. Smith
Ismatl R. al Faruqt Frederic M. Denny
William Hickman I.M. Pessagno
Howard M. Federspiel ‘Azlm Nanjt
Tamar Frank Henry Siegman
Dimitr Gutas James Finn
Herbert Mason Mahmud Awan

Plus: Plenary Session

Presiding:  Isma®i R. al Faruqi

Theme: “Trialogue of the Abrahamic Faiths”

Speaker: Cardinal Sergio Pignedeli, The Vatican

Plus: Luncheon in honor of Cardinal Pignedoli

1980 (Dallas)

Status: AAR Program Unit: Istamic Stuches Group

Theme: “The Fourteenth Centennial of 1slam: Contributions

Through the Centuries to the Moral, Intellectual and
Beautiful Life”

Sessions: Two 3-hour scssions

Presiding: Frederic M. Denny; Jane 1. Smith

Speakers: Thirteen, namely,
Yvonne Haddad J.M. Pessagno
‘Alauddin Kharriifah fsma'il R. al Farugi
Kristina Nelson S. Husayn Nasr
Jafran Jones Michel Mazraoui
Anthony Welch Mark Weoodward
Khalidah Salam Noel Q. King

Elizabeth Fernea
Plus: Exhibit of Isldmic Art comprising:

400 mounted pictures of 1siamic art works in
Architecture

Ceramics

Painting

Calligraphy

Metal, wood and cloth works

300 art objects, comprising

Textiles

Jewelry

Eeather, ceramics and metal works
Calligraphic Manuscripts and decorations



Carpets

3 films on Islamic Art
{In cooperation with the Muslim Students” Association of the United
States and Canada and the National Committee for the Fourteenth
Centennial of Islam)

1981 (San Francisco)

Status: AAR Program Unit: Islamic Studies Group
Themes: “Interaction between Islam and Christiamty™;
“Interaction between [slam and Judaism™
Sessions: Two 3-hour sessions
Presiding:  Isma‘l R. al Fariiqi, Harold Kasimow
Speakers: Twelve, namely,
J.M. Pessagno Helen Goldstein
S. Husayn Nagr William Brinner
Richard B. Rose Lois Lamya” al Farugi
Victor Danner Norman Stillman
Ahmad ‘Tsa David Arel
T. Patrick Burke Norbert Samuclsen



THE SHAHADAH

Muzzammil H. Siddigt
Muslim World League, New York

When discussing the first pillar {(rukn) of Islam, scholars usually tend
to pay all their attention to the concept of monotheism or tawhid.
Tawhid is, no doubt, a very important principle of "slam and the most
supreme value in its religious structure. In this paper, however, we
would like to discuss the notion of Shahadah or “bearing witness™asan
element of faith in Islamic life.

A famous Hadith narrated in this connection by al Bukhar says:

:#3@:&1&4&|J}m)dﬁ:dum;ﬂ“§b)ﬂ@| Ot
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(\ Sl th'CiS (5}'—“‘911)  Chday agag Ea\.“, « BlS31N sL"n_._J,

“Ibn ‘Umar said, the Messenger of Allah— peace and blessings of

allah be upon him — said, 'Islam is built on five things, the bearing

of witness that there is no God but Allah and that, Muhammad is

the Messenger of Allah, and the keeping up of praver and the

payment of zakat and the pilgrimage and fasting in Ramadan.””

(Al Bukhari, Kitab al [man, 1)

It is on the basis of this and many other simiar hadiths that the first
statement of tawhid is known as Kalimat al Shahddah (the statement of
witness) and thus a Muslim declares:

€ il Jguty Ttasma 5 _;9.:;1, FIRY RV A WP
“I bear witness that there is no God but Alfah and I bear withess

that Muhammad is the Messenger of Allah.”

In order to understand the full sigmficance of the word “shahadah™
we must turn to the Qurian, the source and inspiration of all Islamic



knowledge, where the word “shahadah™ occurred in its various forms
no less thatn 160 times. 1ts basic meaning is “to see with one’s own eyes,”
or “to be present when something happens or takes place.”™ Thus for
example, in the Qurian, we read:
{(YAe:Y} ¢ Aaauli ygddl aSia ugd ad n
“So whosoever of you see the month (of Ramadan) let him fast.”
(2:185).
{V:YE) « ool fyo Lalls Lagalic aglutiy
“Let a group of believers see their (adulterers’) punishment.”
(24:2)
(V:A9) oneh Cutablly iplad Lo he pdg
"And the were waiching whatever they were doing 10 the
believers.”
(85:7)
(\Y\‘:Y) € ushl gl ads 3 elagd ang ‘.1 »
“Were you present when Jacob was visited by death.” (2: 133)
Shahadah in its further active forms means to attest and to testify what
one has seen. Hence it does not mean only personal knowledge and

conviction but also denotes strength of one’s conviction in declaring
what one knows. Thus we read:

{(AV:YY) el o 1ol o YL _Su g Sl a9

“And we did not testify except what we knew," (22:81)

It is because of His supreme knowledge and omniscience that God
is also called Shahid in the Quran. (see 398, 5117, 6:19; 10:46;
22:17; 34:47; 41:53; 38:6; 85:9 etc.).

{(YA:T) « gAYl )Y asl ) agdin
God artests 10 His own Oneness (3:18)
(VW) waaday adyd o] B3 Loy ag ey 8 S0

God atiests 10 whatever He has revealed to His Prophet because
He has revealed it with full knowledge (4:166).

«pSia g s s B Jan

God artests that He has sent Muhammad as His Messenger (6:19;
4:72; 48:28).
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On the Day ot Judgement, the Quean says, you ears, your ¢ves, your
hands, your feet and you skin will bear witness against yvou because of
whatever wrong or sinlul deeds that you have committed deliberalely
and consciously (see 41:20, 6:130; 36:65). One who persomfies in humself
what he attests and calls others to this testimony is called shahid and
shahid in the Qurian. Thus the role of the Prophet 1s that of the shahid.

(E G:TT) 0 dng Tytuag faals Wil ) ! el

“0 Frophet! verily We have sent thee as a witness, a bringer of
glad tidings and a warner.”
{33:45; see alsu 48:8 and 73:15),

The Prophet is also a shahid i.e. a continious witness and so are
also the believers charged to be witnesses.

e gt 1355 2 Tasgd Jpanyl (50 130 B Ui gyl A SLaa 340
(VA:\'Y) i _wlal!
(£3:€) wlugd Vi e ol Uiy

In its various usages in the Quran, the Shahadah stands for:
f. Knowledge and conviction
2. Commitment
3. Declaration

Like Christiamty, Islam does not lack detailed creeds. These detailed
creeds were formulated by theolgians aften tocombat heresics. Kafimar
al Shahadah s, however, the shortest creed of Islam and also the
simplest and the earliest. Wensinck, in vain, tried to prove that during
the hife of the Prophet Muhammad this formula of faith did notexistin
its present form. According to him, early Muslims only used

MY and « dl Jyw; loasa n  was added when Muslims later
started preaching to Christians and Jews.

Wensinck's arguments are based primarily upon the assumption that
the hadith material is unreliable. According to him, hadith at most can
be taken to refleet the time in which is was composed and written and
not the time of Muhammad. We shall not discuss this claim in this
paper. Much has already been writlen to expose the falsity of such

"Orientalistic generalization about hadith. Dr. Mubammad Mustaia al

‘AL Wensinek, Musfimm Creed. London: Cambridge Urniversity Press, 19320 Second
impiession, p. 17-35,



A'zami pave a thorough refutation of them in his Studies in Early
Hadith Literature (Indianapolis: American Trust Publications, 1978).
Wensinck, perhaps forgot to consider the call for prayer (adhan) where
both phrases of shahadah occur side by side in their complete form. No
one, 1o my knowledge, has questioned the historicity of Adhan which
was called by Bilal and many other Companions of the Prophet, five
times a day in his mosque in Madinah.

The two phrases of the shahadah convey fully the basic principles of
Islam. It is, however, signficant that they do not begin with credo or 1
believe, rather they start with ashhadu (1 bear witness) which means not
only that | have faith in God and I believe in Him but also that I see His
presence before and around me, | am convinced about His unique
existence and this 1s not my private conviction but | want to declare it to
the world. Similarly, 1 do not only believe in the prophethood of
Muhammad but T kirow him as Prophet and [ declare this conviction to
the world.

Shahadah is onc of the important religious experiences of a Muslim,
It begins the day he is born and these words are whispered in both of his
ears by father, grandfather or some other pious Muslim. And it
continued through his growth in Muslim society where he hears the
Adhan f{ive times a day. It becomes his vitimate experience if he has the
opportunity to give his life for his faith as a shahid or martyr.
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ISLAM AND LAW

‘Aid" al Din Kharriifah
Muslim World League, New York

Isidm is the chosen religion of God. It is therefore, a complete way
and a comprehensive system of life; and it is so, not in theory alone,
Islam is comprehensive in its practicality. By the third century after the
Hijrah, the Islamic system of law was complete. The shari'ah covered all
the arcas usually treated by civil law, criminal law, family law,
commercial law, international law, etc. It wil be difficult, if not
impossible, 10 discuss in detail the contribution of Isldm in all these
fields. 1 shall, therefore, confine myself to the main landmarks of the
contribution of the shari‘ah in these fields.

In civil law, Islam made a signficant contribution when it
commanded the Muslims to write down their business agreement and to
record their business transactions. We read in verse 282 of the second
stirah of the Holy Qurian:

“O ve who believe, when you deal with one another, in
transactions involving future obligations, in fixed periods of time,
reduce them to writing. Let a scribe write down faithfully as
between the parties.”

This divine dictate is in the interests of the parties involved. If they
abidc by it, they would save themselves {rom much unnecessary trouble
that could arise later between them. However, Islam did not make this
law rigid but sufficiently flexibie, s¢ that in certain cases the merchants
might be exempted from cbserving it. The law permitted them to
conclude their business transactions by word of mouth or telephone
where expedient provided that they abide by their words. But it warned
them of God's greater wrath if they failed or cheated one another. Thus,
trustworthiness of the parties played a significant role in business. Islam
gave this privilege to the merchants 1400 yearsago. A Muslim merchant



must honor_ his commitment made by word of mouth. He must
uphold his pledge at all costs whether he made it in writing or he did it
verbally. And no Muslim merchant or businessman may abuse or
misuse this privilege which God has given him. In the event of dispute or
diagreeement between two parties, the shariah, following a hadith of
the Prophet Muhammad (SAAS), prescribed that *The burden of proof
(evidence) devolves upon the plaintiff.”

In the field of family law, the contribution of Islam is most
significant. No other system of law in the world has done so much to
improve and to elevate the status of women as Islim has done. It gave
woman rights which she did not have before: the right to choose her
husband, to inherit property, and to divorce her husband through a
court, This was truly revolutionary. Befere Islam, the condition of
women was simply unspeakable: she had no status, no position, and no
rights. She was treated as something less than a human being, a mere
chattel, sometimes pleasing but more often a source of anguish, Many
Arabs buried female infants alive. for fear of inviting ridicule or social
disapproval in later life.

When Isldm announced that 2 woman was the equal of 2 man; that
she was an individual, and had her own personality, her own rights, the
rest of the world was shocked and surprised. But 1sldm compelled its
adherents to acknowledge women’s rights.

Before Islim, ene could marry any number of women. But Islam took
this “privilege™ away and restricted the number of women a man could
marry to four, and that too, under special conditions. Men are not
allowed to abuse this privilege. Islam also gave woman the right to
inherit and to keep her wealth, and thus to be free from economic
dependence upon her husband. She is free to sell her property without
permission of her husband — a right which women did not have in
Europe until the end of the 19th century. Indeed, Isfam gave rights to
women which have been denied in the Western society even today. It
gave her the right to keep her maiden name after marriage. She does not
have to use the name of her husband. This is a right which is still being
sought in many parts of the world. Islam was thus the firstemancipator
of women.

In the field of administrative law, Islam gave people the freedom of
expression and the freedom of assembly within the framework of law. A
man may not abuse these freedoms and tresspass on the rights of others,
Islam takes very serious notice of libel, especially against women, and
makes it a scricus offence punishable by public flogging. The person
found guilty of libel suffers loss of lcgal capacity to give witness during
the rest of his life.

Islamic law also introduced the right of “mutual consultation™ or



shiird. This wasits way of banishing tyranny, whimsey and arbitrarincss
from Muslim life, whether at home, in business, or in government. All
affairs, above all the highest affairs ol state, are in Islam to be conducted
by consultation between all parties concerned. The importance of
consultation in Islam demanded that a whole sirah of the Qur'an be
devoted to 1t

“The believers'affuirs are settled in consultation with one another

... Forgive the believers, O Muhammad, pray for them, and

consult with them on all matters” (Qurian 42:38; 3:159).
Moreover, we find our Prophet Muhammad (SAAS) himself secking to
consult with his companions. “O people, give me your opinion, " he used
to say on so many occasions.” [slam did not omit to stress the
importance of consulting, not the ignorant, but those who have
knowledge. Allah says:

“Consult or ask the peaple who have knowledge if vou do not
know. " (Qurién 16:43).

Al MawardT took care to elaborate the conditions under which peopie
may give consultation or render advice when asked . They should satisfy
three conditions, viz., justice, knowledge and wisdom. Without these
three qualifications, the person giving consultation is not only devoid of
credit in the eye of God. but deserves pumishment in hellfire.

In the field of eriminal law, Islam introduced the most important
concept of “equal compensation.” In the Qur'an Allak (SWT) says:

“O ye who believe! The Faw of Fquality is prescribed for you in
cases of murder; the free for the free, the slave for the slave; the
womman for the woman. But if any remission (s made by the
brother of the slain, then grant any reasonable demand, and
compensate him with handsome gratitude. This is a concession
and a mercy from your Lord. After this whoever exceeds the limits
shall be in grave penalty” (Qurian 2:178).

“In the Law of Equality there is (saving of) life to you, O ye men of
understanding; that ye may restrain yourselves™ (Qurian 2:179).

“No bearer of burden can bear the burden of another™ (Quridn
6:164).

The first two guotations are called the “Law of Punishment.™ [slam
stands for absolute justice. 1f 2 man has been wronged, he must receive
what 1s due. And the man who has wronged another person without
reason must pay for his crime. Justice is a lesson to all members of the
community. No onc stands above or beyond the law; and no one may

principle of personal respensibility, Every man will answer {or his own



deeds, and no one will be held answerable for the deeds of another.

Islamic law prescribes capital punishment for voluntary
manslaughter, unless the heirs of the slain torgive the criminal. If the
killing was not voluntary, he criminal must compensate the survivors of
the slain, or the heirs, according to the traditions and customs of the
country. The law of capital punishment is based on divine wisdom, and
is in the best interests of the society. The alarming crime sitization in our
present time finds murders becoming ever more frequent and murderers
being allowed unwarranted leniency. There is a need for Quridnic law
today; it constitutes the only answer to our contemporary problem. Itis
intolerable that our society must live in constant fear of murderers,
robbers and other criminals. The secular penal codes and courts of the
preseni day seem to be more concerned for and sympathetic to the
murderer than to the victim, his relatives or to society.

For the crime of theft, Islamic law prescribes the punishment of
severing the thief’'s hand. On the face of it, this looks very severe.
However, such punishment is enforced only if the society is not
suffering from deprivation. Where the conditions are abnormal and
people commit theft due to extreme poverty and suffering, such a
punishment will not be enforced on the grounds that the government
has failed 1o provide the basic necessities to its people, and has therefore
lost the right to enforce the punishment. The punishment of theft was
once suspended by Caliph *“Umar ibn al Khattib (RAA) in the year of
general drought and near famine,

It is not cut of place to mention here the average annual rate of crimes
in the United States of America. The frequency of crime is as follows:

murder one every 27 minutes
larceny one cvery 5 seconds
motor vehicle theft one every 33 seconds
violent crime one every 31 seconds
forcible rape one cvery 8 minutes
robbery one every 78 scconds
aggravated assault one every 5 minutes
burglary one every 10 minutes

Ininternational law, lsiam gave us a totally new perspective of world
order. Time permits us but a bare mention of two of its highlights. First
of these is the duty to maintain peace with every other state or group
which has not perpetrated aggression against the Muslims. Allah
(SWT) says in the Qurian:



“Allah forbids you not with regard 1o those who fight you noi for
(vour) Faith nor drive you out of your homes, from dealing kindly
and justly with them; for Allah loveth those who are just.”(Qur'an
40:8).

Second among highlights is that, wherever and whenever it is given
the choice, the Islamic state must choose peace and not war. ln this
connection Allah (SWT) says:

“If your enemy prefers peace, you have to prefer peace, and put
your trust tn Alfah” (Qurian §:60).

Third 1s the obligation of the Islamic state to seek a world order
wherein every other state is Muslim by free choice or 2 covenanter with
the 1slamic state to co-exist with it in peace. The purpose is to enable
everyone to hear the word of God and to accept ot reject it freely.

The fourth is the recognition by Islamic law of non-citizen individuals
and groups as legal persons entitled to covenant with the Islamic state
on all matters concerning them. Isl@mic law grants non-resident non-
citizens to take their complaints against citizens as well as the state to
the nearest shari'ah court.

The fifth is the absolutely equal status Islamic law grants to the
transient non-citizen in the Islamic state. If he is 2 Muslim, his life is
governed by the shari'ah like any other Muslim citizen; if non-Muslim,
by the law of his co-religionists if there are any, or by the law of his own
religion if there are none.

The sixth point 1 the ideolgoical basis Islim has given to man’s
definition of man and his relation with other men, The shari'ah
recognizes human beings by their religion, i.e., by the highest ultimate
truths and values they hold, not by the real estate they occupy, or the
race to which they belong.

The seventh is that the Islimic law ol nations envisages a united
world-order in which the peoples of the world ive in peace, a world in
which there are neither customs, frontiers nor immigration laws, where
humans and wealth are {rec to move, where humans are free to convince
and be convinced of the truth, where every human is at once student and
teacher, guarded and guardian, agent and patient of thec command of
the good and the prohibition of evil. This is not a utopian dream; nor the
wishful thinking of an idle, speculative thinker. It is law, with courts,
executive machinery and the better conscience of over a billion souls to
suppaort it.



THE PILGRIMAGE TO MAKKAH

Victor Danner
Department of Near Eastern Languages and Literatures
Indiana University

Islam considers itself to be the very last religion to be revealed to
mankind before the Day of Judgment, and the Prophet Muhammad to
be the very last of the long line of Prophets and Messengers beginning
with Adam. Hence, in many ways, Islam sums up in itself and in its
Prophet many of the qualities and attitudes of previous revelations,
just as the Prophet is a kind of synthesis of the long line of prophets
stretching back in time to Adam. The pure menotheistic message of
Islam — the Oneness of the Divinity — is but the last reaffirmation of
what previous divine messages had said before they had been ¢louded
over by forgetfulness and worldliness. Within the Semitic cycle of
monotheism, Islam pictures itself as reaffirming the Abrahamic
message, which had been delimited, in Judaism, through the concept of
the Chosen People and, in Christianity, through the teachings in
Trinitariansim. The resulting ethnocentrism of Judaism impeded the
expansion of the meonotheistic ideas on the Divinity from reaching
those who were outside the pale of the Chosen People. The
Christocentrism of Christianity, in clouding over the absoluteness of
God by emphasizing the divinity of the Christ, comprised the
transcendent nature of the Absolute, and through its Trinitarian
teachings, made the Oneness of ultimate reality suspect. By insisting on
the pure monotheism of Abraham as in itself a message of salvation,
without regard to any Chosen People or to any divine incarnation,
Islam intended to reaffirm the primordial religion of mankind and to
restore to the Divinity its character of salvific absoluteness in itself.

Nowhere i1s this Abrahamic connection of 1slam more evident thanin
the Pilgrimage {al hajj), the fifth and final pillar of the Religion, which is
hinding on those adults who can perform it toward the end of their lives.



The Pilgrimage to Makkah celebrates in its multiple rituals a whole
series of events connected with the mission of Abraham, his wife Hajar
(or Hagar), and their offspring Ishmael (Isma‘l). If we stop to examine
the different elements in the Pilgrimage that have to do with Abraham
and his family, we realize, more and more, that the claim of Islam to be a
reaftirmation of the Abrahamic way is based, not merely on the sacred
words of the Quran, which count for much already, but also on an
ancient, sacred oral tradition that the memories of the nomadic Arabs
kept alive in pre-lslamic times along with their own observance of the
rituals surrounding the Ka‘bah and the Pilgrimage to that ancient
sanctuary. Let us remember, in passing, that Judaism and Christianity
are cannccted to Abraham through Isaac, while Islam is connected to
him through 1shmael. Indeed, the northern Arabs consider him their
progenitor, and the Prophet, like the other Arabs in his day, had an
ancestral line that took him back to Ishmael. That lineage was
accompanied by a mass of traditions and stories surrounding the
Ka'bah that the pre-Islamic Arabs, the so-called pagan Arabs,
transmitted as part of their historical and religious connections to that
ancient edifice.

The Islamic tradition would have it that the prototype of the Ka‘bah
is not earthly but celestial in nature. As a matter of fact, there are a
number of otherworldly Ka'bahs, each one the center of its place of
existence, just as the Ka'bah at Makkah is the center of the earth. The
ultitnate prototype of the Ka‘bah, as Ibn al ‘Arabi and other Muslim
sages put it, is the Divine Throne (a/ ‘Arsh), around which the angelic
hosts revolve with a circumambulation that is in itself the model of the
circumambulation of the earthly Ka‘bah by the believers in Makkah.
The Ka‘hah in Makkah is accordingly a symbot of the Divine Throne,
which is both the Origin and Center of the universe. Now, the Ka‘bah in
certain cosmogonic myths of some Muslims is the origin of earthly
existence in time, being a kind of first crystallization of matter; and itis
the center of the earth, its navel, since it is situated on the axis
connecting it to the Divine Throne. :

According to certain ancient traditions, Adam was the first to raise
the foundations of the Ka'bah. which then fell into disrepair after the
Deluge. But in his time, the sacred sanctuary was in the form of a tent
made out of a brilliant jewel-like substance, and the Black Stone, which
was then a seat for him, was a white jewel-like substance, turning black
only later on, when the sins of those touching it began to leave their
imprint on its coler. This myth, as we can discern, seeks to convey
something of the freshness of primordial mankind inits approach tothe
spiritual life: the luminosity of the ancient sanctuary and its famous
stone both bespeak a time when passion and ignhorance had not yet
transformed mankind and its temples into opague and darker
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substances. Later on. the hearts of men would be like stones, and so
would their temples, like the Ka‘'bah.

That is one ancient story on the origins of the Ka‘bah, Another one
tells us that Abraham and his son Ishmael either repaired the Ka*bah or
else constructed it for the first time.* You will recall that Abraham took
his spouse Hagar and their son Ishmael to Arabia and left them there.
Hagar’s racing seven times between the hills of Safa and Marwah is
commemorated as one of the elements of the Pilgrimage, the Sa’y (“the
running”), when the pilgrims reduplicate her efforts in search of water
for her young son Ishmael. The well of Zamzam, the water of which still
flows for the use of all pilgrims, was the celestial response to Hagar.
One account has it that Gabriel’s hecl uncovered the well just in time to
save Ishmael, Both Ishmael and his mother Hagar lie buried only some
feet away from one of the corners of the Ka‘bah. Within the sanctuary
are a number of buildings and spots that tradition points to as being
places where Abraham himself stood during the building of the
Ka‘bah, his footprints still visible in the soft stone, or where he and
Ishmael mixed the mortar for the building.

The actual institution of the Pilgrimage goes back to Abraham’s time,
the only things introduced by the pre-Islamic Arab pagans being the
idols, which were to be found in the Ka‘bah itself. Apart from
destroying the idols — all 360 of them — and prohibiting the
circumambulation of the Ka‘bah naked, the Prophet merely purified
the Pilgrimage ritvuals of their paganistic veneer and restored them to
their Abrahamic state. There i1s no adequate reason why one should
doubt the antiquity of the rituals connected with the Pilgrimage nor
their relations to Abraham and Ishmael. When the Arabsappeared on
the world scene in the seventh century, their language was the newest of
the Semitic tongues, as far as historical events relating to Islam were
concerned, but it was also the most archaic of all the Semitic languages,
closer to the mother-Semitic than the rest. They could not have
preserved intact their archaic language over the centiuries while
forgetting their attachments to the Ka‘bah. The memory of the Arabs,
which served them as the repository of their oral literature and tribal
histories, was not about to forget such decisive figures as Abraham and
Ishmael, who play cyclical roles in the existence of the Arab nomads. I
this is so, the the Ka‘bah is the most ancient sanctuary still in use at the
present day, and the Pilgrimage to Makkah the most ancient ritual still
in operation. The Qur'an says: Lo! the first Sanctuary appointed for
mankind was that at Makkah, a blessed place, a guidance to the

* This is not just “anether aneient story™ ona pac with the first. tisa report by the Quridn
(2:125-28) - Ed.
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peoples; wherein are plain memonials (of Allah’s guidance); the place
where Abraham stood up te pray; and whosoever entereth it is safe.
And pilgrimage te the House is a duty unio Allah for mankind, for him
who can find a way thither™ (3:96-37).

In the symbolism of the Pilgrimage, there is a kind of meeting with the
Divinity that is an anticipation of the Day of Judgement, and the fact
that pilgrims tend to go on the Pilgrimage towards the end of their lives
and even consider dying in Makkah as a benediction — all this points to
a kind of judgmental nature to this pillar of Islam. The unsewn pilgrim’s
dress, consisting of two plain pieces of white cloth, and the ascetical
restrictions imposed upon all those who enter the sacred precincts
indicate a state of confrontation with the Divine Presence that
obliterates all the social hierarchies of the profane world: external
distinctions disappear, the equality of all immortal souls face-to-face
with their Creator is what now appears. And since, in that Divine
Presence, the taking of lives, through hunting or uprooting of plants
that have also a life of their own, and engaging in sensual pleasures
would be out of the question, the Law prohibits all of that by way of
keeping the believers within a framework of receptivity towards
celestial graces.

The Ka'bah itself, as the center of the Islamic world and the converging
point for all the daily ritual prayers, is really the heart of Islam. Ibn al-
*Arabl compares the Ka‘bah to the heart of the believer and the
circumambulating pilgrims to his thoughts: just as there are good and
bad pilgrims who circumambulate the Ka'bah, there are good and bad
thoughts that circumambulate the heart. While the Ka‘bah may be
nothing but stone, it does act asa kind of sacred enclosure for the divine
Presence: the pilgrim who sees it for the first time covered with the black
cloth is invariably moved to his depths. 1t is a visible symbol of the
Origin of all things, the Center of the universe. The circumambulation
of the Ka‘bah, both upon beginning the Pilgrimage and departing from
Makkah, is a dual controntation with that Presence but under different
mental conditions: in the beginning, there are the hopes that the
pilgrim’s attitudes will be found acceptable; in the end, the pious
Muslim goes away at peace with himself.

The sacred nature of the Ka'bah is clearly indicated by the attitudes
prescribed by the Law towards the Black Stone imbedded in the eastern
corner of the edifice. While making his circumambulations around the
Ancient House, the pilgrim should kiss or at least touch the Black
Stone. This would have no meaning if the stone were devoid of
symbolism. Traditionally, it is looked upon as “the right hand of Allah
in the world,” so that the pilgrim, in kissing or touching the stone,
renews his pact with the Lord of the Ka‘bah more or less in the same
fashion as a man renews a pact with his fellowman through a handclasp.
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But there is also the Multazam, which is that part of the wall between
the Ka‘bah and the door leading into the inner part: here, against this
wall, the pilgrims press their breasts while praying, which they would
not do if the wall were simply a mass of stones with no ultimate
signification.

The rituals of the Pilgrimage proper last for only some five days,
beginning on the eighth day of the month of Dhu al Hijjah and ending
on the thirteenth, though some pilgrims leave before then. The main
rituals have to do with the circumambulation of the Ka‘bah, the running
to and fro between Safd and Marwah, the standing on the plain of
*Arafat, the lapidation of the emblems of Satan, the sacrifice of animals
— all of this taking place between Makkah and ‘Arafat, with the
intervening places of Muzdalifah and Mina having their own
importance also.

Of those rituals, one of the most impressive is the standing on the
plain of ‘Arafat from shortly after midday to sunset. This is clearly like
the assembly of all mankind on the day of Judgment, the solar orb in the
clear sky above the Makkan region representing the Divine Presence in
the midst of all creatures.* Also of interest, in this connection, is that,
after leaving ‘Arafat on the month of Dhu al Hijjah and staying
overnight at Muzdalifah, the movement to Mina on the tenth must take
place before the sun rises, That the sun sets over ‘Arafat and that the
pilgrims must move on to Mind before it rises again shows that Islam
blocks all attempts to divinize the solar orb, while recognizing its
relative importance as a means for determining the time wherein to
perform the prescribed rituals,

The ritual slaughtering of animals is of course in commemeoration of
Abraham’s substitution of an animal for his son Isaac, though some
Islamic traditions insist that it was Ishmael who was originally meant to
be sacrificed and not Isaac.** That sacrifice, which takes place on the
tenth of Dhu al Hijjah, is simultaneously celebrated all over the Islamic
world, as we know. That it should come after the standing on the plain
of *‘Arafat seems only logical: it is that standing that restores to man his
quality of Khalifah, or vice-gerent of God on earth. In his capacity as
Khalifah, he is the central or axial being in this world, the animus
having only a peripheral and subordinate nature, Their sacrifices at the
hands of manis a liberation; the ritua! slaughter gives to the sacrifice, we
should not forget the associated ritual, namely the lapidation of the

* It must be remembered that for Muslims absolutely nothing in creation “represents”
God. — Ed.

** No Muslim accepts the sacrifice as being that of Isaac (Ishag). The Semitic tradition
ascribed 10 Abraham concerns the eldest, first or unigue son. - Ed.
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Devil, represented by the three stone pillars at Mina. Tradition would
have it that the Devil appeared here to Abraham, who drove him away
by throwing stones at him; and in some accounts his lapidation of the
Devil 15 in conjunction with his sacrifice of Ishmael. It is in
commemoration of that Abrahamic stoning that the pilgrims, armed
with stones to be thrown in groups of seven, perform the lapidation of
the pillars before and after the sacrifice. The sacrifice, the stoning, the
clipping of the hair and nails all take place on the tenth of Dh ual Hijjah.
The three following days, which include additional lapidations, are
really days of rejoicing. There then {ollows the farewell
circumambulation of the Ka‘bah and the Pilgrimage ends.

1t goes without saying that the different steps of the Pilgrimage have
their inner spiritual signification; and no doubt the Muslim sages, such
as al Ghazzali and Ibn al *Arabi, and many others, in pondering the
hidden meaning in the external acts have revealed the profound nature
of the Pilgrimage as a whole. Certainly, the egalitarianism of Isiam and
the unity of the Muslim World, not to say the levelling influence of its
message on all races and ethnic groups, are all manifested in the
Pilgrimage. But these are all purely external matters. Nor did the
Prophet institute the Piigrimage as merely a commemoration of the
events surrounding Abraham, Ishmael, and Hagar. The Pilgrimage
must be seen in the light of the whole question of salvation frajat) at
the hour of death and entry into Paradise: either the Pilgrimage has
some relationship to the salvific message of Islam or else it 1s merely a
series of external acts, That it does have such a relationshipis shown by
the ritval character of its various parts: blessings or benedictions accrue
to the person whose intention and attitudes on the Pilgrimage have been
right. How far one goes in this direction depends on his inner
purification. AbQ Yazid al Bistami, speaking of this inner progression,
said: “On my first pilgrimage I saw only the temple; the second time, |
saw both the temple and the Lord of the Temple; and the third time 1
saw the Lord only.” It is obvious that an awareness of the Divine
Presence during the Pilgrimage is a prerequisite for its successful
completion, whereas the forgetfulness of it makes for a mere physical
performance without grace. Al Huywirisays that*Anyone who 1s absent
from God at Makkabh is in the same position as if he were absent from
God in his own house, and anyone who is present with God in his own
house is in the same position as if he were present with God at Makkah.”
Behind those statements is a truth that could be expressed in this
fashion: the Piigrimage to Makkah is but the external reflection of the
inner Pilgrimage to one’s own heart, which is the Ka‘bah of one’s being.
One can be prevented from performing the external Pilgrimage, but the
Pilgrimage to the inner Ka‘bah is always possible and is indeed the true
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Pilgrimage, when all is said and done. That is why one of the Sﬁﬁ's put
things this way: “l wonder at those who seek His temple in this world:
why do they not seck contemplation of Him in their hearts? The temple
they sometimes attain and sometimes miss, but comtemplation they

might enjoy always.”
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THE SHARTAH ON MUSIC AND MUSICIANS

Lois Lamya’ al Fartigi
Temple University

METHODOLOGY

Any study of music and music related issues in Muslim socicty hasa
double task. It should contribute a body of ideas and data that would
satisfy scholars in the fields of ethnomusicology and lslamic studies;
and in addition, it should speak meaningfully to members of Muslim
society around the world, In order to satisfy both these needs, it seems
crucial that we avoid a number of problems that have handicapped
many previous studies. These problems of methodology may be
categorized under three headings: 1) those pertaining to SOURCES; 2)
those pertaining to ASSOCIATIONS BETWEEN MUSICAL AND
NON-MUSICAL. ACTIVITIES: and 3) those pertaining to
TERMINOLOGY. Each of these three categories contains two
subdivisions.

1y SOURCES. The first question that must be asked if weare toavoid
misunderstanding the attitude of 1slim toward musicians 1s: Who or
what shall be regarded as speaking for Islam the religion? Weare all well
aware of the multitudinous collection of often contradictory
statements, both oral and wntten, on music which have come from
various regions and periods of Islamic history. Are all of these sources to be
regarded as equally qualified to speak for Islam? Are we to content
ourselves with examining only one person’s or one greup’s opinion on
the matter? Or must we, in order to be true to our data, investigate as
many as possible of those materials which a consensus of the Muslims
themselves would consider to be authoritative in these matters? If we
choose this latter road of extension, and at the same time limitation, to
sources of wide acceptance, which seems to be the only logical as well as
culturally and intellectually honest method, we should recognize that it
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is the verbatim word of God in the Qur'an and the word of the Prophet
Muhammad (SAAS), as evidenced in the Aadith'ithat should form the
periphery for an investigation of what Islam itseif has said on these
issues.

This material cannot provide an exhaustively satisfying answer to our
preliminary question; for although the veracity and normative stature
of the Qurian is above question for both Muslim and non-Muslim,?
there are many collections of hadith, whichare used fordocumentation.
Yet all of these are not equally qualified to gain either Muslim or
scholarly respect for accuracy, Even if we were to limit ourselves to
those ahadith which are found in both of the most authoritative and
widely accepted collections, those of al Bukhar® and Muslim®, we find
that there arc certain of these ahddith which take precedence in the
minds of Muslhims over others. This priority is based ¢n their connection
to an undisputed and widely-known event in the life of the Prophet
Muhammad (SAAS) which was marked by his specific judgment on the
matter in question. Such a hadith s known as hadith hukomi.

Recognized by Muslims as of even greater authority than the hadith
hukmi are those “Bukh-Mus™ ahddith (1.e., those found in both the al
Bukharl and Muslim collections}) which are given the title Aadith
mutawdrir because of the “ongoing™ reportage of them by cvery
generation from the time of the Prophet to the period of their recording.
To use a hadith tor reference or documenltation of an idea which lacks
the authority of such guarantees of authenticity is a pitfall into which
numerous scholars, both Muslim and non-Muslim, have fallen in the
past. We should not let it hinder us in the future.

If only the Qurian and the verified and caretully screened ahadithare
to be called upon to speak for Islam the religion on matters musical,
what can we recognize as the wider range of sources which are capable
of speaking on this subject for the Muslims of history? Here also we
should screen our sources carefully in order to take our information
from only thase which have gained consensus approval from Muslim
society itself. These include the founders of the four schools of Islamic
law. Ab0 Hanifah (d. 767), Mdlik ibn Anas (d. 795-6), al Shati1(d. 820)
and Ahmad ibn Hanbal (d. 858), the great jurists of the legal tradition;
and such leaders of the theological or philosophical movements as Abu
Hamid al Ghazall and lbn Taymiyyah, who have been regarded as
authorities by a wide spectrum of Mushm society. To base conclusions
on the writings of figures who have not enjoyed wide relevance, or on
the practice of limited and isolated groups within the Muslim World,
would doom any study to statistical and empirical error as well as to
rejection for irrelevancy by the Muslims themselves.
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2) ASSOQCIATIONS BETWEEN MUSICAL AND NON-
MUSICAL ACTIVITIES.

The second pair of methodological problems deals with the attribution
to musical activities of the characteristics of non-musical activities. the
first one of this pair involves the fallacy that a condemnation of those
specifically condemned practices with which music has sometimes been
associated necessitates or implies a condemnation of music itsell. The
truth is that those legitimate sources speaking for Islam the religion
which we have indicated above, as well as those which can rightfully be
considered to speak for the Muslims, have been consistently careful to
condemn those associated activities rather than to make a sweeping
condemnation of music per se. Secondly, we should be awarcthat there
have been many overhasty critcs, both Muslims and non-Muslims,
who have overlooked the associative causes for the qualified
disapproval of musical activitics and presented the writings of their
predecessors in isolation from the original context in which they were
given. By so doing, these writers have grossly distorted the original
intent of the authoritative source.

1) TERMINOLOGY. The third pair of problems to beware ol ina
study of music and musicians in Muslim society relates to terminology.
First, there is the question of the term “forbidden™, widely vsed in the
literature dealing with this subject. We should note that the Arabic
equivalent, haram, is praperly used in a technical, legal sense for only
the act or activity which is specifically “forbidden™ in the Quran or
established hadith, and for only the act or activity which 1s pumshable
by a prescribed and specific punishment (hadd). This is not applicable
to any type of musical performance in any part of the Muslim World in
any period of time. The term “prohibited ™ (or faram), uscd in the legal
sense, should therefore be thrown out from the discussion altogether.
Instead, we should realize that we are discussing, for the most part,
ethical rather than legal judgments. Where the great thinkers of Islamic
law have addressed themselves to the restriction and guidance of
musical activities, it has never judged them Aaram without reference to
their association with certain disapproved behavior and without
qualification by that behavior. The preferable term to be used
therefore is “unfavared” (makriih), as opposed 1o “permissible ™ {hafal).
In a more colloquial sense, . the term haram may have a much wider
meaning. For example, it is sometimes uscd [or “pity,” “shame,”
“disapproved,™ “unfortunate,” etc. But it shoiuld not be used to imply
the technical, legal sense defined above. Readers should be aware of this
distinction of meanings when surveying the {slamic materials on music.

The second problem of terminology deals with the question ot what is
and what is nor “music” in Islamic culture.
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I. MUSIC

For most musicologists and ethnomusicologists the term “music”
means the art and science of combining vocal and/or instrumental
sounds or tones so as to form a wide variety of structurally, aesthetically
and emotionally satisfying expressions of a culture’s underiying beliel
system. Under such a definition, music generally includes all types of
such aural aesthetic expression, regardless of their function or the
context of their performance. Musiga (or musigi) is the Arabic term
often equated with this concept by Western ethnomusicologists, by
Islamicists and even, in some cases, by Muslim scholars and laymen.
Borrowed from the Greek language by the Muslims of the 8th-10th
centurics, the term migsiga has had various connotations in Islamic
history;® but only when used in the loosest sense has it been regarded by
members of Muslim society as synonymous with the term “music” as
defined above. Instead, in most instances, it applies only to certain
secular musical genres of the culture.®

Nor is there another recognized Arabic expression which could be
equated with the very inclusive English term, “music.” Forexample, the
Arabic word ghing’ means “singing,” and therefore is generally
exclusive of all forms of purely instrumental music. The same term has
sometimes been used to mean all “secular music,” whether performed
by vocalists, instrumentalists or a combination of these. In this sensc,
it excludes all religious genres. Saema’ (literally, “listening™) has
designated the vocal and intrumental music used in the context of the
dhikr (“remembrance [of God]™) rituals of the Sufi or mystical
brotherhoods, but it often does not include music, even the same type
of music, performed in other secular or religious contexts. Tapih is a
term which has the literal meaning of “the act of delighting or
enrapturing through sound.”™ This expression denoting both recited
poetic and performed musical expression has sometimes been used as a
ioose equivalent for “music,” but it too is not inclusive of all types of
pitched-scund art in the Muslim World. Its cennotation of, and
association with, sensual enjoyment make it Islamically unsuitable for
labeling most religious genres. Lahw (“entertainment™), another word
which has sometimes been used to translate “music,” actually applics
to a much wider category including all types of amusement. When used
in a narrower, musica) sense, it pertains only to secular music.

This unfruitful search for a culturally acceptable term which is
inclusive of all types of musical production in Islamic culture is notdone
in order to expose a deficiency in Muslim culture or in the Arabic
language which, as language of the Holy Quran, has played such an
important role in the history of all regions of the 1slAmic World. On the
contrary, results of the search are prescnted in order to expose a unique
characteristic of the culture’s understanding of musical art, an
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understanding which has played a key role in determining the
characterisnes of that art. 1t is clear that all types of what we would
consider to be music have not been considered so by Muslim society. In
fact, lslAmic culture provided an inexplicit, but nevertheless
powerfully implied, hierarchy of sound-art expression, or handasah al
sawr (“artistic engineering of sound™), as I shall call it here. This
hierarchization had the effect of separating the more appreciated and
encouraged genres in a class apart, and of categorizing certain of the
less appreciated forms and occasions for music as controversial or
disapproved. See Figure |, infra. lbn Taymiyyah (1966: 11, 318)
writes that there are various kinds of samd’ (“listening™), “some of which
are muharram (“forbidden”), [while others are] Makrih (“unfavored™).
Mubah (“indifferent™, wdjiib (“recommended™, and mustahabb
(“commendable™).

Much has been written in the literature of Islamic culture about the
so-called legitimacy or illegitimacy of music. Throughout the centuries,
writers of religious works, legal documents, and even works dealing
with secular topics, have debated the benefits or dangers of music, and
line up for or against certain categories or uses of it. It wascertainly not
every kind of handasah al sawi that was the subject of the debate, " but
one cannot fail to recognize in the lslamic writings an apprehension of
the effects that music could have on Muslimi society, on its members and
even on the performance of Islamic relgious duties {1bn Taymiyyah
1966: 11, 306ff). While no age or region of the Isldmic World was
without its devotees and practitioners of a wide range of musical
expression, Islim and the Muslims put restrictions on the use of certain
types of musical art, and supported and cultivated others. This
differenuation reached such an cxtent that many of the encouraged
genres were not even designated as music, lest they be confused or
associated with unsanctioned types of pitched-sound art,

At the peak of importance and acceptability in the Muslim hierarchy
of musical or handasakh af sawt expression is the pitched recitation of the
Holy Qurian. This solo, vocal improvisational genre has carried, over
the centuries, the full and unequivocal acceptance and support of both
the rcligion and the society. Qurianic cantillation, or gira'ah
("“reading™). has been perfermed with some vanance of individual and
regional style for fourteen centuries; but exemphfications have rarely
transgressed the boundaries of acceptable style which have been strictly
monitored by concerned Muslims in every century of Islamic presence.
Numerous works have been written to condemn and forestall
aberrations of the pristine qualities of Qur'anic chant and to guard
against the assimilation of characteristics from the indigenous musical
cultures of the various cthnic groups which make up the Muslim
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wmmah {(“community”™) (see Talbi 1958; al Sa‘ld 1967: 344-348; al
Faraqr 1974; 275-281). A very sensitive and determined aesthetic-
religious “conscicnce” has guarded against the intrusion of such
changes in the substance and performance of this chant which would
reduce its conformance to the aesthetic and religious demands which
determined its development. (iragh, however, despitc its corres-
pondence with all the specifications of the definition cited earlier, has
never been considered by Muslims to be a form of music. Every Muslim,
however, would agree that it is the most sublime example of hAandasah al
sawt, our newly coined expression for all categories of pitched sound
art.

There are other genres of sound art which have also been regarded as
unquestionably legitimate forms of handasah al suwt expression in
Islamic culture; yet they were never regarded as misigd. At only a
slightly lower level on the hierarchy than Quranic chant, for example, is
the adhan or “call to prayer,” which is chanted five times daily from the
minaret of every mosque and which has many stylistic characteristics in
commeon with Qurianic cantillation. Other examples which the Muslims
have considered to be unquestionably legitimate handasahr al sawt
expressions are the Pilgrimage {ralbiyah)and Eulogy Chants. Tahmid,
{ahlil na’r and madih are terms which have designated various exempli-
fications of the widely used, chanted poctry eulogising God, the Prophet
(Muhammad (SAAS) or certain religiously exemplary persons from
Islimic history. Even shi'r (“chanted poetry™) with noble themes falls
within this acceptable non-musiga grouping. The best examples of
chanted poetry have remained so close to the culture’s prototype,
Qurianic cantllation, in substance and performance that they have
suffered a minimum of cultural suppression and have been given the
legitimizing support and appreciation, evenesteem, of the vast majority
of the community throughout the centuries. Only rarely has their
desirability been questioned.

Three more levels are included among the Aala/ forms of musical
expression, i.c., the oncs consistently regarded as legitimate. The first of
these includes various types of Family and Celebration Music such as
lullabies, women’s songs, and music for weddings, family and religious
celebrations. Some of the religious genres of the higher levels of the
hierarchy are used for family gatherings and celebrations, as well as
secular music similar to that of lower levels of the hicrarchy. The more
this music is determined by aesthetic and moralidcals of the society, the
more favored it 18 as representative of this category of musical
expression. The next level of the hicrarchy, which includes caravan
chants (hida', rajaz, rukban), shepherds® tunes and work songs, is
labeled “Occupational™ Music. The last level within the consistently
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legitimate group comprises the tabl khdnah or Military Band Music
which was used for rallying in battle as well as for public celebrations.”

These three lowest levels of primarily secular categories within the
halal section of our hicrarchy have been bracketed with others below
them as examples of musigd, in contrast to the non-musiga categories
higher in the hierarchy. Yet they have not suffered the condemnation of
the religion or the people. Although the Muslims did not regard these
lower echelon genres of legitimate types as being of the same calibre or
worth as Qur'anic chant, it has been generally conceded that they are
halal sound art expressions. Evidence for this can be found in the hadith
literature, in the writings of the founders of the four law schools, as well
as in the widely recognized Muslim scholars.®

All other forms of musical expression which have arisen in the
Mus!im World can also be itted into the tuerarchy of handasah al saw:
examples of Figure 1, but they are separated from the ones we have so

HIERARCHY OF HAMDASAH AL SAWT GENRES

{The Status of Musiz in the Islamic World)

Qur'&nic Chant {QIRA'AH)

Call to Prayer (ADHAN)

NON-MOSTQA Pilgrimage Chants (TALEIYAL}

Euloay ywanfy, ua¢T, TanMID, etc.)

t

Chants LEGITIMATE
HALAL

Chanted \ish noble themes (SHI'R) (gaLAL)
Foetry ——

Family and Celebration Music
{lullabies, wedding songs, etc.)

"Deeypational" Music
{carﬁvan cnant;,shepherd s tunes,
work songs,
Military Band Music {TABL KHAMAH)
Invisible

o LT T T T T T 777
MUSIGA Vacal/Instrumental Improvisations
(TAGASIN, LAYALI, QASIDAH, AVAZ,h.)

Barrier

Serious Metered Songs {MUWASHSHAH,

DAWR, TASHIF, BATAYHI, etc.) %ﬂﬂﬁf“ﬁaéih

MAKRDH, HARRN)

Husic Related tc Pre-Islamic or

Non-1sTamic Origins Opague

4— Barrier

Sensuous Music ILLEGITEMATE
{HARAM)

Figure 1
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far enumerated by an “invisible barrier.” | call it an “invisible " barrier,
for it is one which has sometimes been heeded, sometimes ignored or
transcended by particular individuals, groups, and/or communities
within the Muslim World. This barrier separates those forms of sound
art which have consistently been viewed as hafal aesthetic cxpressions
from those which have been considered guestionable, dangerous or
even disapproved.

At the top of this second composite section of the hierarchy we find
the free rhythmed Vocal and Instrumental Improvisations, e.g., layafr,
avaz, tagasim and istikhbar. These genres have also been favored by a
large percentage of the population, though they were not universaily
approved, as were the forms above the invisible barrier. Below the level
of tmprovisations are the Serious Metered Songs — eg.,
muwashshahah, dawr and some forms of rasnif, which also have been
enjoyed and considered harmless by a sizeable, though slightly smaller
percentage of the society, Below them is the level of Music Related to
Pre-lslamic or Non-1slimic Origins. It includes music which religious
leaders have generally disapproved because of its relationship to pagan
or pre-Islamic religicus traditions, ideas and practices. Islamic society
has customarily shown great tolerance for the music of newly converted
peoples, while its religious leaders have endeavored to progressively
deepen and widen the influence of Islam on all aspects of the converts’
lives.

The examples of these three categories of music labeled
“controversial™ have no doubt been popular with many Muslims in
various parts of the Isldmic Waorld. They vary greatly in substance and
performance context. For some, therefore, they were considered halal
or “legitimate,” for others mubdh. or legally “indifferent™ and for some,
makruh or “disapproved.” But under all circumstances, their
performance and enjoyment did not engender the sense of complete
innocence that accompanied the involvement with genres above the
invisible barrier.

Finally, the lowest level of the hierarchy is given to that sensuous
music which is performed in association with condemned activities, or
which 1s thought to incite to such prohibited practices as consumption
of drugs and alcohol, lust, prostitution, etc. This last level is separated
from the others above it on our representation of the hierarchy by a
solid black line, for it is below this barrier that Muslims have becn
consistently unwilling to accord their approval.

Thus the hierarchy of “musical™ art or hAandasah al sawr, asdrawnup
here. reveals eleven categones or levels of musical expression organized
in three sections. One section comprises all those genres of musical art
which Islamic culture refused to designate as “music™ lest they be
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equated with or influenced by the less favored genres as well as three
categories of misigq sanctioned by the Prophet and Muslims generally.
Another section, the lowest of the hierarchy, includes that music which
has consistently been considered to be outside the pale of approval for
Muslims because of its associations with illegitimate practices and non-
conformance to lslamic aesthetic and ethical norms. A third, the
median section, includes the various types of music which have been at
issue in the centuries-long controversy waged by the protagonists and
antagonists of music in 1slamic culture. 1t is the genres of this third
section — and these genres alone — that have been the crux of the
controversy, There has been no opposition to the pitched-sound
rendition of the Qurin, for Allah ta'ala Himself, in the Holy Book
commands such reading (Qur'an 73:4). The adhan. pilgrimage and
eulogy chants, chanted poetry, family and celebration music,
“occupational™ music, as well as the brass and percussion music of the
military bands, have been so consistently supported by incidents from
the life of the Prophet Muhammad and his followers, that little time or
energy has been spent on countering their aceeptance and use. Likewise,
that level of sensuous music at the bottom of the hierarchy which incited
to lust and abandon of social and religious duties was never a matter for
indecision; 1t was consistently regarded with suspicion and disapproval
by protagenists of other forms of music as well as by the more
conservative antagonists. 1t was only the middle categories of the
hierarchy of handasah al sawt, therefore, which have constituted the
“grey” area of controversy.

A number of interrelated aspects seem to have been involved in
determining this implicit hierarchy of sound art which is concretized in
this presentation. The first of these aspects is the conformance or
divergence of each genre to the archetypal Quranic chant. The more a
certain genre or type of musical expression draws for its musical, poctic
and religious inspiration from Quranic chant, the more it has been
appreciated and “legitimized.™ The more it strays from that modzl, the
more susceptible it 1s to correction by an alert community aesthetic
conscience or to assignment to a lower level of approval and
appreciation. For example, the adhdn, pilgrimage and eulogy chants, as
well as chanted poetry have almost identical musical characteristics to
those of the Qur'anic chant, Even much of the family/ celebration music
and “occupational™ music is governed by similar characteristics. Only
the military music of this accepted section deviates markedly from these
characteristics. In this instance, function has taken precedence over
form in the designation of the status of that music. Even the solo vocal
and instrumental improvisations on the lower side of the nvisible
barrier have shown such clear resemblance to the chanting of the Qur'an
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and the other unquestionably approved forms of handasah al sawt
higher in the hierarchy that they have won a considerable ratio of
approval and acceptance. [t has bgen discavered that the rhythmed
songs of the next lower level also conform to certain — though not all -
characteristics of the musical genres on the higher levels of the
hierarchy. and even to those of the Qurianic musical prototype (sce al
Farugr 1975). Each descent to another level of the hicrarchy, however.
reveals a successive lessening of correspondence to the model, a tact
which helps account for the reduced acceptability and appreciation of
the genres of those leveis.

A secord aspect determininga genre’s location in the hierarchy scems
to be the degree of its conformance te the aesthetic demands of the
culturc. As | have attempted to illustrate elsewhere (see al Faruqi 1974
Chap. I; 1975; 1978), there are recognizable characteristics of content
and form common to examples of Islamic art of any medium. These
characteristics are at their highest peak in the Qurian which, in both
written and recited forms, has provided the archetype and norm for
aesthetic production in Islamic culture.? The hierarchy reveals the
importance of these aesthetic characteristics in the cultural judgment of
examples of musical art or Aandasah af sawt. As we descend from level
to level, the conformance to those characteristics of poetic and musical
content and form become progressively weaker. In that music at the
base of the hierarchy, one may still discover certain characteristics
binding it to the overall aesthetic norms of the culture, but they are
certainly at their weakest in this music. It is here also that laxity in
adherence to the cultural norms allows for substantial borrowings from
alien musical traditions. The night club offerings inany Middle Eastern,
Asian or African country provide a ready example of such dilution of
cultural norms by a widc variety ol musical influences from the outside
world.

Third, the hierarchy is also a ranking of genres according to statistical
community acceptance and csteem. Those genres on the highest levels
of the hicrarchy, those which are labeled “Non-Musiga,” have enjoyed
the universal acceptance as well as respect of the Muslim peoples. Asfor
the three levels below them, but still above the invisible barrier, these
categories have also been accepted by most Muslims. Each descent from
level to level, however, is accompanied by a decrease in the number of
people who would consider involvement with this music completely
conscionable. At the lower end of the hierarchy, only a small minority
would accord approval to the sensuous music beyond the opaque
barrier, and all would consider its performance or enjoyment as in some
degree problematic.

A fourth aspect which has determined positioning in this hierarchy,
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and 1s therefore revealed by it, 1s a correlative to the third aspect. It
pertains to what the Muslim community has considered to be musical
conformance to the moral demands of Islam, Thosc items on the upper
levels have been regarded as capable of directing the hearers minds and
attention to God and to the God-commanded duties and ethical
desiderata of life, whereas those examples in each level of the descent
were {elt to be successively less capable of producing that desired effect.
At the bottom of the ladder, the sensuous music, which was consistently
assoctated with drugs, alcohol, sexual promiscuity and the dissolute
life, was widely rejecied for its corruptive influence on the individual
and the society. The importance of this moral factor in Muslim World
attitudes toward music is clearly documented in many writings {e.g., sec
al Shali1 1906: VI, 214-215; A/ Fatawd al Hindiyyah 1892: ¥V, 351).

1t 13 granted that particular genres or customs in certain parts of the
Muslim World may evidence cxceptional instances of non-
conformance to the hierarchization presented here, to those four
aspects which have been seen to have a determining influence on this
taxonomy, as well as to the cffects it has had on the status of musicians.
With a geographic and ethnic complex as vast as Muslim society
represents, it would be difficult, and perhaps even impossible, to present
a mierarchy of musical expression which is universally valid. This does
not negate the benefit of producing such a classification which might
cause us to think in a way which is more compatible with the greater
reality than many past studies were able to do because of the confusions
that have applied to the field.

II. MUSICIANS

If we were to move through the legitimate-disapproved hierarchy and
turn cur minds to the performers of handasah al sawr instead of to the
sound art itself, we would find that the “musicians™ of the Muslim
World have been ranked ona similar hierarchy of variable approval and
disapproval, of acceptance and rejection, Those who perferm the
gira'ah, the adhan and other forms of pitched-sound art on those levels
of the hierarchy above the “invisible barrier”™ have been accorded
unyguestioned acceptance in the society. The capable ones have even been
praised and acclaimed for their abilities and “art™ Rather than
delineating a separate class of musicians [or these approved genres of
sound art, however, we might say that !slamic culture has regarded
every member of Lhe society as, in fact, an amateur practitioner of these
genres. Every Muslim, for example, is 4 potential gdri'or “reciter” of the
Qur'an. Since no one simply “reads™ the Quran without trying to render
it beautifully, all Muslims make some attempt at reciting it with variant
pitches and durations. A graduate of Al Azhar University'® maintained
that the language of the Quran is such that it “forces cantillation upen
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the reader.”™ “it cannot be just read,” he insisted. Some gari’s, of course
have beiter voices, are more proficient at the task, than athers; but
anyone in the community may — and does -— take part in this much
admired and appreciated activity.!!

Any and every practicing Muslim may also be called upon, at some
time in his/her life, to perform the adhan. Assuredly, this would not be
done by most Muslims from the minaret of a mosque, but it is a
common duty in more private situations where the prayer is announced
for the group of persons present. No joint prayer is made without this
audible call to attention. in the case of the individual prayer, the call is
made silently by the worshipper if he does not hear it from the minaret.
The rafbiyah or pilgrimage chants are also within the performance
domain of every Mushm rather than of a special segment of society known as
“musicians.” Although the performers of the other forms of non-music
handasah al sawt (e.g., eulogy chants, shi'r, family/celebration music,
“occupational music™ and military band music) may be somewhat less
universally distributed in Islamic society, we find many Muslims of
other professions participating, without reprobation, in these forms of
community art On various occasions.

Amatcurs who perform the genres of the controversial levels of the
hierarchy, i.e., the genres of musiga which fall between the invisible and
opaque barriers of our hierarchy, are also immune to social criticism
and discrimination. Those, however, who are professional performers
or who are involved with the disapproved sensual music at the bottom
of the hicrarchy, have, no doubt, been regarded with suspicion and
disdain. This results not because of the actual act of musical
performance but because of the moral associations involved with the
commereial pursuit of that profession. We shall speak more of this
below (pp. 17-20) in the materials explaining the factor of context asa
determinant of the status of musicians. ! shoiuld be noted that the
performer of music has generally been accorded no better or no worse
treatment than those who listened to his/her music. Both socially and
legally, there has been little differentiation between the attitude toward
actual musicians, on the one hand, and the listeners or patrons of that
music, on the other. Those who were in any way involved with handasah
al sqwt of the “wrong™ kinds and in the “wrong™ contexts have felt
constraints, while those involved with the culturally sanctioned types
and contexts, have not.

Like the attitudes toward the music itself, attitudes toward musicians
vary according 10 a number of circumstances in which they differ from
one, another. First of all, these attitudes differ in accordance with the
differing performance material. No musician is suspect if the repertoire
he/she performs is drawn from those genres that claim a universal or
wide acceptance within the society because of their deep influence by
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Quranic chant and their conformance to aesthetic and moral
requircments of Muslim society. Such a “musician™ has never been
subject to treatment different from that accorded his non-musician
neighbor.

The contexi of performance i1s a second major determinhant in
approval or disapproval of musicians. Three factors determining
context were given a rhymed summanzation by the philosopher and
theologian al Ghazali (d. L111) as zaman, makdn and ikhwan (al
Ghazalt n.d.: 1, 30F; 1902: 1-2); i.e. the "time,” the “place,” and the
“associates” of the musical activity.!2

When a! Ghazdli cited zaman ot “time " as an imporiant clement is the
legitimacy or proscription of music and musicians, he was presenting a
double-pronged argument. First of all, “time™ is important for the
obvious reason that if the performance or enjoyment of musical
expression tnterferes with the time for actvalizing a higher lslamic goal
(e.g.. praver. care of family, etc), it is certainly detrimental and should
be avoided {fbid.). In addition, his reasoning took into account that
consensus within Muslim society that life is a serious matter which
allows little time for frivolous entertainment. Therefore, al Ghazall
argued that if a musician (or listener) devoted too much of his time to
entertainment in music, these activities become a detriment rather than
an innocent pastime (al Ghazali n.d.: 11, 283, 301; 1901; 240-241, 251).
Other writers have been cqually insistent on the importance ot limited
involvement.

Another factor related to the matter of “time,” which had had a
marked cfiect on the status of musicians in the Mushm World, is the
degree of their professional involvement. The protessional has
consistently been the object of suspicion or even disdain in lslamic
society, whercas the non-professional was tolerated orevenadmired for
his ability.!" Because of this attitude toward protfessionalism in music,
devoting onesclt exclusively to music has rarely been the practice ot any
but the extremes of society — either the most virtuoso and successtul of
musicians who seem to exist outside the normal restrictions and
boundaries of the social structure. or the lowliest of persons who had
httle to lose by being labeled a professional. Not only has the amateur in
all parts of the Muslim World drawn respectability tfrom his other
occupation(s), but he has avoided the over-exposurc and over-
commilment to pleasure-seeking activitics which have been condemned
by the society.

Makan or “place” refers to another often expressed Muslim belief
that musicians are judged by the specific context of their performance
{Roychoudhury 1957:80;al Ghazalin.d.: 11, 281-283; 1901: 235-241). As
has been discussed elsewhere (al Farugi [981b), there is a surprising
overlap in the performance situations for various genres of musical
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petformance in the Islamic World. Qira’ah, far example, is not only
heard at the mosque for the prayer; it 1s also performed at the public
meeting, the holiday celebration, the school program, the dhikr cere-
mony and the private party. As we have seen, the adhan can be recited
at the time of prayer wherever Muslims are gathered. It need not be only
the “call” of the professional from the minaret of the mosque, Eulogies
and chanted poetry with noble themes can be part of a religious
gathering such as the dhikr session of the Siifis as well as aesthetic
entertainment and spiritual uplift for other more secular occasions.
Vocal and instrumental improvisations bridge the gap between the
religious and secular context in Islamic culture, being used in the dhikr,
in radio or television programs, as well as in live concerts, in private
social gatherings and family cclebrations. Such improvisations are
sometimes cven an important element of the cabaret musical
environment. Given this high level of “unity™ in performance context
for different genres, it is clear that the music per se is not the only
element to be considered in an evaluation of the approval of the
musician’s occupation. The acceptability of the place and the occasion
for musical performance have been of equal importance i judging the
performing artists as well as anyone who listens to them.

The last factor stated in al Ghazali’s rthymed determinants [or proper
Jjudgment of musical performance, and thus a guide for approval or
condemnation ol the musician, was ikAiwan or “associates™ (literally,
“brothers™). [f performing or listening to otherwise acceptable musical
expression put one 1n the company of just and honerable companions.
it was not to be considered a harmful activity. On the other hand, if
pecformance or enjoyment of music caused the participant to interact
with thosc who might lcad him/her to neglect of religious and social
responsibilities or to meral degradation, it was a disapproved activity,
regardless of the musical products involved,

Because of the powerful effect of these factors of “time,” “place.” and
“assoclates” on meeting or denying the demands of the religious and
moral life, Muslim society used them as gauges 1o determine its
approval or rejection of the activity, the art product, the performer, and
even the participating listener. [n fact, in Islamic culture, these factors
which pertain to the function and the context of the music have perhaps
played a more important role in determining the approval or not of any
performance than the characteristics of the music itselt. We find some
writers condemning a type of music in one context or under certain
circumstances, while approving of it in another pecformance situation.
Playing of the daff (tambourine) was regarded permissible (hafaf) by the
early junsts, for example, when done by women in the wedding or other
joyous celebration, but condemned if used by men or in some other
contexts which provided an association with homosexuality (lbn
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*Abidin 1882: 1V, 530; al Nawawi 1884: 111, 401; Ibn Taymiyyah [966:
L1, 301; Robson 1938:3; al Ghazali 1901:211, 237; n.d.; 11, 271, 282; A/
Fatawd al Hindiyyah c. 1892:V, 352). Playing the drum or tambourine
was acceptable for military music or the march but was often rejected in
other contexts,

It is this importance of the context of the performance, in addition to
the characteristics of the art product itself, which account for the
varying statements regarding music which are to be found in the hadith
literature. Those sayings and acts, which have been judged , after careful
scrutiny and investigation, to be those of the Prophet Muhammad (SAAS),
provide clear evidence to support the arguments of both the antagonist
and protagonist of musical expression (al Gharalin.d.: 11,274, 277-278,
28411, 1901:217, 224-227, 244ff; Roychoudhury [957:66-70). No
rational person who knows that literature can honestly cite only those
ahdadith that bolster his case and ignore the others which seem to work
against it. The apparent contradiction has caused no small amount of
difficulty, for both the Muslim and non-Muslim scholar, not to speak of
the confusion 1t has aroused in the Muslim wmmah over the centuries
(Shaliat 1960:355).

For the Muslim, of course, it is impossible to disregard the hadith
literature since it is the next most important source of the law, after the
Quran, Even the non-Muslim scholar cannot fail to take this material
into sericus consideration, for any student of the culture will notice the
pentrating and far-reaching influences it has had, not only on Muslims
themselves, but on all their practices, their thinking and their
institutions. In the course of trying to determine the reasons for the
acceptance of some forms of musical expression and the rejection of
others, the hadith literature provides a key which can serve the Muslim
and non-Muslim alike; a key which may have much wider significance
than merely the light 1t sheds on the musical problem under
consideration,

Itisimmaterial to our discussion whether one argues with the Muslim
that these materials represent actual events in the Prophet’s life or, with
thc non-Muslim, that they are consensus statements of Muslim thinking
in the carly centuries of the Islamic period, which were projected onto
the life of the Prophet to give them validity and perpetuity. All known
information regarding the circumstances in which these anecdotes and
sayings occurred have becn carefully sifted and guarded by the carly
Muslims to be handed down to future generations. Nevertheless, it is
sometimes difficult for us to know the precise details of the context of
statements and events dealing with music. It is quite reasonable, given
the imporiance of the musical context in Islamic society, that the
Prophet, like his followers the Muslims, judged each instance of musical
performance as a unique event. It could not be appraised except asa
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complex of all charactenstics of the art product and all aspects of its
performance. Given that complexity, it is understandable that a great
variety of responses be made by the Prophet to specific instances of
handasah al sawt performance. [n fact, any other solution would have
been un-Islamic. This is preciscly what the Prophet’s actions and
statements reveal, and what Muslims have done and said inimitation of
him for fourteen centuries. The inclusion of these contradictory ehadith
had the effect of providing an invitation — even a demand — for the
studied and complex, even perplexing response to musical art which
Muslims have given over the centuries. It points to another instance of
that Islamic religious and cultural insistence on subsuming all activities
of life under a dominance by the basic religous ideology. It accounts as
well as for those apparent contradictions between what some of the
Jurists have stated and the information we have of the personal invoive-
ment with certain types of music by the ongmators of the four law schools
(madhahib, s. madhhab). Such supposed contradictions should be
attributed neither to false evidence norinsincerity on the part of the four
imames. Instead it is evidence of the qualified judgment of every kind of
music and musical activity.

m. MUSLIM LAW

Given the hierarchical status of various forms of handasah al sawr
genres — both those designated as musiga as well as those not defined as
such — and given the hierarchy of performers for this art, we now turn
our attention to the laws involving the practitioners of music in Islamic
culture. It is clear that as far as the performers of the non-music
categories at the top of the handasah af sawr hierarchy are concerned,
there are no legal restrictions on the practice of their art. In fact, the
performers of these genres have consistently been encouraged by the
faws, and by the society, to improve and proliferate their “musical art.™
in the Qur'an, the Aadith and the four schools of law (madhdhib ). the
reader of the Qurzn and the mu adhdhin (the person who calls 1o
prayer} are admonished to purify themselves befere participating in
these activities; but there are no discriminatory measures against them
as performers. They operate as full participants in society and
experience only those restrictions that are placed upon all members of
the ummah.

Even for those persons who involve themselves with the other forms
of sound art in the controversial or disapproved sections of the
hicrarchy, there are no unqualified prohibitions and no stated or hadd'*
punishment for violators. This applies both to the “producer™and the
“consumer” of miisigd. Noevidence could be found in the Quran, in the
hadith orinany of the legal documents investigated, for the prescription
of physical punishment, incarceration or fines for those who involve
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themselves with musical activities. Neither is there cvidence for
discretionary chastisements {ra’zir)'® which are sometimes
recommended by Isldmic law. Legal prohibition of musical activities,
even of the controversial or disapproved types, therefore is not
documentable. However, there are a variety of prescriptions which can
be classified as restrictive of the musician even though they may not be
judged actually punitive. It should be remembered that these
injunctions apply only to the professional, full-iime musician wha takes
money {or his performance or to the patron of music who makes a
business of the musical performance of others. These restrictive
measures fall into four categories dealing with:

1) the acceptance or rejection of evidence — L.e., testimony:

2) the securing of wages for performances;

3} singing girl slaves; and

4) musical instruments

1) Acceptance or Rejection of Evidence — Testimony

For the professional, fuli-time musicians who perform those genres
of misigd which are below the so-called “invisible barrier™ in the
hierarchy of sound art, the most prominent restriction found in Muslim
law 1s that pertaining to the acceptance or rejection of testimony. The
jurists of all four Sunni schools of Islamic law have maintained that the
testimony of the public mourner or singer, for example, is not
admissible evidence in any legal case tried in a court.” It should be
noted, however, that these authorities of the various madhahib have
drawn a clear distinction between those persons who are involved in
music under the permitted circumstances which have been outlined
earlier and those who participate under religiously and socially
disapproved circumstances. For the {ormer, no denial of testimonial
rights is prescribed, while the professional, the person addicted to this
occupation, the one who takes money for it or who is involved
commercially in this activity is considered untrustworthy. The
testimony of the amateur, therefore, is accepted; for we read thatitis
only for those that “have a reputation for that”(al Shafit 1906: VI, 214-
215) that the denial is operative. The musician therefore becomes
suspect not because he performs music but beause he takes on such a
profession with all its negative social and moral associations in the
culture. Such a choice reveals in him a lack of concern for hispositionin
the community and unconcern for guarding of his integrity. These are
charactenstics which could cause him to involve himself in other
activities rejected by the society and the religion (al Shafi't 1906:Vi,
215). Likewise, the man who sponsors or hires a musician is not
categorically denied the right of testimony. Suspicion of his character
results only if he makes a commercial or public event of the
performance.
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2) Wages

A second legal restriction on those musicians who perform the
misigd forms of handasah al sawr pertains to the securing ol wages.
Since their activity as professionals is considered by most jurists to be
undesirable, they are denied legal recourse to salary procurement. Some
jurists have declared the wages for singing or lamentation as illegal. In
Al Hiddyah we read that it {s not lawful to give a pledge for the wages
either of a professional mourner or singer (Hamilton 1975:499, 63%8). If
the patron wishes to pay them, the musicians are not denied
rccompense; but they cannot pursue that payment through legal
channcls in case the patron refuses to honor his agreement with them or
pays them less than what they teel is proper.

There is another legal matter pertaining to wages which should be
mentioned. We are told that one who chants ar teaches the Qurianis no
less subject to this demal of the right to wages as the performer of other
types of musical expression. His denial results not, however, from the
unacceptable nature of his work, but because it 1s not considered proper
to receive payment for those activities which can be considered ane’s
religious duty {4/ Hidayvah in Hamilton [975:499). Often rcligious
teachers and gari’s have alleviated the effect of such laws by accepting
non-money payments. The circumvention of this rule is well known and
widcly practiced with little apparent indignation from religious or
societal sources. Some jurists have even officially condoned it as a way
ol fostering religous practices and necessitics ol the culture (fbid.).

3) Singing Girls

A third type of lega! restriction pertains to the practice or enjoyment
of music involving the gaynas, those musically talented and trained
slave girls of the pre-Islamic and early Islamic period. Here my evidence
is less clear, for [ have not beenable to verify in the primary sources the
claims made in the secondary sources. For example, according to
Roychoudhury, drawing on the Macdonald translation of al Ghazali’s
thya *Ulum af Din, Malik has said that if a man buys a slave girl and
discovers that she is a professional, it is his duty 1o return her to the
former owner (Roychoudhury [957:78; al Ghazali 1901:201). The
Arabic of al Ghazali is far less specific. There we find that “the purchase
may return her if he wishes™ (kana lahu radduha) (al Ghazali nd.: 11,
209). The translation of Macdonald trom which Reychoudhury took
his information is certainly misleading. ln fact, the importance and
insistence in Malik ibn Anas’s A/ Muwaita' (Malik 1971:422t} on
providing remedies for a problem of “defect™ (‘aybh) in the newly
purchased slaves, rather than resorting to their return, puts into
question the possibility of such a restriction in the writings of Malik. In
addition, the whole guestion might be considered irrelevant to the
discussion of music and musicians. Rather than anargument to be used
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by the music antagonists, it 1s instead a matter of proper identification
of the seller’s goods.

Rovchoudhury (1957:79) cites another quotation drawn from the
Macdonald translation of al Ghazall’s fhyg’ Ulam al Din which is
misquated to read just the opposite of its meaning in the originaland in
Macdonald’s accurate translation (al Ghazali n.d.:1f, 269; 1901:201).
This quotation 1s taken by al Ghazali from Abu Tayyib al Tabart, the
|0th century ShafiT jurist, as cvidence of the latter’s argument that the
Shafiis prehibit listening to singing girls. Yet other Shali sources arc
gxplicit in maintaining that the rejection of testimony for listening to
singing girls applics only to the person who makes a commercial
enterprize of such performances. '

4) The Use of Instruments

Given the importance of the unaccompanied vocal chant as
prototype and most accepted form of Islamic musical expression, it is
not surprising to find instruments and instrumental music somewhat
less appreciated than the singing voice and vocal music amoung the
Muslims. Instruments have never been allowed to play a role in the
Islamic prayer ritual, cither as accompaniment to the chant or alone.
Their distinctness from the archetypical gird @k both in aspects of
musical style and in performance context, seems to have kept them from
playing a major role in the performance of those genres of non-musiga
at the top of the handasah al sawr hicrarchy, though they were
generally approved by Muslims for use in the military bands and in
other secular performances. Here too, however, context and the
associative factors were the guiding principle in their approval or
rejection. As al Ghazall has argued, some instruments which have nice
sounds should not be forbidden any more than the voice of the
nightingale. But hc excepts from this judgment those instruments of
music that are associated with wine, homaosexuals and other prohibited
things (al Ghazill n.d.)i, 271-272; 1901:210-215).

A legal reference revealing an adverse effect on the use of musical
instruments specified that the hands of the thief should not be cut off
stealing a musical instrument because those are sinful tools (al
Qayrawarl in Bakdrah al Sa'd, translated in Russell 1906:92), According
to the report of Robsan (1938:3), a 13th century Shafi‘i junst, claimed
that the breaking of instruments was lawful and incurred noliability, In
Roychoudhury, on the contrary, we find the author quoting from A/
Hidayah as follows: “If a person breaks a lute ... or pipe, or cymbal
belonging toa Muslim, he 1s responsible, because the sale of such article
is lawful™ (Roychoudhury 1957:79). Although this could not be verified
by the primary source, it is well established that certain instruments
were designated as suitable for certain performance circumstances,
while disapproved for others. The evidence about legislation and legal
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opinion concerning musical instruments is highly controversial.

A CONTEMPORARY OPINION

The maost recent authoritative Muslim statement on the question of
Music, Musicians and Muslim Law comes from Mahmud Shaltut, the
Jate Shaykh al Azhar. As rector of Al Azhar University, probably the
most prestigious academic religious institution in the contemporary
Muslim World, and a jurist by profession, Shaltit offers a contemporary
response to the complicated questions which the position of music
provokes, His statement is an indicator of what seems to be the
prevailing attitude toward music within Islamic culture, despite more
cxtreme responses on both ends of the acceptance-rejection spectrum,

His farwd {“formal ruling or opinion™) was written as a responsc to a
letter of inquiry about the very subject of this paper. The fatwd
appcared in a collection of legal rulings by Shaltiit on vanious religious,
economic, political and social questions. After lamenting the lack of
consensus on this issue through the centuries, the author repeats the oft-
stated conditional approval of music, basing his approval on the
following four arguments. First, he maintains that listening to or
performing music, like tasting delicious foods, feeling soft cloths,
smelling pleasant odors, secing beautiful sights, or achieving
knowledge of the unknown, are all instinctive pleasures with which God
has endowed man. They all have the effect of calming when one 15
disturbed, of relaxing when one is tired, of refreshment in mental or
physical exhaustion and of rekindling the participant with energy.!?
God, Shaltut argues, has created these instincts in human beings for a
good purpose, and therefore it may even be impossible for them to
perform their duties in this life without the aid of such instincts and
pleasures which help them reach their goals. He concludes that it is
therefore impossible that the law (shari‘ah) be against these instincts
and pleasures. Instead the law has for purpose the disciplining of the
instincts for pleasure and the channeling of their use so that they can
work constructively together to achieve the higher moral ends.

His second argument ig that the law, as well as the Quran on which it
is based, seeks the Golden Mean, thus preventing from exaggeration
either on the side of no-use, or over-use of music.

Thirdly, he turns to the arguments of his predecessors, the jurists who
have given opinions on sama’ or “listening.” He summarizes that they
permitted music whenever it had a suitable context, as it does when used
as accompaniment for war, the kajj, weddings and ‘/d celebrations. He
follows this with references to a work by Shaykh ‘Abd al Ghanf al
Nabulusi (1641-1731). In a work by that 17th century jurist of the Hanafl
madthab, (s author argues that almost every prohibition (rahrim) of
muisigd in the hadith literature is coupled with or conditioned by the
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mention of alcohol, singing girls, dissoluteness (fusuq) or adultery.
Both Shaltit and al Nabulusi therefore feel that the prohibition is based
on the context and associations, and is not a reaction against the music
itself. ‘The Prophet Muhammad (SAAS)} and many of the respected
Muslims of the early period of 1slamic history have indeed listened to
music and attended sessions of innocent performance. Therefore, he
concludes, as did many of his predecessors, that the prohibition does
not result from the condemnation of music per se, but from its use under
the wrong circumstances or with morally debilitating associations.
The fourth and closing point made in Shaltit’s farwd on music
repeats a Qurianic argument also used by earlier protagonists of the use
of musigd (al Ghazall n.d.cIl, 272; 1901:214-215). Here the jurist
cautions against the reckless forbidding of what God did not forbid.
Such false attributions to God, which he condemns as slander and
falsehood (iftird"), are countered by Sarah 7, Ayat 32-33.2 Shaltt
thus concludes that the general rule is that misiga is permissible; its

prohibition is the accident or exception caused by improper usage
(Shaltat 1960:359).

CONCLUSION

What were the overall effects on Muslim art and socicty of the
hierarchization of musical forms and the on-going controversy
regarding muisiga? These cultural movements and manipulations
certainly did not wipe out all seund art in the Muslim Wosld — nor, |
am convinced, were they ever meant to do so. While the first concern of
Ayatollah Khomeini, or of his counterparts in earlier centuries, may
have been the ethical and moral effects of their directives regarding
music, it seems that the effects are much more sweeping and profound.
The following points illustrate this:

1) The implicit hierarchization of musical expression, with Qurinic
chant at the apex of that hierarchy serving as archetype and norm, has
produced a marked unity in the charactenistics of content and form to
be found in the musical performances of the core countries of the
Islamic World, and significant correspondences in more distant
reglons.

2) This hierarchy and the religious concern for prescribed types of
musical involvement have been instrumental in subsuming all aspects of
musical life under a determination by religious and ethical goals.
Musical expression thus became another itern making up what the
Muslim considers to be a total Islamic pattern of life which deals not
only with the specifically religious matters of prayer and pilgnmage, but
has its etfect on every other aspect of Muslim existence as well,

3) The hierarchization also insured that this aspect of culture — the
art of pitched sounds — was included in the culture Islamization
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process. This furthered that unity of style within the culture which is the
hallmark of any civilization worthy of the name.

4} This control of musical expression, and its direction of interest and
participation toward Quranic chant, had tremendous homogenization
benefits for a culture with a vast geographic area to span and probably
the most diverse ethnic composition of any culture the world has ever
known. This “program,” which seems to have been achieved with
surprisingly little conscious planning, produced a significant measure of
overall unity without brutally destroying the native musical heritages of
its converts. These heritages could continue — and did continue — on
the lower levels of the handasah al gawr hierarchy. Meanwhile the
musical Islamization process was being carried out through the
continued direction of attention toward Qurianic chant and those types
of musical expression which could further the Islamization process.

These effects not doubt extracted a price. You may ask whether the
results were worth the price, but all must agree that only the Muslim is
qualified to answer that question.

NOTES

IArabic pl. @hddith, i.e., Lhe sayings and actions attributed 10 the Prophet Muhammad
{3SAAS) which were painstakingly verificd and scrupulously guarded by the muhaddithin
(“scholars of hadith™) and the Muslims,

*We hold the Koran to be as surely Mohammad's word, as the Mohammadans hold it to
be the word ol God™ {Muir 1923:xxviii).

Mulbammad ibn lsma'il al Bukhari (810-870).

4Muslim ibn al Hajjaj (d. 875).

sSee entry entitled MOSTQA or MUSTQT in al Fardgi 1981a.

sMark Slobin writes of the narrow delinition of the word Tor music (s¢2) in Notthern
Afghanistan, another region of the Muslim World. “this narrow definition ol music
ex¢ludes most of the “innocent’” manifestations, ... and ends to focus on the sphere in
which music plays a potentially dangerous role .7 {Slobin 1976:26).

"See Farmer 1913-1934, “Tabl Khana,” pp. 232-237.

Un Kitgb al Umem, al ShafiT{d. 820). founder of one of the lour madhahib (s. madhhab) or
schools of law of Sunnl Islam, writes that the Prophet Muhammad listened to and
encouraged the singing of the Aida’ or caravan song of the Arabs. the nashidf af a'rab
{“hymn of the Arabs™) and the chanting ot poetry {al Shaf'T t906:V1. 215). He bascd his
assertion of the hadith literature. See Roy Choudhury (1957:66-70); al Ghazali (1901-
1902); Robson {1938) (or compilations of the materials on ndsiyd, ghing 'or sama’ drawn
from the hadfth literature,

98ec LR, al Farlqi (1976:9507) lor a discussion of the aesthetic role of the Qur'dn in
Muslim culture. The author describes the Qurian as “the first work of art in Islam,”
WAL Azhar is an [slamic educational institution of Cairo, Fgypt. dating back to the ifth
century. It has been influential 2s a training schoel at all levels for students from ali parts
of the Muslim World.,

0 1976, a survey among North American Muslims by this author revealed a high rate of
interestin this form of pitched-sound art among immigrants as well as the American born
converls, Qfrd wh was the most prevalent aesthelic activity among adults from all ethnic
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and regional backgrounds, and the activity most frequently named as ont which the
respendent wished to learn to perform. The survey was sponsored by the Association of
Muslim Social Scientists.

2This statement is also found and expounded in the defense of sema’ written by Majd al
Dinal Ghazali, the brother of the famous Abll Himid al Ghaza{Robson 1938:72-74). It
is thought to have originated with al Junayd (d. 910).

BHamilton 1975:361; al Shafit 1906:V1, 214-215; Roychoudhury {957:78-79, provide
evidence of this fact of history.

H4See Slobin 1976:29-53; Sakata 1976; Nettl 1975:75 for information on contemporary
reluctance of musicians in Muslim environments 1o be classified as professionals,
5See a definition and cxplanation of this term in Af Hiddyah ("The Guide™)., an
important compilation of 1sldmic law { Hanali madhhab), which was produced in the 12th
century by "All Ibn AbO Bakr al Marghindni and translated to English by Charles
Hamilton n the 18th century (Hamilton 1975:175-176).

'“Ta'zir is occasioned, according to Islamic law, in any olfense for which fadd (or “stated
punishment™} has nol been designated. 1t 1s meant to provide a correction of a minor
problem rather than a punishment. it may therefore involve only a reprimand in some
instances and Tor some individuals., [t can be instituied by a judge (ga¢di} or by any
individual in the society, whereas actual punishment can only be inflicted by a gadi {A/
Hiddyak in Hamilton 1975:203).

"Evidence from Hanafi law for this can be found in A{ Fiddvah {Hamilton 1975:361-362);
marginal notes of 4! Fardwd af Hinciyyah (c. 1852:V, 269); Lbn "Abidin (1882:1V, 530):
“Ald al Din Alandi (1966:V11. 106). For Shalil law, see al Shati’ (1906:V1, 214-215); al
Nawaw { R84 111, 400). For MalikT law, see Malik ibn Anas { 1905:¥, 153). For Hanbal?
law, see Lbn al Qayyim al Jawrziyyah (1972:245-246). 1bn al Qayyim (1292-1350) was a
disciple of 1bn Taymiyyah, the noted Hanbalt reformer from whom the Wahhabi
movement in the (8th century Arabian Peninsula drew inspiration.

#{f he does not collect or bring others to listen 1o them [the slave girl or boy who is
trained to sing] [ would wish that he didn’t do it. but his testimony cannot thereby be
repudiated ... Also the man whe visits the houses of singing or is visited by the singers — i
this is a chronic habit of his. and if he proclaims it and if the society knows and testifies
that he 5 of that kind, then it s tantamount to lowhnoess (sq!'a};) which vitiates his
testimony. But il he does this infrequently, then his testimony cannot e rejecied because it
is not & clearly prohibited thing (Aardm baryyim)™ (al Shalit 1906:v1, 215),

“See also al Ghazali 1901:208-209. where a similar statement 1s recorded,

HSay: Who hath forbidden

The beautiful (gifts) of God, For those who understand.

Which He hath produced

For His servanis,

And the things, clean and pure,
{Which He hath provided)

For susienance?

Say: They are, in the lile

Of this world, Tor those

Who believe, (and} purely

For them on the Day

of Judgment. Thus do We
Explain the Signs in detail

Say: The things that my l.ord
Hath indeed forbidden are:
Shameful deeds, whether open
Or sceret: sing and trespasses
Against truth or reason: assigning
Of partners of God, for which
Hc hath given no authority:
And saying things ahout God
Of which ye have no knowledge.
{Qurin 7:32-33)

Dr. - Alauddin Kharrifah { Qadf ol the Hanalv madhhab), Mark Slobin and [smaT R al
Firigl have read carly draits of this paper and contributed to its improvement. | am
sincerely graleful to them for 1heir helplul suggestions and ideas, They are in no way
responsible for any shortcomings Lhat the present article may have,
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The sources consulied tor this paper are designated below as representing the lour
maethahih ol their authors. Unlortunately, the Ja'tarl madthahab of the Shiah was not
investigated for this study. 1115 haoped thata review ol its writings on music can be made in
the future. Dates in the following list apply 1o publication dates of relerences used rather
than to an author’s life or producuve period.

HANAFT MADHHAB SHAFIT MADHHAB
Al al DIn Alandi (1966) Al Nawawi (1884) and in
Al Fatawd al Hindiyyah (1892) Robson (1938)
al Ghazali {n.d.: [90[-2) sI SKALT ([ 1906)
Ibn "Abidin {1882} Shaltit { 1960)
al Marghinani in Hamilton {1975}

MALIKT MADHHAB HANBALT MADHHAB
Malik ibn Anas (1905; 1971} Ibn al Qayyim al Jawsiyyah
al Qayrawani in Russcll (1906) {(1972)

lbn Taymiyyah {1966)
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IBN TAYMIYYAH AND THE CRUSADES:
AN INQUIRY

Vicror E. Makkari
Temple University

Upon preliminary research, it becomes apparent that the
involvement of Ibn Taymiyyah (1263-1325 A D.) with the Crusadcs was
indirect. For, while he was a contemporary of the Eighth Crusade (on
Tunisia), his career at that time was largely in jurisprudence.
Geographically, too, he was at that time a resident of Damascus and of
Cairo, and thus was remotely intcrested in the actual military activity
against the Crusaders.

That being the case, it is understandable that a conclusion such as
that of Emmanuel Sivan could be reached, namely, “Les grands recueils
du XiVe siécle (celtes d’'lbn Taymiyyah et o al Subkl) ne contiennent pas
de fatawa ayani trait aux guerres contre Jes Croisades. ” Literally, it is
true that Ibn Taymiyyah's faiawa contain no pronouncements which
authorize war against the Crusaders, for the very rcasons of distance of
time from the major Crusades, and space from the contemporary minor
one, Bui, it could not be inferred, however, that Ibn Taymiyyah's
thought was entirely unconcerned with the causes or the effects of the
Crusades. In what way, then, was Ibn Taymiyyah to be related to the
Crusades? My thesis is that he participated to a noticeable extent in an
Islamic ideological reaction to the Crusades, which came to be called by
the historiographers of the era as *Counter-Crusade.”

The historian has aptly given us a perspective of the impact of the
Crusades on Islam and of the veritable Islamic reaction. We recognize
from that perspective that by the time of Taqiyy al Din Ibn Taymiyyah,
the Hanball jurisconsult of the 13th-14th Century, the Crusades had
passed their peak, much of their damage had been extensively wrought
as well as impressively countered, and that Islam had arrived at a point
where its thinkers could reflect meaningfully, in ideological terms, on
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what stance should be considered appropriate for the development of a
world-view which could maintain the principles of its counter-crusade
attitude, but more positively, a stance expressive of Islamic ideological
durability. Such an ideological durability is often inseparable from, if
not indeed the direct result of, a military power for which, admittedly,
Islam did not always show its preparedness in the face of the Crusades;
nevertheless, in spite of the inconstancy of military preparedness, and
with the assistance of the reigning Mamluks of Egypt, Islam not only
proved inconquerable but showed a decided capability in countering
both the military and ideologica! attacks of the CrusadingWest. It is in
this latter context that the thought of 1bn Taymiyyah may be related. In
order to do this with any semblance of adequacy, however, a cursory
historical review may be pertinent.

Tagiyy al Din Ahmad lbn Taymiyyah was primarily a jurist,
although he played an active role in the military defense against the
Tatar invasion of Syria. He was not directly involved militarily in the
Crusades, having just missed the excitement of the Sixth Crusade
against Mesopotamia which was vanquished by the Mamlik Baybars.
Yet he was a historical contemperary, though geographically removed,
of the seventh and eight Crusades of Louis 1X.

In spite of the geographical indirectness of the relation between Ibn
Taymiyyah and the Crusades, itis important to note two historical facts
which may be considered significant: one, the impact of and the reaction
against the preceding Crusades were already present in Ibn
Taymiyyah'’s formative processes; and, two, the Mongols’ (or Tatars®)
devastation was an existential reality for Ibn Taymiyyah, a reality
which may not be overlooked as unrelated to the Crusades.

The Crusades, the historians tel! us, had begun in the middle of the
eleventh century; and it is said by some that the historical occasion for
their coming to the East was in response to a summoning by the Shi‘l
Fatimis of Egypt who had feared a potential invasion by the already
mighty Saljug Empire, which had taken over Syria and was moving
west toward Egypt. A century and a half later, the Barbarians of the
East, under the fearless leadership of Hulagu, moved in on Syna,
causing unprecedented destruction and immeasurable bloodshed. It
was no accident that it was also the Shitah of Syria, as well as the
Christians, who had been spared the terrors of the Crusaders, that
facilitated the entrance of the Tatar into Mesopctamia.

Ibn Taymiyyah's theory of Jihad, or “Holy War,isclearly a reaction
against both those who reject the preaching of Islam, and those who
cause its internal division. For him, the entire goal of Jihad is that
“genuine and whole religion be God s religion, that is Islam: and that the
Word of God be uppermost.”
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Whosoever was to interfere with the accomplishment of this objective
was to be feught, according to the consensus of Islam.

Ibn laymiyyah sought to mobilize the then divided and frightened
Muslims into the recognition that the Holy War was indeed a divine
imperative for them. Furthermore, he asserted, 1ts virtues were more
than could be enumerated. Therefore, it was by consensus, he said, the
highest “voluntary obligation™ for the Muslim. By the testimony of the
Quran and the Hadlth, he said, it was morc worthy than the pilgrimage
and than prayer, and more honorable than fasting.

Who was to be the object of the Jihad? According to 1bn Taymivyah,
he whose evil ravages the land. ¢ o2¥V 3 wwdlln e the ungodly
w81y | the enemy of God and His Prophet. He who has heard
the preaching of the Prophet, and the call to the religion of Allah who
had sent him, but responded not was to be fought “in order that there
may be no disunity, and that religion be wholly God’s.” The imphcation
of this theory of Holy War arose with Ibn Taymiyyah out of a concrete
theology of unity that shows itscll in his conception of the Islamic
Community.

Against the background of Islamic fragmentation, Ibn Taymiyvah
called for a Community, or an ummah whose principal characteristic 15
solidarity. No doubt he was aware of the achievements ol Nur Al Din
and Salah al Din, who capitalized entirely on an idea of unity without
which the carlier Crusades could not have been successfully
encountered. Here, building not only on the ¢xamples of history, but
more importantly and fundamentally on Quranic directives, lbn
Taymiyyah summoned the Muslims to stand up together in the firmness
of their faith against their enemies.

The Muslim Community (al ummah al Islamivyah, or jama‘at al
Islam) 1s defined in terms of an all-inclusive commonwealth, so 1o
speak, which 1s held together by its faith in God and conformity to the
words and the example of his Prophet Muhammad. Though, ideally,
this Community is one, in actuality it had hecome subject to division
due 1o regional particularisms and (o the non-Arab factions of Islam
as represented by af shu'ubiyyah as early as the third century after the
Hijrah. By the time of Ibn Taymiyvah, not only was the Muslim
Commonwcealth divided into a multitude of independent Islamic siates,
but also internal religious and racial conflict was abundantly evident in
the Syro-Egyptian alliance, except insofar as the advent of the Crusades
and the invasions of the Tatar had necessitated a unity of forces against
common dangers. This need for such union, discipline, and mutual
understanding served to accentuate the originality of 1bn Taymiyyah's
concept of the Muslim Community.

One important element in understanding Ibn Tayvmiyvahs concept of
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the Community is the meaning of solidarity (za'awun) of the Muslims.
He exposed a prevalent form of “solidarity™ that was inconsistent with
the Islamic idea: namely, a partisan kind of “solidarity of action” which,
in the name of promoting a united fromt, served to underscore
multiplicity over against unity, and to advance the part over the whole.
Ibn Taymiyyah’ chief criticism of that sort of solidarity which was
advanced either for ethnic or for ritual reasons, was precisely that it
tended to militate against the greater unity of Islam; indeed it impeded
the exercise of good social and political life. He pointed to the
debilitating influences of such a notion upon the functions of the state;
the partiality with which governors and agents were appointed by the
Sultan, the injustice with which the wealth of the communities was
distributed, the complacency with which interceded requests (shaja‘ar)
were granted by those in anthority to win the favor of their political,
ethnic, or sectarian constituents, [bn Taymiyyah likened the rigidity of
doctrinal particniarism to the exclusivism of the Rawafid who placed an
excessive importance (ghultoww) on one component of a totality, and
who put within the Community an element of dissension that was
capable of handicapping the expansive force of Islam. Such was the
“solidarity” exhibited by tribal groups who, when they were Islamized,
continued to show dogmatic arrogance, notably through their esoteric
views, and often placed themselves above the law of the state.

Ibn Taymiyyah, on the other hand, explained ra'gwunr on the
contrary in terms of the solidarity that binds together all Muslim
believers from Muhammad to the Final Judgment, in a spirit of unity
and brotherhood, in the same ideal and for the same ends. It is by this
solidarity that the Community formed is, therefore, a grand entity,
where each part is strengthened by the whole, where each generation, in
the continuous tradition of strict narrow morality, owes a debt of regard
to that which preceded it, and has an obligation of trust to transmit to
that which follows;, and where each group, ethnic or racial, is
legitimately tolerated for what it contributes to the total entity.

Thus the concept of solidarity appears to have two distinct forms in
Ibn Taymiyyah’s thought, although he himself does not designate them
by two special terms. 1t is constitued by the recognition of the one God,
the same Prophet, and an adherence to a common body of doctrine.
Such a solidarity he calls a solidarity “of righteousness and of piety”
(birr and tagwa). For 1bn Taymiyyah, one of the worthy principles of
the (early) Muslim Community (AA! af Sunnah wa al Jama'ah) lies in
the unity of their doctrine, which principle he puts forward in his
refutation of the contradictions of the philosophers, logicians, and
scientific positivists. Even the problematic of the existence of four
major schools of figh interpretation is explained as possessing a basic,
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underlying unity as did the interpretations of the Companions who were
themselves divided on certain points of doctrine. The actual divergences
of the madhahib, to which Ibn Taymiyyah devoted an entire treatise
under the title fkhiilaf af Ummah fi al ‘Ibadai 1s cxplained by the
fragmentary knowledge of the texis on the part of the wlama, by their
tendency to attach excessive importance (o certain clements (ghuliww),
and, in a more general way, by their crrors in jjtihad, which in
themselves are not reprehensible except as they become, and they do
become, imposed upon the community as truths. Moreover, thesc
crrors are less weighty, at least theoretically, if one is to succeed 1n
rediscovering [or oneself the versc or the hadith which would correct the
crror. [bn Taymiyyah further contendes that such errors are not ultim-
ately of great sigmificance since the interpretations never concern
themsclves with the requirements and prohibitions (wgjibat and
makruhdt) of religion, nor arc they uniquely such prescriptions that
may be recommended alone. And it is for these very reasons that [bn
Taymiyyah urges mutual sympathy and reciprocal tolerance among the
followers of the madhahib (or the sake of the great unity which ought
not to be compromised.

In this regard, Tbn Taymiyvahs conclusion is the same: the very
existence of the Islamic Community depends on a kind ol solidarity that
1s larger than the solidarity of its segments against one another. He
reminds all Muslims of the Qurianic exhoration, “Hold ve all 1o the
bond of God and be not divided,”  « 38,1 ¥y Luan @ Jusu tgasicls
and places before them the Prophet’s model for the unity of Ummakh:
“The believers” mutual friendship, kindness, and caring is like unto that
of the members of one body, wherein if one complained, the others
sulfer with fover, and rush in with attentive watching.” The Prophet's
commandment 15 therewith reierated, “Do not separate yourselves
(from one another), do not conspire (against one another); do not
harbor mutual hatred; do not nurture mutual envy {or jealousy); (but)
be God’s servants and (one another’s) brothers, as God has commanded
you." lbn Taymiyyah's notion of “solidarity,” however, goes beyvond a
geographic, ethnic, doctnnal or lingusitic solidarity. For him, it is an
organic unity that supposes a common goal (magsud), and the
participation of every member of the community in the realization and
fullilment of that goal, within his limitations and without the
distinction external responsibility. It is that goal of this Community
which will distinguish it as the greatest of all communities and nations,
for it is a community of justice which commands the good and
denounces evil (al amr bi al ma'ruf wa al nahy ‘an al munkar). It is the
duty of cach member of the community, as an expression ol this
solidarity, to uphold his fellow when he does good, and, insofar as he



has the influence, to correct him when he violates the law of the
Community through verbal admonition and, in the event that he is not
able, through the firm intentions of his heart. Each member of the
Community 15 held responsible, as he sees the need, to offer good
counsel (rasthah), fraternal corrective direction (wa’z), and an
invitation to the right (da'wah). This latter duty, namely the mission of
every Mushm in which is seen by ibn Taymiyyah the element of
“prophetic calling”™ (nubuwwah), is of utter necessity to the life of the
Community, if it is to achieve coheston. This maoral solidarity which 1s
required of the faithful is the element capable of making this
Community God’s witnesses on earth (shuhada ‘Allah flal ard). This for
Ibn Taymiyyah, is the meaning of the Prophet’s analogy of the “one
body™ wherein each member shows care for the other. It i the same idea
inherent also in the analogy of an edifice, wherein the elements reinforce
one another, and all adhere together by the Prophet, as the fingers are
connected to and through the hand. Mutua! expectations of Muslims
are listed, not by way of enumeration, but for the demonstration of
inclusiveness, in the Prophet’s saying, “Five obligations are owed by the
Muslims to his fellow Muslim: To greet him if he meets him, to visit him
if he falis ill, to wish him victorious joy over his enemies if he sneezes, to
answer him if he calls, and to escort him (to his final resting place ) when
he dies.” Again and again, the Prophet is quoted as supporting the
seripusness of this point. He said, “By Him in whose hand is my soul, no
one of you is a believer until he desires for his fellow what he desires for
himself.,” and he said, “The Muslim is the brother of the Muslim: he
shall neither abandon him nor oppress him.” This bond comtmands
mutual service and mutual support. The exhoration is repeated,
« |3.5).53Y3Ll__u:"-m|hl:n.::|j.¢m1:bn
and the Prophet declares his innocence of those who are divisive in the
Community of faith, thus excluding themselves from it,
€ ) aapal L L B (B agte il a0 aga VoByd udll 0 »

The entire doctrine of the ummah, or the Community, therefore, is set
within the context of moral solidarity which is to be in clear
contradistinction from the division which cxisted in the face of the
Crusaders and Tatars. This moral solidarity is founded on the unity of
God's purpose to advance the good and to refrain from cvil. When
same men depart from any portion of God’s commandment, division
and hostility set in among them, lbn Taymiyyah says. And when men
are divided, they become carrupt and perish; but if they band together
for a common end, they are reconciled and prosper. Insolidarity there is
salvation (rafimah), in division destruction (acthab ).

To do good and to refrain from doing evil, to exhort others to do

[
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good and to admonish them against doing evil, is the task before which
all members of the Community of faith and justice stand equally
respensible and are mutually accountable. Before this divinely-assigned
task, all distinctions are rendered of little consequence.

This definition of the Muslim Community is but one example of [bn
Taymiyyah's ideclogical reaction to the effects of the two terrors from
the East and from the West. Time would not allow a detailed treatment
of all his other ideas that appear to be elaborated 1n either direct or
indirect opposition to the values and doctrines of the foreign invaders,
especially those which are perhaps easier to identify — such as the
construction of his doctrine regarding the visitation of the graves of
saints, or the other customs and rituals of the Crusaders.

Suffice it to say that lbn Taymiyyah’ theological principle of unity,
as applied to God as well as to doctrine and to the Islamic Community,
was uncompromising, and it must have been the chief influence in his
resistance against the infiltration of un-lIslamic elements into the fabric
of ideals of his Community, and in his insistence that if such foreign
ideas prevail, nothing less than the sword may be acceptable in
defending the unity of community and its doctrine.
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ON AL MATURIDI’S NOTION OF HUMAN ACTS

J. Meric Pessagno
West Connecticut College

This paper is for me a new venture. I ordinarily eschew, if not abhor,
comparative papers, particularly in Islamics. This conservation is not
based on any feeling that the comparative approach is illegitimate, but
solely on the feeling that in Islamics it is basically premature. What is
really needed in Islamics is intelligible translation from the Arabic
sources and intelligent commentary thereon. Yet, at a meeting of the
American Academy of Religion, 1 cast this feeling at least partially
aside. As some of you know | have been at work for the last three years
on a translation of and commeniary of the Kitab al Tawhid of Abu
Mansur al Maturidi, died 944 C.E., his major work in speculative
theology. Almost from the start, I have been struck by interesting
parallels between his concerns and approach and that of Thomas
Aquinas as seen in his major and minor writings. | propase to sct forth
in reportorial fashion, al Maturidis doctrine on human acts and then, at
the paper’s close, to suggest points of Thomistic teaching that may offer
ancillary reading, for they seem, on the face of it, to emanate froma
similar concern and approach.

Why “human acts™ I have chosen this area because it is on this
question that Maturidi’s thought is most clearly marked off {rom
presentations of the Mu‘tazilah and of al Ash'ari and his school. The
same, too, may be said for the Thomistic apalysis of human acts which
marks 1t off emphatically from that of the Franciscan and Jesuit schools
of thought on the same issue. 1t must be noted, of course, that in
adducing this or any comparison there is no suggestion of either causal
connection or even occasionalism. It 1s rather a suggestive approach by
which one tradition may illumine another, though each retains its own
peculiar perspective,
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Al Maturidi’s discussion of human acts covers one fourth of the text
of the Kitab al Tawhid as we have it. This sheer bulk indicates the
importance that this topic has for him, It will be useful for our purposes
to present in outline form the principal points that constitute his
doctrine and to comment briefly on each of them. The end of this
exercise will present us with a reasonable clear general view of the thrust
of al Maturidi’s position.

There are two principles which govern the entirety of Matunidi’s
doctrine on the guestion of human acts. Both are Qur'anic, the first
directly so, the second inferentially.

First, God is the Creator of every thing (khaliqu kulli shay’in).
Insefar as any action (af ‘amal) exists it is a thing (shay ), for that s the
basic meaning of ‘thing’, which, al Maturidi remarks, is why the term
may be applied even to kind, though not, of course, in the sense of
created entity. Thus it fellows that, insofar as an act is, it is God's
creation. To express this created nature of action al Maturidi uses the
term kash, acquisiion, He does not invoke this concept to “prove”
anything, nor is it a species of theological obscurantism, It is rather a
descriptive term used by him to delineate the created nature of the
human act to speak of its relation to its Maker, not to its doer. Thushe
concludes that any human act must fall under the creative power of .
God, precisely insofar as it is an action.

It is the second general principle, clearly inferable from the
Qurnic text that presents the human intellect with difficulty in the
reconciliation of it with the first principle of God's universal causality. 1
refer to al Maturidi’s contention that the freedom of the individual
human act is something known min nafsiki, from one’s own
consciousness. It neither has nor needsa proof. It is simply the case. Itis
the tenacity with which he holds to this principle that leads him to reject
any form of determinism and to affirm the reality of human acts (ithbat
al a'malfy and to condemn the notion that they are man’s actions only
metaphorically (‘afd majaz). This second principle, teo, illumines the
real intent of the concept of ‘acquisition’ and indicates that the
Muttazili and later criticism of the notion of iktisab, “acquiring action”
as a sort of cryptodeterminism, falls far short of an accurate
presentation of their opponents’ thoughts on this issue.

To the casual reader, the problem would seem to be, then, one of how
can the human act be free if God creates it. This statement of the
problem, though, is to read Islimic theology with Greek eyes. The
problem foral Maturidiis not this. Indeed, for him, the act could not be,
let alone be free, unless God had created itand created itso. Rather, the
problem as he views it, is the examination of the ¢xistential d ynamics of
the human act. to use modern terminology. To understand his approach
here, we must now briefly examine his thinking on four less general
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points, namely, his analysis of ‘power’ (@ qudrah or al Istira’ah); his
thought on the efficacy of the power to act to accomplish opposite
actions; the question of responsibility for the impossible (taklif ma la
yutag), and finally his reflections on willing.

Al Maturidi distinguishes two types of power or capacity. One is the
integrity of means to act and the soundness of the instruments. This
power must exist antecedently Lo any action. In short, the agent must
possess aptness for action in his mental and physical makeup, and this
aptness must be present before any act can take place. Indeed, *aptness
for action’ would be a good translation for g/ qudrah in this context.

The second type of power is quite different. Itis an accident {ma‘nan)
which exists specifically for the act and comes te be, then,
simultaneously with it, and it is constitutive of the act of free chaice (fi'7
al ikhtivar) to which alone can reward and punishment be attached and
by means of which the action to be done is made light and easy for the
agent.

While one may perhaps say that &/ gqudrah in the first sense is
somewhat comparable to the Aristotelian notion of dynamics, in the
second sensc it cannot be so interpreted. In another sense, it is more
akin to the Aristotelian concept of entelécheia, the specifying perfection
of a being; in this case, the production of the free act. Al Maturidi’s
thought here becomes clearer if one reflects on his idea of ‘willing’, a/
iradah. For al Maturidi, willing constitutes the elimination of force and
constraint (daf'al ghalabah wa al sahw). This for him is its essential
definition, and one should note its negative force. There are, of course,
other senses, wishing, commanding, summoning, satisfaction, though,
he is careful to say, God may not be described by all of these terms. The
important thing to note is that in al Maturidi’s system willing is not a
correlate of acting. 1t is rather closer tointellectual choice than external
act. Hence, to his mind, the effective act requires the reception of a
power given to man by which the act itself 1s created. Man’s freedom
lics, then, in his willing, as al Maturidi understandsit, and the reception
of power in his second sense is what makes willing possible and
differentiates 1t from the ineffectual wish.

It is, then, within this context that the last two of our sub-points
should be considered. Al Maturidi shares with Abu Hanifah and his
school the idea that the power to act is equally valid for either obedience
or disobedience. That is, the reception of the power to act is in accord
with one’s choice and is not itself determinative of what is to be done,
since, if 1t were valid for only one aspect, one would be acting
necessarily, not by free choice. It is noteworthy that on this point
regarding power as the actualizer of the act, al Matunidiis in agreement
with the Mu‘tazilah, his normal opponents.

The idea of responsibility for the impossible is more difficult to
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express, for 1t 1§ mainly a creation of polemics. It is essentially the
Mu'tazilah charge against their opponents that these opponents make a
human being responsible for what he cannot do because of their view
that only if the capacity to act is not present anterior to the act, i.e.,in
both senses, would man be capable of performing the act. Leavingaside
the dialectical gyrations by which al Maturidi turns the charge against
them, the important fact for this review 1s that man is capable, by reason
of his received power, of performing what he has been commanded,
though he may decide not to do so.

From this cursory examination of al Maturidis evidence, it is
possible then to give his definition of the human act by derivation from
the points that have been made. A human actisanentitycreated by God
for the individual which is braught to fruition by God creation of
antecedent and contemporancous powers which guarantee ' the
effective actualization of the human decision. Since this actualization
effects what the human agent wishes to do, the action is then truly the
agent’s, truly free, and so the agent is truly responsible for his actions.

It must, of course, be noted that the logic of this line of thought still
contains grave philosophical problems. For example, how can one
escape positing an infinite series of created powers for the production of
any one single act? There are other difficulties, too, but it is not the
purpose of this paper te treat of such problems.

It should be noted that al Maturidi’s view is to be seen as the attempt
on his part to reconcile the twin concepts of the uniqueness of God’s
creative power with the reality of human agency.

I would now direct your attention to aspects of Thomistic thought on
human actions that could be fruitfully studied alongside al Maturidi’s
approach. 1 have specific reference to Thomistic teaching on sufficient
and efficacious grace in their relationship to the production of the
human act. There seems to me to be an interesting functional
comparison possible between these entities and the functions of the two
capacities of which al Maturidi speaks. Of course, 1 am well aware that
one must also note the significant differences, but, in spite of these, 1t
seems legitimate to point out similaritics of concerns and solutions.

That Aquinas had some acquaintance with Islamic philosophy, is well
known. The degree of his possible knowledge of Islamic theology has
not, te my knowledge, been systematically studied, but it seems to me
highly unlikely that he was ignorant of it, though, as the Contra Gentiles
shows, this view may well have been colored.

It seems to me, then, that the two approaches of al Maturidi and
Thomas Aquinas on human actions in relationship to divine causality,
would well bear careful comparative reading, not, as 1 have said, 10
prove the derivation of one from the other, but to see how two mindsin
two differing traditions have grappled with the paradox of an
omnipotent God and a free man.
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WHAT IS “ISLAMIC” IN ISLAMIC LITERATURE?

Muhammad A. Hamdiin
San Diego State University

The problem with which this paper is concerned is the definition of
the term “Islamic™ when applied to literature. It is at the same time the
preblem of unity ol the literatures of the Muslim peoples across the ages
and continents. For various motives, scholars have debated whether
such a thing as "Islamic literature " exists; and their debates undermined
the unity of the literatures of the Muslim peoples in many minds, The
fact, however, remained that literature is an integral constituent of
Islamic civilization, inseparable from the religion of Islam which is at its
base and inspiration. In the introduction to his Anthology of Isfamic
Literature, James Kritzeck wrote:

“A tremendous number of forms and styles are comprehended

under so general a rubric as “Isfamic Literature.” At the same

time, there is not only ample justification for, but a decided
advantage in, approaching this immense body of literature as

Islamic. ™

“IslAmic”™ here should not be understood as referring to nationality;
nor te a set of specific characteristics of a literary movement or genre.
Nor does it refer to the literature composed in any single language.
Islamic literature contains a wide variety of all of these, From the pious
AbU al "Atahiyvah of ‘1rdq {d. 827) or the skeptic Abu al *Alz al Ma'arfl
of Syna (d. 1057) to their widely different contemporaries wuch as the
dissolute Abii Nuwis and the mystic al Hallaj, a great number of poets
and men of letters prospered and produced their excellent writings
under the aegis of Islam. Surely, there was plenty of diversity. Islamic

A paper to be presented at the Regional Meeting ol the American Academy of Religion.
Drexel University, Philadelphia, May 6-7, 1978,
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literature can hardly be represented by any fixed number of authors or
works, no matter how great that number may be, And yet, in spite of
this heterogeneity of works and ideas, of authors and languages, this
literature presents us with unmistakable unity. This unity is the theme of
this session, and the concern of this paper.

L. Unity in Language

The compilation of the Shanameh,? a fiercely patriotic epic in Persian
written by the Persian poet Firdawsi in 1010, marks a major change in
the attitude of Mushm Persia. In this work, Firdawsi tried to revive and
preserve the Persian native tongue. He deliberately avoided the use of
Arabic vocabulary which had flooded the Persian language, and
substituted Persian words for them whenever possible. With such an
attitude, Firdawsi turned, or at least helped to turn, the balance away
from an Arabic language deminance over Persian. During the three
centuries of dominance which had preceded him, Arabic, inaddition to
flooding Persian with its vocabulary, had altered that language as a
medium for all literary expression. Arabic became linked with all
Quranic studies, and hence, with “religiosity.” Al Tha‘alibi, the great
grammarian {d. 1039), said that “whoever loves Geod ... loves His

_ Prophet Muhammad ... And whoever loves Muhammad ... loves the
Arabs ... and whoever loves the Arabs loves Arabic.™ This connection
between Arabic and “Islimicity” made by a non-Arab was and
remained to a large extent a typical view held by those who tried to
defent their use of Arabic against attack from any source.

The opponents of al Tha'alibl may have contended that although itis
legitimate and desirable for the non-Arabs to worship in Arabic, it
should be equally legitimate for them to express themselves literarily in
the vernacular tongue. Even if they did not know any Arabic at all, it
was still illegitimate to question their Islimicity or religiosity on the
ground that they were unable to express themselves in Arabic alone.
This view was unacceptable by the proponcnts of Arabic, because, they
argued, mastery of the language of worship is at the same time the
understanding of Islamic ethics and cuiture. Without it, the Muslim can
hardly be rehigious, or Islamically successful. He can hardly participate
constructively in the thought, cuiture and civilization of [slam.

Another view which was expressed around the same time may be
more practical here. Al Birtni (d. 1048), for instance, a distinguished
Persian scholar and a contemporary of al Tha‘dlibt who must have

*Anihology of Istamic Litergrure, ed. James Kritzeck, New York: Holt and Rinchart,
1964, p. 4,

AShahnameh, begun by Dagigi but always attributed to Firdawst, who completed the text.
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witnessed the birth of the Shahnameh, spoke of the capacity of Arabic
to carry out translations of science from all over the world. Those
translations, he said, “have been embellished, instituting themselves
into our hearts, And beauties of this language have circulated with them
i our arteries and in our veins.” Al BfrunT went further to affirm an
absolutely favorable and prior status to Arabic when he said:

“.. lf I compare Arabic and Persian, two languages with which 1

am famifigr and in which { am exercised, [confess to preferring to

be insulted in Arabic to being praised in Persian. And you will
recognize the justice of my remark by e xamining what becomes of

a scientific book once it is translated into Persian. It loses all éclat,

its meaning s eclipsed, its features are obscured, its utility

effaced.”

Here al Birumi was talking about “capabilities,” “features™ and
“beauties™ of the Arabic language rather than its religious significance.
He was certainly different in this approach from al Tha'alibT. Arabic,
according to him, and regardless of its connection with the Qur*an, with
the Prophet Muhammad (SAAS) and with Allah (SWT), is the “ideal™
language in which a Muslim should hope and aspire to express himself.
It follows from such an assumption that, through the Shahknameh,
Persia not only succumbed to its local tongue, but to its ethnocentrism
and parochialism — its shu'ibiyyah. However, even if Turkish, Urdu,
Malay, Bengali, Punjabi, Swahili and many other languages became
media of literary expression for Muslims in various parts of the world, it
remains true that the Arabic language is the prime unifier in the
multiplicity of the world’s Mushms.

Il. Unity in Theme

“Unity” may be sought on another level of the literature of Muslims
around the world, namely, 1n literary content or theme. Such unity may
be difficult to find. Hard!y any single literary theme, whethersecular or
religious, dominates the whole span of Muslim World Literature.
Throughout history, Muslim writers engaged themselves in practically
all subject matter. Nor can it be claimed that the Muslim writers were
always committed to morals and the teachings of Islim. For instance,
the QurdEnic verses on poets® were understood by Muslim critics as
commending all poets “who have faith in God and perform the good
works” (Quridn 26:227). It condemned only those who “did otherwise
than they professed™ and prostituted their talents for their patrons’

WQuoted lrom W, Bishais Humanities in the Arabic fslamic World, Dubugue, lowa;
WCB. 1973, p. 66,
shid., pp. 66-76.
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favor (26:224-26). This was interpreted as granting them permission to
write what they wanted so along as they fulfilled the condition of being
of those “who have faith in God and do the good works.™

In an earlier attempt to find “unity” in contemporary Arabic
literature, it was possible to identify a number of common themes.

1}y IKra’ and Miraj, the journey and ascension of the Prophet
Muhammd {§AAS), his birthday, Ramadan (the month of fasting and
moral stocktaking), and the Hijrah are all themes which bring a certain
amount of “occasional™ thematic unily. Men of letters in various
countries respond enthusiastically to these occasions, and elaborate the
conventional and common ideas which reflect common appreciation.

2) Muhammad’ lile (the sfra#) and his message (the sunnah) are
often interpreted in both poetical and narrative literature. Here the
person of Mubhammad (SAAS) was — and still is - the archetype
overarching the whole range of the Muslim’s life and thought. His is the
“ideal™ image to be followed by the contemporary rebel, the
conservative reactionary, the man-of-the-world and the mystic. all at
once.

3) Because the Muslim World has generally been in a state of
revolution, most poetical, narrative and theatrical writings have
projected the ideal as the “rebel™ fighting wrong-doing and injustice.
Nonetheless, the image is ubiquitously that of a hero who isfully aware
of his creaturcly limits vis-i-vis the transcendent ultimate reality of
God. Al Sayyab, for instance, pushes his rebellious hero to question
God with the words:

“Do you hear

And hearing do vou answer

.. O hunter of men ... torturer!”®

Immediately after this, the poet withdraws to a position of humble
repentance before God with the following verses:

“I want to sleep in your holy shrine

Beneath a blanket of sin and error

I wani 1o behold you ... Yer who may see you?

{ run 1o your great threshold.”

Likewise, in Tabliyah Min al Sami’, (“A Banquet from Heaven™) by
Yusuf ldris,” Shaykh “Alr, the main character, demands satisfaction
here and now, instead of the promised honey and milk rivers of
Paradise. He threatens to commit blasphemy unless God causes a fully

Murtin 26:224.27,

Story was analyscd in my doctoral dissertation presented to Temple University,
Department ol Religion, Philadelphia, 1976, under the chapter entitled “1mage of the
Contemporary Existentialists.™
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laden table to descend upon him from heaven. In the play, he shakes his
stick at heaven and says: “I will say it ... unless you send me right nowa
banquet like that which You sent down to Jesus and Mary.” But he
never fulfills his threat. And the spectator (or reader} is left with the
impression that Shaykh ‘Al had second thoughts about carrying out his
threat,

We may therefore conclude that:

)  All Muslim writers are consistently conscious of the distinction
of heaven from earth, of the Creator from the created, and were always
prone te aveiding to transcent the limits imposed by those distinctions.

2) They tend more to “societism” than to “individualism™; to
world-and life-affirmation rather than to denial; to ratiopalism rather
than to dogmatism.

3} The either stretch the concept of the “religious™ to inlcude the
“secular™ or justify the “secular™ by basing it upon the “religious,” thus
rejecting any ultimate separation of the two.

4y Finally, they prefer jihdd and militancy to escape in mysticism,
despair in cynicism, or Promethan self-apotheosisin tragedy and death.

With all these features, one can justifiably say that there is certainly
an “lslamic awareness™ on the thematic level of Muslim World
literature,  Alone, however, thematic and ideological unity may not
fully support the quest lor unity. More is needed: but thisis not wanting.

II1. Unity in Aesthetic Philosphy

After all, the quality which on one hand distinguishes literature from
all other verbal expressions and, on the other, links it with other
expressions of artistic nature, is its aesthetic philosophy. Every work of
literature embodics the acsthetic principles of the culture. There is
hardly a philosophy of life or religion that has not determined the
acsthetic stance of its adherents. Theories of ultimate reality, of the
origin and purpose of life, of human destiny and meaning, affect the
sense of beauty in deep ways. Aesthetics is integral to religion and is
inseparable from it. It is here that the unity of Islamic literature
ultimately rests.

Islamic aesthetics, whether it is applied in literature, or in the visual
arts, or in the arts of sound, consists ol the following principles:

13 The work of art consists of units which are autonomous,
complete in themselves, and stylized to perfection. Beholding them
through the senses is alwas a pleasurable experience.

2) These units consist of one or more structures; but they are always
repeated — in most cases symmetrically — to form a pattern.

3) The order of repetition of the units in a pattern 1s never
developmenta! so that its beginning is never known, and its ending is
never expected or reached.
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4) A pattern is a ficld of vision or perception, arbitrarily delineated
for the purpose of presentation, The boundaries of the material object
of art are never those of the aesthetic work of art; for the latter extend
indefinitely beyond the former.

5) Percelving any lslamic work of art 1n any of the fine arts is to
move through the pattern. Such movement generates a momenturn
which is as great or as small as the work of art is aesthetically. This
momentum is an aesthetic €lan which propels the imagination to soar
beyond the material work of art in search of a continuation which non-
development has made infinite, and hence impossible to attain,

6) The realization of this impeossibility is the realization of beauty;
indeed, of the sublime, the most beautiful, which is demanded by
consciousness, almost-perceived but never reached by the imagination.

In the visual areas, the aesthetic work of art in Islam is called
“arabesque.” [t is in the visual world that the term has become popular.
Very little use has been made of the word in the art of sound, though
some musical pieces have been called, or described as, “arabesques”
because of their fulfillment of the foregoing six principles. Such pieces
in the Muslim musical tradition are known as tagisim or “divisions,” a
name which betrays the unit-construction of the aesthetic pattern. The
term has never been used in the literary art, though it describes its nature
perfectly.

Whether we look into pre-Islamic poetry, the Holy Qur'an (which is
the absolute prototype of all things [slamic), in the tremendous corpus
of poetry of the Muslim peoples, or in their prose compositions (khutab
or orations, rasdil or essays, gises or novels/narratives}, we find
everywhere the arabesque of the literary art. Certainly, the
overwhelming majority of literary works produced by the Muslim
peoples in any language are arabesgues, Radically unlike the dramatic
literature of ancient Greece and of the West, these works observe and
fulfill the six principles. Of any gasidah (“ode™), of the One Thousand
and One Nights, or the Magdmat of Harirl and Hamadhant, as of the
Holy Qurin itself, it can be said without the slightest hesitation that:

1} It is composed of units which are as autonomous, complete and
integral as they are beautiful.

2) Its units are of a certain number. But because of the non-
developmental nature of the pattern, the do not arrive at anything that
could be called a conclusion.

3} 1t begins nowhere and ends nowhere. If it has ended, it do so
arbitrarily and not for any inherent necessity.
4) It creates aesthetic satisfaction in the beholder through the

perception of its flow or rendering; its generation in him of an élan
towards the Infinite.
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We may therefore conclude that the literatures of the Muslim peoples
do constitute a unity, an Isidmic unity; indeed, an aesthetic literary
unity whose essence is the arabesque. And the reader needs no more
from us now than the suggestion that by composing the literary work of
art, the Muslim man-of-letters invites us to rnide his composition as a
vehicle, with which to take off in a flight of ocur imagination which is
most pleasing, toward Allah (SWT), the only Transcendent, Ultimate
Reality tc which nothing is comparable and which is forever beyond all
sensory intuition. Realization of aesthetic beauty in the sublime, is in
Islam, never the perception of the Absolute which is God, but that of
His infinity, i.e., of His imperceptibility.
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THE CRUSADER IN THE MEMOIRS OF
USAMAH IBN MUNQIDH

Muhammad Khalifah Ahmad
Temple University

Usamah ibn Mungidh (1095-1188) was a member of the ruling family
ol Shayzar, north of Syria. His lile and careeris best described by Philip
K. Hitti, the transiator of his Memoirs in English, as “an epitome of
Arah cvilization as 1t flourished during the eariy crusading period on
Syrian soil.™ A perniod ol political exile in his life had given him a
valuable oppoertunity to travel through the Arab world accompanying
the Muslim armies or joining Muslim rulers in Damascus and Cairo,
sharing and advising in the process of decision-making not only in
warfare against the Franks but also in the political affairs of the
Muslims. Besides his dircet involvement in the political and military
affairs of his days, Usamah had a natural talent for a good number of
socual and intellectual activities, and thus added to his political and
fighting abilities a deep concern for writing, composing poetry, horse
riding a2nd hunting among other interests,

These gualities made Usamah the maost interesting personality among
the Syrian Arabs of his time, and his Memoirs a work of extraordinary
value. It is a storehouse of information and valuabic refliections on
almost all aspects ol life among the Franks and their Muslim
antagonists. 1t is an autobiographical narration ol Usamah’s encunters
with the Franks told in a style which olfers a different way of treating
historical events other than the monotonous information about warfare
which characterizes most of the known professional historics of the
Crusades written by Muslim and Western writers alike.

Among the various aspects of Usamah's Memoirs, this paper deals

“Memoirs of an Arab Syrian Gentlernan, ot An Arab Knight in the Crusades, Memoirs of
Usamah Ihn Mungidh (Kifab Al 'tibar). Trans. by Philip K. Hitti, Khayyats, Beirut,
1964, p. 3
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only with Usamah's description, analysis and personal comments upon
and impressions of the Crusader’s personality. His characterization of
this personality provides us with a vivid picture of Crusader character
and of its vital impact upon the development and the future of the
Crusade movement as seen through the eyes of one of its first witnesses.
Reference will be made to sources which witness the authenticity and
objectivity of Usamah’s analysis which, in more than one way, helped
some of the historians of the Crusades to develop their theories.

The Knight, or The Crusader as a Warrior

The Franks, Usamah maintained, “possess none of the virtues of men
except courage, consider no precedence or high rank except that of the
Knights, and have nobody that counts except the Knights.” Thus
fighting is the first category under which Usamah analyzes the
Crusader. The first quality which he discovered in the Crusader as
warrior was his “overcautiousness.” This “overcautiousness”, for
Usamah, did not imply a sort of cowardice on the part of the Frankish
fighter. On the contrary, he used it in many places in his Memoirs to
praise and show his admiration for the extraordinary courage which the
Crusader enjoyed. In fact, he regarded courage and fighting as the only
two virtures which the Franks, as persons, possessed. Otherwise, they
had nothing else, and in his own words “just as ammals have anly the
virtues of strength and carrying loads. ™

However, the term “overcautiousness” did not receive any
satisfactory explanation from the historians of the Crusades, especially
the military historian, despite the fact that they acknowledge this
quality as a characteristic of the Franks’ warfare. R.C. Smail who
devoted a whole book to the crusading warfare in the period between
1097-1193 (the same period about which Usamah wrote) failed
partially in grasping the real implications behind Usamah’s use of the
term “overcautiousness,” He interpreted Usamah’s dictum as a
necessary element adopted by the Franks in Syria “who encountered
military problems, both strategic and tactical, which imposed caution
and restraint.”™ For him, they fought for limited objectives, which were
to “conquer certain territories which had for them unique religious
associations,” and after the first generation of conquest, started to
pursue a kind of defensive warfare.?

No doubt, there is some truth in Smail’s justification for the Franks’
overcautiousness. But it is not the whole story. Cautiousness as an
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element 1n warfare 1s of utmost importance and we could casily witness
it 1n the fighting armies of all nations. Even Muslhim armies of the
Crusade period had excreised some cautiousness in their warfare, but it
was not for military difficulties which they faced. 1t was rather a
nceessary device adopted in order to secure safety and avoeid the crrors
which might result from a hasty decision,

To understand the inner meaning of this term, one has to penctrate
into the personal character of Usamah and into his style of writing and
the approach through which he gave his vivid analysis of human actions
in particular situations. It is also necessary (o watch the language and
stresses which Usamah used and emphasize their implications whatever
they arc. A deep look into his Memoirs and the stories he told will
indicate Usamah’s keen observation, and his rare insight into human
nature. He always tended to analyze the souls of his heroes and the
personalties he discussed in his book. Whether Franks or Muslims, he
spoke of their hopes and fears, their motives in war and in peace, their
patterns of behavior whenever they were faced with a new challenge. He
was always aware ol the different natures of human beings and how
their actions vary from onc to the other and also how certain situations
could prooduce contradictory and conflicting reactions. This not only
applied to his study of human behavior, but also extended to cover
animal behavior as he came to encounter it in his hunting experiences,
in horse riding and other situations where animals were involved.

This is the characteristic mark of Usamah’ writings and for that he
used language which was overloaded with psychological meanings and
implications. He was very sclective in choosing the terminologies which
arc to the point and which diagnosed perfectly the case at hand. Like a
psychologist, he usually started with a description of the case which is
fair and exact and then gave his analysis of the situation depending on
the scientific knowledge known to him and on his vast personal
experience and wisdom. He was always successful in cultivating the
feeling which has always been ihe particular mark of the born historian,
as of the analyst. He lived the life of his personalities and succeeded in
translating their motives and feclings into words. And as a psychologist,
he was able to stress the individuality and the unique quality of personal
experience which is important for the historian as well. Gathering his
conclusions from a keen observation of individuals, he then
generalized it systematically as an indispensable way to understand and
communicate. Thus, his explanation of motives runs from the single
human being to others comparable to him. In that, he was able to bridge
the gap between the individual person, whether Frank or Muslim, and
his community at large.

1t is in this light that the Crusader’s “overcautiousness™ 1s to be
explained. And from a linguistic point of view, if Usamah meant general
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cautiousness, he could have used the Arabic linguistic construction
which [its that description. The emphasis and the strong stress expressed
in the use of the special word “overcautiousness™ indicates the hidden
psychological motive. But unfortunately Usamah did not provide
enough interpretation for that, leaving us to our own judgements and
conclusions. Historically, “overcautiousness™ was practiced by the
Franks. and Usamah reported numerous situations in battle and small
encounters when the Frankish fighter orthearmy at large had to retreat
and abandon fighting, or at least was satisfied by capturing or killing
isolated individuals who went astray from the Muslim army. In most of
these cases, the number of the Franks was larger than the Muslim
number and an easy victory could have been gained by the Franks over
the Muslims.

An cxample from Usamah could illustrate this situation rather
clearly. In a battle near the city of ‘Asqalan. Usamah reported : “A
horseman from our men came to me galloping and said, ‘The Franksare
here!” So | hastened towards them as the vanguard of the Franks had
come into contact with them. The Franks ... who of all men are the most
cautious in warfare, climbed to the top ol a small hill where they made
their stand, and we climbed to the top of another hill, opposite to them.
Retween the two hills stretched an open place in which our isolated
comrades and those leading the extra horses were passing right beneath
the Franks, without having a horseman descend on them for fear of
some ambush or stratagem of war, although if they had descendced they
would have succeeded in capturing them to the last man. Thus we stood
facing them on that hill in spite of the inferior number of our force and
the fact that the main part of our army had gonc ahead of us in flight,
The Franks kept their post on top of the hill until the passage of our
comrades had ceased. They then marched towards us and we
immediatedly retreated before them fighting the while. They made no
effort to follow us: but any onc of us who stopped his horse they slew,
and any one whose horse fcll they took as prisoner. Finally the Franks
turned back, Thus, Allah (Worthy of admiratienis He!yhad decreed our
satety through their overcautiousness. Had we been as numerous as
they were and had won the victory over them as they had won over us,
we would have exterminated them.™

In this example, Usamah mentions the fear of the Franks of an
ambush or a stratagem of war. But therc was more to it than this fear of
a stratagem which might have influenced them at the beginning of the
battle, but surely not as the action proceeded. Thus the encounter ended
without any attempt on the part of the Franks to attack, when it was

' Mempirs, pp. 4142,
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completely in their hands to do so. Usimah here grasped the
phenomenon of “overcauticusness,” but did not discover the roots of it,
despite his knowledge that it was psychologically inherent in the
Frankish spirit.

T'o cxplain this rather strange phenomenon, one has to scarch into
the structurce of the crusading army and the motives which pushed ity
men to enter into a conflict they were not prepared orevenftitfor  and
the psychological impact of this upon the military performance of the
Frankish armies.

But before we do so, an important factor in the development of that
psychological complex must be mentioned. This 1s the judicial status
of the Crusader. To begin with, the fighter in the Crusades wasa fighter
in & holy war. This fact modified and influenced the canonistic concept
of the Crusader. He was lcoked upon as a class by himse!f among
military ranks and much more privileged than the fighter in a general
army. Usamah was aware of this fact and he showed frequently the
remarkable status which the Crusading fighter enjoved. James AL
Brundage in his Medieval Canon Law and the Crusader, explains how
this camec about by stating that the church made use ol the two
established institutions: the pilgrimage and the holy war. The Crusader
was a representative of the two enterprises. As a pilgrim, he was bound
by a4 vow to make a Journey to Jerusalem and as a soldier inaholy war,
he was bound to fight {or its objectives and receive the spinitual reward
of the remission of the punishment of his sinful past. Thus, from a
Juridical point of view. the Crusader was first a pilgrim who has pledged
to fight in & holy war in the course of achieving his pilgrimage goal.!

This canonistic status resulied from the act of making a Crusade vow
which was followed by the ceremony of 1aking the cross “which was an
outward and visible sign of the new junidical status,”™ thus making
public this change in the status of the one who took the vow  “which
was In the form of a promise to God to perform two acts: to journey to
and visit the IToly Sepulchre in Jerusalem, and todo so inthe ranks ofa
general expedition to the Holy Land. ™ The privileges bestowed upon
the Crusader were remarkable and very encouraging, but the set of
obligations which resulted were of serious and crucial conseqguences.
They played strongly on the Crusader’s nerves and no doubt limited his
movements  and weakened his fighting ability, thus layving thc
foundations for the psychological complex which hovered over the

Hames A, Brundage, Medieval Canon Law and the Cruseder, The University of
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Crusader and controlled his thought and bothered his soul wherever he
went.

Basic to the whole system of vows was “to carry out the action therein
promised.”™ A failure to do so had consequent serious judicial results.
The vow could be discharged, but in case this was not achieved, the
imposition of legal penalties was the resulting consequence. The
penalties were essentially of a religious nature which imposed
prevention of practicing all religious rites. The violator was also subject
to civil penalties. According to Brundage, the violater of the vow “lost
thereby his civil status and his legal personality; accordingly, he might
risk death for his offense.™i

The early victories of the Crusaders made it possible for most of them
to discharge the vow to visit the Holy Sepulchre. Even those who were
not with the armies which conquered Jerusalem felt obliged to travel
there and fulfill the pilgrimage rite. The situation was completely
different with the later expeditions, after the Muslims were able to
absorb the first shocks of defeat and organize their armies for defense,
and later for attack. Even then, in spite of the unbearable frustration of
defeat, the (Frankish} survivers of battle still had to continue their
Journey to Jerusalem to discharge their vows. The battles of 111 and
1108 are good examples among many. Thus, the visit to Jerusalem was
an integral part of the Crusader’s objective. It was for him the first
objective and the war was his means to it. It provided him with the
security and the joy of a safe return to his home country without fear of
any legal or civil penalties taken against him. He was to take back with
him palms, the symbol of the returned pilgrim. Starting from [199 he
had to produce a letter from the King of Jerusalem, or the Patriarch; a
rule which was laid down by Innocent [11.2

Adequate proof of the Crusader’s death while he was fulfilling his
vow was essential, otherwise his heirs “were forced to redeem his vow.™?
Methods were developed to discharge the vows of those who either died
or were not able to fulfill their vows. Among these methods was release
by “substitution,” the “commutation of the obligation”into other forms
of work or religious observance, “donations of money" for the
Crusade army, or by “participating in a Crusade expedition™ to other
places. ¢

In this manner and through the institutionalization of the Crusades,
the inner spirit of the individual Crusader was torn between his hopes to

\Ibid., p. 122,
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fulfill the visit to Jerusalem and his fears that this objective might not be
achieved. In the latter case he would have to face the religious and
civil penalties waiting for him. The status of a martyr was not enough to
discharge his vow unless proven. Otherwise his family had to take
responsibility for it. Adding to this mental and spiritual frustration of
the Crusader, his inherent military weakness which the early victories
helped to hide began to show up. The crusading pilgrim who took the
vow was not a professional fighter. He did not have enough military
traiming and was nearly devoid of discipline in warfare. Besides knights
and mercenaries, these simple pilgrims constituted a third source of
recruitment for the crusading armies and the cheapest one in terms of
finance and privileges.! They outnumbered the other two sources and
their beinginexperienced in fighting had its effect on the performance of
the whole army. They were the ones who imposed that spirit of
overcautiousness on the crusading army as a2 whole, precisely because of
the foregoing psychological and military reasons. Overcautiousness
soon represented the whole philosophy of war for the Crusades,
transformed as 1t were from a psychological crisis to a widespread
doctrine and an overarching plan for the fighting armies.

From Usamah’s analysis, certain tactical features of this
overcautiousness could be deduced:

13 Adoption of the concept of limited warfare, and fighting for limited
objectives.

2) Resort to defensive tactics by refraining from taking any offensive
actions or even trying to provoke any.

3) Retreat and refusal to jein any battles where good results are in
doubt.

4) Seeking victories by means otherthan fighting which might involve
defeat. .

3) Exercise of extreme caution in deciding whether to enter a battle or
even complete one already started.

6) Battles are to be handled on an individual basis. An ad hoc policy
was applied to fit each battle and common sense was a tactical
device applied to known conditions.

In concluding this part, it is in the light of the above-mentioned
circumstances that Usamah’s term “overcautiousness” is to be
understood. And although Usamah was aware of the dualistic job of the
Crusader,? he apparently had no knowledge of the legalistic obligations
and their consequences which were imposed on the fighting Crusader.
Yet, Usamah knew that the whole matter was psychologically rooted
and could not be explained except through psychological devices, That

'Smail, loc. cit., p. 88
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is why he states his reservation by implying that overcautiousness did
net mean cowardice on the part ot the Crusader. Unfortunately, his
analysis had to stop at that stage.

The General Character of the Crusader: Remarks on His Customs and
General Behavior

The general impression which Usamah expressed in his Memoirs
about the Crusader’s personality is his barbaric character and primitive
nature. This is a very strong characterization of the Crusader’s
personality especially if it is seen from the Western point of view.
However, Usamah based his gencral impression upon his encounters
and life experiences with the Frankish armies and communities
including the aristocrats among them. It is noticeable that Usamah
made a distinction between the old Franks and the newcomers, whose
manners he recognized as cssentially different. His description might
apply more to newcomers who were not familiar with the ways of the
Muslims and behaved rather stubbornly and stupidly in his eyes.
Generally, he was puzzled by the manners of the Franks and what he
called their “curious mentality.” In his piety, he attributed the whole
thing to the power and mystery of God’s works. He said in this regard:

“Mysterious are the works of the Creator, the author of all
things! When one comes to recount cases regarding the Franks, he
cannot but glorify Allah {exalted is He) and sanctify Him, for he
sees them as animals possessing the virtues of courage and
fighting, but nothing else; just as animals have only the virtues of
strength and carrying loads. I shall now give some instances of
their doings and their curious mentality,™

Usamah’s general judgement of the Frank was that he was a myster-
ious person whose ways of thinking werc curious and whose action were
irrational. Due to this lack of rational thinking, Usamah maintained
that onc could play very easily upon the imagination of the Frank. In
fighting situations, the Frank was a good fighter but not an intelligent
one. There were cases in warfare which did not require much thinkingin
order to know what was going on in a certain battle and then act
accordingly. Usimah himself was involved in some of the mental tricks
which he played on the Franks. One of the examples given by himis the
following accident which happened to the camp of Usamah which was
caught between two Frankish cavalries of Kafartab and Afamiyah. His
uncle charged him with the defense against the first while he, the uncle,
led the army against the second Frankish army, Usamah reported the
story as follows:

Y Memaeirs, p. 161,
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“1 took my post at the head of ten horsemen hidden among some
olive trees. Of these I made three or four come out from 1ime to
ume, to create an illusion in the minds of the Franks, and then
return behind the olive trees. The Franks, imagining that we were
numerous, would assemble, shout and rush their horses until they
would get near us and then, finding us unshaken from our
position, would turn back. We continued doing this until my uncle
returned after the defeat of the Franks who had come from
Afamiyah.™

Commenting on this, UsAmah concluded that “Thus terrorizing the
Franks and playing on their imagination was at that time more
advantagcous than fighting them, for we were few in number while they
were a numerous detachment.”? ‘This lack of rational thinking in
matters of warfarc might explain the shortcomings of the Frianks in
matters of warfare intelligence and in spying and reconnaisance
activities. Among the numerous cases which Usamah reported of
Muslim tactics in this regard, not a single case was attributed to the
Franks.

Irrationality was a main feature of the Crusader’ personality. It
covered almost all aspects of his life. Other than in fiphting situations,
Usamah reported legal cases and medical situations where this lack of
rationality prevailed. Usamah was not umpressed at all by the dual
system or the ordeal by water.? He regarded them as reflectling the
poverty of the legal system of the Tranks, their brutality and primitive
characteristics. He also noticed that legal decisions were Jeft in the
hands of the knights who in his view were not prolessionally equipped
for the job, Their judgements, however, could not be altered even by the
King himself. ¢

‘In some cases, irrationality was cxplained by Usamah asa product of
ignorance and lack of intellectual and scientific knowledge. He gave
examples {rom the medical practices of the Franks which Teave us with
the impression that the Frank as a physician was uneducated and brutal
in his medications, and that his medical tools and remedies were
elementary and primitive. In one of the medical cases which Usamah
knew about, he told the story of an Arab Christian physician who was
summoned to treat some sick persons among the people of the lord of
Munavtirah. The physician told Usamah the following story:

“They brought before me a Knight in whose leg an abeess had
grown: and a woman afflicted with imbecility. To the Kuight 1
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applied a small poultice until the abcess opened and became well;
and the woman [ put on diet and made her humor wet. Thena
Frankish physician came to them and said; "“This man knows
nothing about treating them.” He then said to the Knight, “Which
wouldst thou prefer, living with one leg or dying with two?” The
latter replied “Living with one leg.” The physician said, “Bring me
a strong Knight and a sharp ax.” A Knight came with the ax. And
[ was standing by. Then the physician laid the leg of the patient on
a block of wood and bade the Knight strike his leg with the ax and
chop it off at one blow. Accordingly he struck it — while | was
looking on — one blow, but the leg was not severed. He dealt
another blow, upon which the marrow of the leg flowed out and
the patient died on the spot. He then examined the woman and
said, “This is a woman in whose head there is a devil which has
possessed her. Shave off her hair.” Accordingly they shaved it off
and the woman began to eat their ordinary diet — garlic and
mustard. Her imbecility took a turn for the worse. The physician
then said, “The devil has penetrated through her head.” He
therefore took a razor, made a deep cruciform incision on it,
peeled off the skin at the middle of the incision until the bone of
the skull was exposed and rubbed it with salt. The woman also
expired instantly.” The Arab physician completed his story:
“Thereupon I asked them whether my services were needed any
longer, and when they replied in the negative I returned home,
having learned of their medicine what I knew not before,™
Usdmah also told of medical cases where death was considered the
best medicine for the patient. A priest once was asked to see a patient.
To handle the case he softened two pieces of wax and he stuck one in
each nostril of the patient who died on the spot. When the priest was
teld about his death, he answered, “He was suffering great pain, 5o |
closed up his nose that he might die and get relief.”2
In these legal and medical cases Usamah noticed that many of them
were handled by non-professionals. Thus legal cases were judged by the
Knights and medical ones were treated by priests. In both, a spirit of
brutality prevailed due to a lack of scientific knowledge which was
readily noticed by Usamah. Some of their popular medications were
successful and Usimah applied them, but generally he was not
impressed by their knowledge.?
This irrationality is even applied by Usamah to the daily affairs of the
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Franks. He accused them of a general lack of sense. Anexampie is given
of one Frankish Knight,a friend of Usimah, who asked Usamah to
send his son with him to Europe and learn wisdom and chivalry.
Usamah was astonished at the request and regarded it as a lack of sense
on the part of the Frankish Knight. He commented on this by sayingto
himself that if his son were to be taken captive, “his captivity could not
bring him worse misfortune than carrying him into the lands of the
Franks.™' Trying to be sensible himself and avoid embarrassing the
Frankish Knight, he fabricated an excuse by telling the Knight that the
son’s grandmother was very fond of him and she could not bear his
absence. The Knight asked Usamah if his mother was still alive and
when Usamah answered in the positive, the Frank told him in a sensible
way which Usamah did not notice, “Disobey her not.”?

In this incident, Usamah judged the whole story from his own point
of view just neglecting the fact that what might have looked like a lack of
sense for him was very sensible for the Frankish Knight who made his
request, as it seems, as an offer of friendship and an attempt to
strengthen ties with UsAmah. A visit by Usamah’s son to the land of the
Franks did not constitute any oddity on the part of Frankish Knight,
Usamah failed to rationalize the Frank’s request and missed the point
behind it.

On the Status of the Frankish Woman and the Relation between the
Sexes

In his encounter with Frankish men and women on the social level,
Usamah was somehow pleased with the strong character which the
Frankish woman enjoyed, although he was not satisfied by the latitude
and freedom allowed to her and he put the blame on the Frankish male
for his shortcomings in this regard, He noticed her social openness in
sharing in festivities, celebrations and social functions. He spoke of her
courage and strong will, especially in the cases in which she had to fight
against the Muslims. One of Usamah’s stories tells how a Frankish
woman inflicted a wound on a Muslim with her jar in one of the Muslim
raids against the Crusaders near to *Asgalan. After her husband had
been killed, she struck his killer, Badi® al Sulayhi, one of the amirs of
Egypt, with a wooden jar, inflicting two wounds which left their mark
on his face.? Other sources validate Usamah’s observation of the
Frankish woman's courage, Steven Runciman states that “for all their
airs of delicacy and langour, they (the Frankish women) were as
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courageous as their husbands and brothers. Miany 4 noblewoman was
called upon to lead the defense of her castle in theabsence ol her lord. ™

The Frankish woman was alse described by Usamah as of strong
conviction and zealous in her belief. One of the Frankish women who
was taken captive in one of the raids married the lord of the castle of
Ja‘barand bore him a child who became the governor of the castle after
his father's death; his mother being the real power. This woman,
Usamah tells, “entered into conspiracy with a band of men and let
herself down from the castle by a rope. The band took her to Sartj
(southwest of Edessa) which belonged atthat time 1o the Franks. There
she married a Frankish shoemaker, while her son was the lord of the
castle at Jabar.™ Thus she preferred life with a shoemaker of her race
and religion to living with a Mushim prince. This is an cxample of
courage, adventure, religious and racial zeal on the part of this Frankish
woman, who refused to assimilate but with her kind as Usamah tried to
show.

What disturbed Usamah most was the open and frec scx relations
among the Franks. He was shocked to the roots by the Franks'lack of
7eal and jealousy in sex aftairs. Of this he said: “The Franks are void of’
all 7zeal and jealousy. One of them may be walking along with his wife.
He meets another man who takes the wife by the hand and steps aside to
converse with her while the husband is standing on one side waiting for
his wife to conclude the conversation. If she lingers too long for him, he
leaves her alone with the conversant and goes away.” With reference to
free sexual relations and the Frankish male’s attitude towards it he
told the following story which he heard himself about a Frank who vsed
to sell wine to the merchants. “One day this Frank went home and found
a man with his wife in the same bed. He asked him *What could have
made thee enter into my wites room?” The man replicd ‘1 was tired, so
1 went in to rest.”"But how,”asked he, *didst thou get into my bed? The
other replied, *f found a bed that was spread, so 1 slept init.”*But,’ said
he, * my wife was sleeping together with thee!” The other replied. “Well,
the bed is hers. How could 1 therefore have prevented her from using
her own bed?” "By the truth of my religion,” said the husband, ‘if thou
should do it again, thou and 1 would have a quarrel,™4Usamah, in his
astonishment, comments on the story by saying: “Such was for the
Frank the entire expression of his disapproval and the limit of his
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jealousy.™

Among other accounts given by Usamah aboutl Frankish habits in
relation to male-female relationships are ones which speak of women
taking 4 hath with men in the same place and also of how Frankish men
regarded the human body of males and females and how they
allowed their wives to be seen even naked by strangers. The following
story was told to Usamah by a bath-keeper named Salim, who had
charge of the bath of Usamah’s father at one time.,

“I onee opened a bath in Al Ma‘arrah in order to carn my living. To
this bath there came a Frankish Knight. The Franks disapprove of
girding a cover around one’s waist while in the bath. 5o this Frank
stretched out his arm and pulled off my cover from my waist and threw
it away. He looked and saw that [ had recently shaved off my pubes
{pubic hair), So he shouted, “Salim!™ As 1 drew near him he stretehed
his hand over my pubes and said, “Salim, good! By the truth of my
religion, do the same for me.™ Saying this he lay on his back and 1 found
that in that place the hair was like his beard. So 1 shaved it off. Then he
passed his hand over the place, and finding it smooth, he said “Salim, by
the truth of my religion, do the saume to madame, . referring to his lady,
He then said to a servant ol his, “Tell madame to come here™
Accordingly the servant went and brought her and made her enter the
bath. She also lay on her back, The Knight repeated. "[Do what thou
hast done to me.” So [ shaved ali thathair while her husband was sitting
looking at mc. At last he thanked me and handed me the pay for my
service.”?

In reporting most of these storics, Usamah failed to regard their
content as accepled normal behavior reflecting different patterns of
values amoeng the Franks, Misled by his own presuppositions, he judged
them as representing lack of zeal and jealousy on the part of the
Frankish male. He could not see these customs as the product of the
Frankish understanding of the relation between the sexes which was
completely different from his own Islamic understanding., Instead, he
took it as constituting a contradiction i the mental structure of the
Frankish male. What coniused him inthat case was how to reconcile the
fact that the Frank was a strong fighter and & man of extraordinary
courage and at the same time was absolutely lacking in matters of
jealousy and real towards women. His  psychological insight
convinced hin that “courage is nothing but the product of zcal and of
ambition to be above 1ll repute.™ And 1f the Frank lacks this zeal and
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ambition, how could he be courageous at all? However, this question
could be answered in the following manner: The Frank’s courage and
enthusiasm in matters related to war might have derived its source from
religious zeal or any other strong motive, while his relation to women
was a question of social and cultural mores.

The Character of the Newly Arrived Franks

It was mentioned before that Usamah had classified the Franks
into twao categories: the old Franks who came with the early expeditions
and the newcomers who followed later, Considered within the context
of Usamah’s analysis of the Frankish character and in terms of the
Franks' encounter with Muslim individuals and with the Mushm
society at large, this classification attains a significant value. It provides
us with two patterns of behavior in the Frankish milieu. Those among
the Franks who "have become acclimatized and have associated long
with the Muslims™ are described by Usamah as “much better than the
recent comers from the Frankish lands.™ On the other hand, the
newcomers were rough in their character and ruder in their behavior.
According to Usamah, “everyone who is a fresh emigrant from the
Frankish lands 1s ruder in character than those who have become
acclimatized and have held long association with the Muslims.™ Asan
example of the roughness and rudeness of the new arrivals, Usamah
recently related the following story:

"“Whenever I visited Jerusalem, 1 always entered the Agsa Mosque.
beside which stood a small mosque which the Franks had converted
into a church. When I used to enter the Agsa Mosque, which was
occupied by the Templars who were my friends, they would evacuate
the little adjoining mosque so that 1 might pray in it. One day 1 entered
this mosque, repeated the first formula “Allah is great,”and stood up in
the act of praying, upon which one of the Franks rushed on me, got hold
of me and turned my face eastward saying, “This is the way thou
shouldst pray.” A group of Templars hastened to him. setzed him and
repelled him from me. | resumed my prayer. The same man, while the
athers were otherwise busy, rushed once more to me and turned my
face castward, saying, “This 15 the way thou shouldst pray!™ The
Templars again came in to him and expelled him. They apeologized to
me, saying “This is a stranger who has only recently arrived from the
land of the Franks and he has never before seen anyone praying except
eastward.” Thereupon 1said to myself, 1 have had enough prayer.” So |

'Memoirs, p. 169
2fbid.
Yibid., p. 163,
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went out and have ever been surprised at the conduct of this devil of a
man, at the change in the color of his face, his trembling and his
sentiment at the sight of one praying towards the Qiblah.™

Another event which was interpreted by Usamah as an act of
rudeness was when he saw one of the Franks come to al Amir Mu'ln al
Iiin in the Dome of the Rock, and ask the amir “Dost thou want Lo see
God as a child?”? And when the amir said ves, the Frank, Usamah
related, “walked ahead of us until he showed us the picture of Mary with
Christ (may peace be upon him'y as an infant in her lap. He then said,
‘This is God as a child.” But Allah is exalted far above what the infidels
say ahout Him,™

With reference to the customs and habits of the “old category™ of the
Franks, one of Usiamah's men whom he dispatched to Antioch on
husiness was invited to visit a Frankish Knight “who had been by that
time stricken off the register and exempted from service, and possessed
in Antioch an estate on the income of which he lived.”™ This Knight,
Ushmah’s man said, “presented an excellent table, with food
extraordinary clean and delicious. Seeing me abstaining from lood, he
said, *Eat, bc of good cheer! 1 never eat Frankish dishes, but [ have
Egyptian women cooks and never cat except their cooking. Besides.
pork never enters my home.” [ ate, but guardedly, and alier that we
departed 7=

Besides food habits, those early Franks adopted other lslamic
customs and values. Some of them dressed in Arab clothes. Others
saluted their Muslim friends using Islamic greetings and calling them by
the title “brother.” *Other sources speak of Franks who lived in oriental
Islamic buildings, decorated according to 1slamic architectural style
and furnished according 1o Arab ways.? Others had glass in their
windows, mosaics on their floors, fountains in the courtyards of their
houses, which were planned on the Syrian model. They had dancing
girls at their entertainments; professional mourners at their funerals;
took baths; used soap; ate sugar.™®

Lsamah, however, considered this group among the Franks as
constituting “the exception and cannot be treated as a rule.™ Their

Memoirs, pp. 163-164,
" Memoirs, p. 164,
' fhid.
*ibid. p. 169
“ibid., pp. 169-170.
“ Memoirs, p. 161
i Joshua Prawer, The World of the Crusaders, Quadrangle Books, New York, 1972, p 84,
S8mail, loe. cit., p. 43
Y Memoirs, p. 169,
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norm must not be taken as a general pattern of behavior among the
Franks, This dictum of Usamah is of a great value for determining the
question of the Franko-Syrian nation which was claimed by some
scholars of the Crusades, as being established on Syrian soil. Rene
Grousset and L. Madelin regarded the orientalization of Frankish
manners and the instances of friendly relations between Franks and
Muslim individuals as an indication of the creation of a united nation
composed of Franks and Syrians.! The two scholars built their theory
on evidence taken mostly from Usamah’s narration of instances of
encounters between Muslim individuals and Franks. However, both of
them ignored Usamah’s reservation that this group was very small and
constituted an exception among the majority of the Franks who kept
their own manners and ways of life, and never assimilated with the
native population.

Conclusion

As aconclusion to Usamah’s description and analysis of the character
of the Crusader, it is essential to indicate that among all the works
concerned with the Crusades in general, Usamah's Memoirs ¢njoy a
unique place as a fine piece of Arabic literature, The work derives its
uniqueness from the fact that it undertakes the study of an historical
movement by means of literature. The narration of historical events
make them more intelligible and interesting to us, especially if we
consider how monotonous is most of the information which we obtain
from most of the professional histories of the Crusades whether written
by Muslim or Western writers. The historical events as told by Usamah
were given to us in the form of stories which spoke of social and cultural
happenings more than what a professional work of history could have
provided us. This characteristic make the Memoirs the most quoted
source on the Crusades despite the {act that it i1s not an historical
document in the most strict sense. Speaking of its value, Hitti, in his
introduction to the Memoirs, has the following to say: “The Memoirs of
Usamah are a unique piece of Arabic literature. They open before our
eyes a wide and new vista into medieval times and constitute an
invaluable contribution to our knowledge of Arabic culture, in itself as
well as in its relation to Western thought and practice.™?

Besides this lhiterary aspect ot the Memoirs, the work’'s value is
deepened by the psychoiogical insights of ity author. As a man of letters

See R. Grousset, Histoire des croisades et du royaume franc de Jerusalem, Paris, 1934-6,
and his L 'Empire du Levanr, Paris, 1946 See also L. Madelin, L'Expamionfmnfm’se de
la Syrie au Rhin, Pans, 1918,

*Memoirs, p. 3.
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and a psychologist, Usamah was highly interested in the individual and
his mental structure. From the study of individual characters, he
proceeded to judge the whole movement of the Crusades, its
development and future. Thus, with Usamah in his Memoirs, litcrature,
history and psychology united together to provide us with a satisfactory
explanation for man's motives and actions. The work 1s a study of the
existential crisis of the Crusader as scen in particular sitvations. The
irrationality and absurdity which are charactenstic of the Crusader’s
personality were explained by Usamah, not as the creation of the
individual Crusader, bul rather as the work of these particular
situations in which he was involved only because of reasons bevond his
control — a theme which prevails in most modern works of Jiteratlure
concerning the existential situation of man. '

In addition to this analytical study of the Crusader’s personality and
the historical judgement of the whole phenomenon of the Crusades
movement, the Memoirs provide us with a critical judgement on the
intellectual heritage of the period of the Crusades. Many sources have
spoken frankly of the intellectual poverty of the movement as evident
from the fact that the latin Kingdom of Jerusalem suffered from a
“total absence of an intellectual chte.™ The cultural level of the
kingdom ¢xplains why the Frankish colonies “never became a cultural
cxchange centre. ™ According to Runciman, it was the absence of these
centres that made the cultural contribution of the Crusades to Western
Europe so disappointingly small.”™® Along with these sources, the
Memaoirs have indicated to us that not much of intellectual contribution
should be expected from the encounter that took place between the
Muslims and the Crusaders who were of a lower level of culture and
thus constituted the receiving party in that encounter. The Frankish
socicty deseribed by Usamah was a society of soldiers and merchants,
and not much ol intellectual inlerests were to be expeeted froma society
with such a structure.

Joshua Prawer, The fatin Kingdom of ferusalem, European Colonialise in the Middle
Ages. Wekdenfield and Nicolson. London, 1972, p. 332,

Uhid., p. 329

‘Steven Rurciman. A History of the Crusades, Vol 111 The Kingdom of Acre and the
Fater Crusades, Harper and Row, New York. p. 492,



ISLAMIC CONTRIBUTIONS TO HISTORY

Michael Mazzaoui
Umiversity of Utah

It will be assumed that the word tarikh, used in Arabic and other
Islamic languages for “histery™, 1s understood to signify in its wider
connotation, both in the Western Christian and Fastern Moslem
traditions, “A systematic written account of cvents, particularly of
those affecting a nation, institution, scicnee, or art, usually connected
with a philosophical explanaton of their causes.™ (Webster's New
Collegiate Dictionary, G & C. Merriam Co., 1953).

The great North African Mushim Arab historian Ibn Khaldun who
died in the carly filteenth century (1332-1406) stated it in much the same
way when he said in his celebrated Mugaddimah, or Introduction to his
universal history:

“History is a science of fine principles, maniiold uses, and noble

purpose. It informs us about the people of the past the

characters of nations, the lives of prophets, the kingdoms and
policies of kings — thus uscfully providing example for the
emulation of those who desire it in religious and worldly affairs.

The writer of histery requires many sources and wvaried

knowledge: he also requires keen judgement and careful serutiny

to lead him to the truth and away from lapses and errors. [

rellance 1y placed on simple narrative as transmitted, without

studying the roots of custom, the foundation of politics, the
nature of civilization, and the circumstances of human society,
and without comparing {ar with ncar and past with present

then there will often be danger of slipping and stumbling and

straying from the right road.™

‘Tbn Khaldun, Mugaddimeh, Beirut. 1961, p. 12, The translation is reproduced from B.
Lewis, fslam (from the Prophet Mubammad to the Capture of Constantinople). Harper
Tarchbooks. volume |,
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These two complementary concepts on the meaning of history — the
one Western, and the other Islamic — will be kept in mind throughout
the present investigation on the lslamic contributions to history,

I. The Relation Between Religion And History

The decision by responsible early Muslim leaders to collect “the word
of God" (as it was revealed to the Prophet) and preserve ik in book-form
for future generations is certainly the first, and in many ways the most
crucial, step in Muslim historiography. For the Qur an is indeed the first
history book in Isldm. Accepting the collected record as definitive, and
discarding all other variants became the cornerstone of all future
writing on Islam. However, when the first attempts were made to
understand the meaning of the revelation in the great Quran
commentaries, the text was subjected to historical investigation and
scrutiny in order to determine the so-called “causes for the revelation™
(ashab al nuzul). This special Quranic science was nothing short than
subjecting the contents ol the Book to textual and historical criticism.

The word rarikh (history) does not occur in the Qurian, Other words
such as asédtir (legends), with a curious etymolegical similarity to the
Greek word istoria, and gisas (stories)y* are often used with reference to
past societies. But the religious and spiritual content of the Book is so
pervasive that it set the tone for all future writing in Islam including
history, Thus history and religion became inextricably intertwined. “In
all fields of intellectual endeavour cultivated by the Shari*ah-minded, a .
set of intellectual patterns arose which sharcd many technigues in
commen but also, more significantly, bore the impress of a common
spirit: a spirit populistic and factualistic, with a persisternit sense of the
moral imporiance of historical events™ (cmphasis added).? With such a
powerful book as the Qurian ever present in their minds, therefore,
Muslim historians almost invariably emphasized the moralistic
approach in their writings, and sought to substantiate “God’s ways™in
the life of past generations as well as their own.

less religious in content (since it had no divine sanction) but
infinitely more important as a model [or later historical writing, is the
material collected during the Second Muslim century on the life of the

*Hodgson, M.G.5., The Venture of fsfam, Chicago Un. Press, 1974, 1, 351,

bl Lty e oty WY pubolial Y1138 5} Vi Ja 50 o025 o) Lin s o 1B LS o gad e J5 Sy 2
elale ol S LY S5 Y 5500 ageaad B OIS 28w Maaly 550 dale Ja5 g LemS) o ds
épu.lil.a&hﬁw
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Prophet which came to be known as the Sunnah. **

This religio-biographical work exercised a tremendous influence on
all subsequent Muslim historians who committed to writing the oral
traditions that were passed on from generaiton to generation, thus
preserving for posterity the details of the life of the Prophet and carly
Muslim society. Here again, the narrators of these traditions were
subjected to scrutiny and investigation with a view to establishing their
trustworthiness and the veracity of their accounts, according to the
system of jarfr and ta'dH, the entire corpus of Aadith Iiterature was sifted
and classified, and an auxilliary histoncal science of Tabagat
{biographies) came into being.

Thus, with the Qur@n as the supreme guide, and the life of
Muhammad as the worthiest of all cxamples, the relation between
religion and history was firmly cstablished. Let me paraphrase a few
lines from Yaqut's Mu'jam ai- Udaba’as a rather curious example of this
relation. After writing his 20-volume biographical masterpiece, he
reflects on his achievement in a lengthy “Introduction™

“I am fully aware, he says, of the ignorant critic who may claim

that working on religious matters 18 more important and more

rewarding both in this world and in the hereafter.
Does he not know thatindividuals have difterent natures, and that

if all persons work on one branch ol knowledge the rest will be

lost? God, in his wisdom, has ordained for every subject somcone

who would specialize initand organize it;and man hasto perform
that for which he was created.

However, 1 do not deny that, if | had kept to my mosque and
prayer, and worked in my lifc on that which would gain me
rewards 1n the other world, it would have been better and more
worthy for acquiring peace of mind in my afterlife. But sceking

** Fditor's Note;

The Sunnah of the Prophet may not be said 1o be “less refigious in
content” than the Quran. The 1wo make an indissoluble unity,
complementing and buitressing each other. Nor is it true that the
Sunnah “had no divine sanciion.” The Qur'an explicitly communded
the Muslims to accepr as true and normative what the Prophet gave
them, to obey him, and equated obedience 1o him with obedience to
God (59:7; 3:32, 132, 4:68, 80). The Qur'an further described the life of
the Prophet as the example-to-follow, and assigned 1o him the task of
clarifying, concretizing and substantiating the divine imperatives
(33:21;5:16, 21; 14:4; 16:44 ). For Muslims, it is blasphemous to describe
the hadith as “infinitely more imporiant than the Quran” in any sense.
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that which 15 impossible to attain is not within my reach; and

carrying out that which 1s preferable 1s beyond my capabilitics.

It is sufficient, therefore, that man should not engage in unlawful

things (makzar), and should not follow the path which would lead

him astray.™

This half-hearted, and in a way unconvincing, apologia by 4 leading
figure of Muslim historiography {and of geographical writing if one
includes his Mu‘jam al-Buidirn) does reflect on the approach which
Muslim historians had to their subject. Although it comes from a later
period (the early thirteenth century), and although earlier historians
were not perhaps as cynical as Yaqut (if indeed his words could be taken
as a mild expression of cynicism), still this religio-historical approach
should always be taken into consideration when interpreting and
evaluating the entire corpus of Muslim historical writings,

I, History and the State,

The Muslim historians were fully aware of the importance of the new
political order established by Muhammad as soon as he arrived in
Madinah, and of the Caliphate system established by the early Muslim
leadership immediately upon the death of the Prophet. Next to Islam,
the religion, the founding of a state to protect it and preserve it was the
second major achievement of the early Muslim community,

The treatment of the state in Muslim historical writings varied with
the change of circumstances from Madinah to Damascus (and briefly
Kufah) to Baghdiad and to other centers in the post-Baghdad periodsall
the way to the end of the eighteenth century. There was a radical but
temporary change during the long dark night of the colomal period, but
contemporary signs (il they are to be interpreted correctly) point to a
new continuity,

The Muslim historians treated the settlement of the political question
by Muhammad upon his arrival in Madinah, and the birth of the
Cahphate system on the “porch™ of Banl Sa‘idah, with reverence and
respect. On the onc hand, we may have here the beginnings of Islamic
political science judging by such terminology as the “constitution™ of
Madinah which some modern writers have given to Muhammad's
invention. On the other hand, the concept of the “golden age™ of
Madiah, stressing the political acumen of the Prophet and the
resourcefulness of the early Muslim leadership who developed the idea
of consultation (shura) in the settlement of political issues, nostalgically
grew up essentially to compensate for the later periods of dissension and

WYaqit, Mu'jam al Udaba’ Cairo, 1936, 1, 52-533.
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strife.*** 1bn Ishaq’s version of what took place when Muhammad
assumed political {and religious) leadership in Madinah, and Tabar’s
accounts of the political convention on the “porch™ of Banu Sa‘idah
(based, among others, on the authority of Abu Mikhnaf)® are only two
of many specimens of Muslim historiography which point to the way
Muslim historians handled the question of the rise of politcal authority
during the early decades of Islam.

Lest | be accused of partiality, let me give another example which
treats of historiography on the Shi‘ side and sheds light on the issue of
the Imamate which, together with the Caliphate, form the two sides of
the coin of the political theory of the state in Islam.

As we all know, Husayn son of “Ali and the “darling” grandson of the
Prophet, was “invited” to Kufah to claim his rightful succession after
the death of Mu'awivah. And now let us turn to lbn Khaldin:

“Husayn believed that the rise against Yazid was incumbent

(rueta’ayyin) upon him because of the latters sinfulness or

dissolute life (fisg). 1t is especially incumbent upon those who

possess the power to do so. He thought that this applied to him
because of his qualifications (sing. ghlivyah) and capability/power

(shawkah). As for his qualifications, he was in fact more than

qualified; but as for his capability, he was wrong — may God be

merciful unto him.

For the tribal solidarity (‘asabiyyah) of Mudar was in Quraysh,

and the ‘asabiyyahr of Quraysh was in “Abd Manaf, and the

‘asabiyyah of ‘Abd Manaf was surely in Ban Umayyah — a fact

recognized by Quraysh and everybody else. Nobody denied that.

However, this situation was forgotten (or rather the people

became oblivious of it) in early Islam because the Muslim

community was dazzled by the unusual events that had occurred;
by the phenomenon of prophetic inspiration, and by the coming
of the angels to help the Muslims. Custom was thus cast aside,
and the pre-Islamic ‘asabiyyah and the disputes arising [rom 1t
were temporarily forgotten. All that remained was the natural
‘asabiyyah of protection and defense which was made use of in

*** Editor’s Note:

It iy not true that “the idea of ... Shura "was “developed... by the early
Muslim leadership.” it is ordained by God in the Quradn (3:159; 42:38).
The life of the Propher is full of instances in which this Quranic
imperative was applied.

4Tabar, Tarikh. Leiden edition, i, pp. 1837-1844. Fora iranslation see Lewis, Isfam, |, 2-
5
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establishing the (new) religion and the performance of holy war
{jihad), apainst the infidels. In a case like this, religion becomes
paramount and custom i1s s¢t aside.

However, when the period of propheey and the extraordinary
events ended, rule (hukm) reverted somewhat to the (old)
customs. ‘Asabiyyah thus returned 1o the way it had been; and so
Mudar became more amenable to Banu Umayyah than to any
other group on the basis on conditions that had been prevalent
before.™

Ibn Khaldun, the social scientist, is sternly correct, and there is ne
room in his rigorously balanced argument for ITusayn or his cause. But
the Shi1 political concept of the Imamate had developed long hefore
Ibn Khaldun, and at the religious-eschatological level, the Shi‘i scholars
decided to “occull™ the Twelfth Imam to the end of time thus
instituting a ncw political theory that all secular authority docs in fact
usurp his power. The novel concept of “rahbar” (leader, guide) in the
modern Islamic constitution of Iran marks a new and interesting
departure.

Muslim historians, therefore, were fully conscious of the rise of the
[slamic state, of the factionalism attendant on the move to Damascus,
and of the great synthesis that accompanied the Baghdiad period. They
understood the relations between the “independent " dynastics that rose
in Khurasan and Mawara'a al Nahr and the central government of the
Caliphale. They alse realized the temporary disruption caused by the
Mongol conquests; and after the dust scttled down, they continued to
write universal histories, this time in Persian, such as those composed
by Rashid al Din, Fadl Allah, Mir Khwind, and Khwand Amir
milestones 1n the continuily of the Islamic system. And when the
Ottoman Turks assumed the Jeadership of the central Mushm lands,
their historians kept alive the enduring concepts of the early Mushm
statc wilth minor additions borrowed from their original home in
Central Asia.

Muslim historians through the ages never lost sight ol the great
institutton of the stale that Islam created. lTo understand the
historiographical development of Muslim political theory is to keep in
mind this unity between the Church and State in Islam. It 1s totally
dilferent from the struggle between Church and State in contemporary
Medieval Lurope.

*Thn Khaldlrn. op. efr. 382-83. Cf. Frarz Rosenthals translstion, [ 443-44,
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III. History and the Muslim Community,

Muslim historical writings have sometimes been criticized for heing
dry narratives of series of events with very little evaluation and
inlerpretation, for dealing primarily with the rulers and their courts and
their intrigues, and for paving little attention to the everyday life of
ordinary people in the community. This of course is not truc even if we
limit our view to the core disciplines of history, biography, geography,
and genealogy, There may be some justification for such statements in
certain cases of official and dynastic chronicles. But there 1s no doubt,
however, that when the scribal tradition was established during the
second century of Islam (the first paperfactory wasset up in Baghdad in
17879495 Muslim writers, fascinated by the great achicvements of
their civilization, became actively cnpgaged in recording for their
contemporarics and for future gencrations and for themselves, the
tremendous accomplishment of the Islamic community. As Tbnal Athir
SHyS:
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And as Durni puts i, “ A sense of their importance grew up among the

international message in Islam. This feeling 15 connected with the
establishment of the Arab-lslamic empire ... The idea of the Ummah
began to influence their interest in accounts (akhabar) and stories (gisas)
that went beyond the tribe and encompassed the society us a whole. The
door was thus open for historical investigation and study.™

This intcrest in the allairs of the Mushim community can be secneven
clearer if we move into such allied disciplines as travel literature or Suft
compositions. A work like Ibn Battitah’s Rikfah is a mirror of 1slamic
society from Tangier to Delhi during the fourteenth century. Less credit
has been given to the social contents of works on Sufi mastersand their
times. .

One such work is Ibn al Bazzaz, Safwat at Safa, which deals with
Shaykh Safivy al Din Ardabili, the most celebrated Sufi masterin Tran
during the fourtcenth century (whose descendants in the sixth
gencration established the Safawi dynasty in [ran in the carly sixteenth
century). ‘The pelitical history of this post-Mongol period in Tran i
richly recorded by such great historians as *Ata” Malik Juwayni, Hamd
Allah Mustawfl Qazwini, Rashed al Din Fadl Allah, and others. But

SHOAR, Ginb, “TA rTkh™ £.17, Supplerment, Teiden, 19348,
PrAbd al ATy al DU, Beheh ST Nashoat fiwoal iGetkb ind al ' Arvab, Bolrot, 1960, 132,
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"the intimate everyday life of lranians in Adharbayjan and the
neighboring regions at this time can best be found described in detailin
Safwat al Safd. A short section made up of two items (hikayar) that
deals specifically with the childhood days of Shaykh Safiyy al Din
{indicating certain miraculous occurrences that point to his futare
greatness) incidentally describes such mundane things as the games
children play and the sources of energy with which village people used
10 cook their foed. This social historiography is a veritable mine of
information on a topic long neglected by the modern researcher $

But even historical writings that deal with dynastic reigns and rulers
are full of insights into the life of these rulers who supposedly live above
society in the dark recesses of their palaces and courts. A case in point is
that of the Safawl ruler Isma‘ll 1} and his story as told by Iskandar
Munshi in his Tarikh-i ‘Alam-ara-yi‘Abbasi. Modern historians who
have dealt with this subject have drawn this ruler as a bloody tyrant. A
closer look at Munshi’s account shows him to be a very sensitive man
whose mind is occupied with very serious thoughts about Sunni-Shi‘
problems the resolution of which could {had he reigned more than one
year) have changed the entire course of Persian history?

Another minor historian of Tunisia, on his way to the pilgrimage,
stopped to visit Ustadh *Abd a2l Ghani al Nabulusi, the great Muslim
authority in Damascus during the eighteenth century. The 80-year old
man was enjoyinga smoke; and out of respect for his visitor he laid the
apparatus {a/ dawah) aside. “Go ahead and smoke, My Master,” said
the Tunisian; “1 am not one who would deny you this..1 then took the
pipe and drew at it once or twice then handed it back to him. He was
pleased and smiled, and began smoking again.™?

Amongst all Muslim writers, the historian was closest to the society in
which he lived. His writings are in many ways a true reflection of the
anthropological and sociologiczl conditions of his times. Through the
annual pilgrimage, through the Sifi brotherhoods, and through
personal travel and curiosity, the Muslim historian kept in touch witha
vibrant Muslim community which, despite the divisions in the post-
Caliphal periods, remained united in its outlook and unified in its way
of life.

This underlying unity of lslamic lifc seemed to come toan abruptend
towards the end of the eighteenth century, Twao years before the end of
the century (in June of l?qS to be exact) warships carrying the French

Klbn-i-Bazzaz, Safwat al Safd {Un. of Leiden, MS. 465), folies 9b-10b.

slskandar Munshi, Tdrikh-i'alam-ard-vi " Abbast, Tehran 1334/ 1956, 1. 199-221; English
translation by R .M., Savory, History of Shah Abbas the Great, Boulder 1978, 1, 294-330.
WHusayn Khijah, Dhayf li-kitah Basha'ir ahi al Iman, Tunis, 132671908, 244
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Revolution army under Napoleon was sighted off Alexandnia harbor.
The contemporary great Muslim historian, ‘*Abd al Rahman al Jabartl,
records his reaction as he beging volume three of his “4ja ib af Athar in
the following heart-rending words:
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“I'his is the first year of the great catastrophe, the monstrous

events, the terrible happenings: Evils have multiplied; the affairs

of state have become tragic, and mistfortuncs have descended
upon us all. Time has become perverse, things have gone contrary

to nature (in‘ikas al-matbu’), and the situation is upside-down in

confusion and disarray.™!

Already the British were carving up India, and Russian armics were
pushing seuthwards against Iranand Central Asia. The Ottoman Turks
were slowly but surcly retreating from the European scene. For about
two centurics, the Muslim peoples of the world were not allowed to
manage their own affairs.

It is only recently, after the phasing out of colonial domination, that
we are beginning to see the Muslim peoples looking again, more
seriously than ever before, into their great cultura! tradition. They will
find it best preserved in the writings of their historians.

IV. Further Points To Study

Aside from the three points discussed 1n this paper (1.c., History and
religion; History and the state; and History and the Ummah), 1t was
originally intended to deal with three other points:

4, History and Islamic civilization: The Muslim historians were aware
of the achievements of Islamic civilization and culture, especially in
literature and the arts. There is always a sense of pride in their writings,
coupled with contempt for non-lslamic things.

5. History between past and present: In spite ol the tremendous
thanges that cccurred in Muslim societies during the 19th and 20th
centuries (secularization, modernization, Westernization, ete.), Mushim
historical writings in modern times reflect a strong sense ol belonging to
one of the great world traditions. The little “alienation” there is appears
to have touched small groups here and there, and this is essentially
superficial,

‘*Abd al Rahman al Jabartl, '4/a% af Arhar, Cairo, Bolag, 1879, 111, 2,
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6. History and the historian: The style and technigues of Muslim
historical writings have of course undergone many changes from ane
period to another. The appreach 1s more scientific, but the pervading
spirit is [slamic with powerful sense of continuity. At the very end of his
Mugaddimah (Beirut, 1961 edition, p. 1169), 1bn Khaldun puts it like
this:
“We have discussed enought points to satisfy our purposes.
Perhaps he who comes after us, guided by a good mind and a clear
knowledge, will go decper than we did in these matters. For the
criginator of a science cannot cover all its aspects; he merely
indicates the line of argument and points out the various
approaches. Later writers follow up after him, one leads after
another, so that the science in time will become complete.”
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THE PERFECT MAN IN AL JILI'S THOUGHT

Victor Danner
Indiana University

In the great religions of mankind, the Founders or the Avataras are
seen as manifestations of the Logos: they are seen as forms of a
universal, impersonal reality that each religion identified with its own
Founder or its particular Avataras. From the Christian point of view,
the Christ is the Logos: from the Buddhist, the Buddha is the Logos, or
Shunyamurti, the Manifestation of the Void; from the Hindu, the
Avataras are manifestations ol the Logos: and so on. In esoteric Islam,
or Stfism, Muhammad has both a historical and transhistorical nature,
Traditional exoteric 1slam knows the historical form of the Prophet and
has developed dogmas around him that are in general silent about his
inner, universal character as Logos. It is Sifism alone that has a great
deal to say about this transpersonal reality of the Prophet. For Siilism,
the Muhammad of history is the manifestation of this universal Logos,
and indeed all the Messengers and Prophets and saints are
manifestations of this unique Logos, more or less like the rays of the sun
are manifestations of the sun.

This Suff view of the Logos-nature of Muhammad is based on
Qur'Anic verses and on certain hadTihs of the Prophet himself. When he
said, lor example, "1 was a Prophet while Adam was still between water
and clay,” he was ol course relerring to his transcendent reality as the
Logos that pre-existed the series of Messengers and Prophets
culminating in himself as the Seal of the Prophets. The SafY teachings,
basing themselves on this type of hadith and certain Quridnic verses,
see in Muhammad the luminous Spint at the center of the entire
Crcation: this is the Nidr Muhammad? that radiates from this solar
center to the extreme periphery of the created cosmic sphere. As 1.ogos,
Muhammad is both central solar Spirit as well as the totality of the
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Creation seen as an unimaginably vast sphere, and which encloses
other, less spheres.

In all tcachings on the Logos, whether in 1siam or Christianity, there
is always a danger of confusing the different planes of existence: the
human and the spiritual levels thus become confused. A result of this iy
the . anthropomorphic interpretation of the Logos, so that its
impersonal, transcendent nature is lost sight of in due time. The Christ
is indeed the Word made flesh, but the Word itseif, on its own plane of
existence, is not the same as the flesh, and is indeed infinitely greater and
more sublimely real.

Something of that kind of confusion eccurs also in Sifism. [ts
teachings on @/ Insin al Kdmil, or *The Perfect Man,”™ are a highly
symbeolic and complex cnsemble of doctrines that evolved out of the
Qurinic texts and hadiths of Mubammad which spcak of his spiritual
nature. To lbn al ‘Arabi, the thirteenth-century Andalusian SUf7
master, is attributed the first written exposition of the teachings on the
Perfect Man, which we find scattered throughout his different works.
*Abd al Karim al Jilt, the fifteenth-century author of the celebrated
work called af Insan al Kamil, has followed Ibnal*Arabilin many details
on the nature of the Perfect Man, but in others he follows his own
inspirations, The two see eye to eye on the essentials, however.
Moreover, much of what is considered to be their contributions to the
eventual doctrine can be traced back to earlier S{fis and, in the long
rumn, to Qurianic texts and hadiths of the Prophet. What they did was to
give the doctrine on the Perfeet Man a more systematic elaboration. In
Stufism, the doctrine on the Perfect Man is quite simply the esoteric
teaching on the dual nature of Muhammad as both man and Logos.

Like the corresponding teachings in Christianity on the Christ as the
unique Logos for the entire world, the Sufi teachings on Muhammad
see' him as the unique Logos for the entire world. But there is an
extremely important difference: the Perfect Man in Islam never
assumes the nature of an incarnation of Ged, as does the Christ in
Christian teaching. Allah, in Islam, has no associates, no peers, no
offspring; for all the cosmic grandeur that the role of the Perfecet Man
entails, no associationism is possible. The Perfect Man is indeed an
intermediary between God and man, but he is not the Absolute in itself,
The Perfect Man is the mirror that reflects the divine Reality, but he is
not that divine Reality itself. He is the entirc Creation (af Khalg) as a
reflection of God {a/ Hagq), but he is not God. The doctrinal
formulations on the nature of the Perfect Man are really mystical
commentaries on the Second Shahadah, Muhammadun Rasiila-liah:
Muhammad is the Messenger of God. Understood mystically, this
sacred formula of Islam means that the entire Creation is the messenger
or reflection of God,
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For al Jill, the Perfect Man is Muhammad. He is the axis or pole
around which the spheres of existence revolve. He has always been and
always will be the Perfect Man: he was the Perfect Man at the beginning
of existence; he will be the Perfect Man at the end of time. There is only
one Logos-Muhammad in the entire cycle of creation. This Logos-
Muhammad is what the Sufis call a/ Hagigah al Muhammadiyyah, or
“the Mubammadian Reality.” Other terms and phrasesare also used by
the Skiiffs to refer to Muhammad in his capacity as Logos, and al JTIr
makes use of them. When referring to his function as the luminous
center of the Cosmos, Muhammad as Logos is called “the Intellect,”
which is the first thing created by God, according to a certain hadith:
and when referring to the spiritual character of the Logos, Muhammad
is called Rith Muhammadiyyah; and so on. In his impersonal nature,
Muhammad as Logoes is 4 solar, paradisal reality that is connected toall
things in the universe by rays of light; kbut he is in particular connected
to the Messengers, Prophets, and saints. This of course means that the
Suff saints are directly connected, via their own spiritual rays, to the
Muhammadian Sun at the center of the Universe,

Indeed, one of the characteristics of the Logos-Mubammad 1s its
capacity to assume different human guises in different epochs. This
sounds like the Hindu concept of reincarnation, at first glance; but al
Jii warns us that this is not a reincarnationist concept. The
Muhammadian reality, as Logos, is like a unique essence manifesting
itslef in multiple forms — like the different Messengers, Prophets, and
saints — in different temporal periods. According to al Jili, the Logos-
Muhammad manifcsted itself to him in the year 796 of the Hijrah, in
Zabid in al Yaman, taking on the form of his own master, al Shaykh
al Jabarti. At first, al J7li did not know that Shaykh al JabarfT was
Muhammad, though he did know that he was indeed a master. Only
afterwards, through intuition, he learned that al Jabarti was indeed
Muhammad. But this has to be understood correctly, for of course al
JOIf is not really saying that Shaykh al Jabar(i was the historical
Muhammad come back to earth again — this is reincarnationism.
Rather, what al Jili is saying is this: Shaykh al Jabartt, in his inner
reality, was united with that solar Logos-Mujjammad. In his external,
human form, however, Shaykh al Jabarfi was merely one of the
vicegerents of that Logos-Muhammad, the latest ray of light fallingona
human form in a long series stretching back to the initial creation of
Adam, for the Logos-Muhammad pre-existed Adam.

As the luminous Spirit at the center of the Universe, the Perfect Man
is the origin of all existence from top to bottom. As both Center and
Sphere, he receives within his mirror-like Intellect the divine commands
of creation which are transmitted to the periphery of the Sphere. The
Perfect Man is to God, therefore, like a mirror is to a person wanting to
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sce his own image, according to al . It 1s because of his mirror-like,
reflecting nature that the Perfect Man radiates in his center and
througout his universal cosmic spherical nature the Divine Names and
Attnibutes. Just as God is the one who is Living, Knowing, Powerful,
Loving, Hearing, Seeing, and Speaking, so hkewise the Perfect Man
retlects these Divine Attributes in himself, so that he also is Living,
Knowing, Powerful, and so forth.

But that is not all: the Logos-Mubammad contains within himself the
prototypal ideas that Jater on will emerge from him as the angelic and
archangehc domains, and indeed the entire universe, with its subtic and
visible worlds, and in the visible world, the Mineral, Plant, and Animal
Kingdoms. As the {irst thing created by God, the Logos-Muhammad as
cosmic Intelleet transmits the divine creative orders and presides over
the unfolding of the entire universe.

We must not forget that the perfect Man 1s not God. We cannot
therefore attribute any divinity to him, even by reflection, for this would
lead to associationism and take away the absoluteness that belongs
exclusively to Aflah, who is the One without a second or any associate.
But il the Perfect Man is not God, in his innermost nature he is not
other-than God. The reason for this lies in the tcaching that all created
perfections lose themselves in their infinite roots within the uncreated
perfections of Allah. Therein lies also the ambiguous nature of
Muhammad: As the Perfect Man who mirrors the perfections of God,
he is other-than God, and his pertections do not belong to him, for they
are only reflections in his mirror. Nevertheless, those perfections in the
PErfect Man owe their origins to their prototypes in God, and those
prototypes are uncreated. The logos-Muhammad is therefore both
created in its manifestation and uncreated in its divine essence. While
Christianity says of the Christ that he 1s “true man™ and “true God,”
Sufism supplies a missing intermediate dimension by saying of
Mubhammad that he is “true man,” “true intermediate Spirit,”and “true
God,” so that the Perfect Man hasan earthly, historical naturc thatcan
vary from epoch to epoch but that receives its definitive form in the
person of Muhammad; then, beyond that carlthly naturc, there is a vast
intermediate mealm wherein Muhammad is the presiding Spint; and
finally, beyond the Creation, in his uncreated reality, there is the divine
prototype of the Perfect Man. Al J1li, like other Siifis, can jump jfrom
ome level within the creation to another when speaking of the Perfect
Man; he can also jump from the created world to the uncreated reality
of Allah. Just as there is a certain ambiguity between the historical and
transhistorical Muhammad in the imagery of al Jiliand other $ifis, kso
likewise there is a certain ambiguity between the created Perfect Man as
pure Logos and the uncreated Divine Origin of the Perfect Man,
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What is the value, for Sufism, of this theory on the Perfect Man?

Ultimately, the Sii1 concept of the Perfeet Man offers to the would-
be mystic an objective and subjective view of Muhammad. Scen asan
objective, cosmic mamfestation, Muhamamd as Perfect Man 1s the
origin, middle, and end of the universe, He 1s indeed the all-englobing
Spint at the center of the Cosmos and the Cosmos 1self. His role s to
manifest the commands of the Creator; and 1t1s no doubt for this reason
that Muhammad means “the glorified,” lor the Perfect Man s glorified
in manifesting the omnipotent creativity of the Lord,

The subjective view of Muhammad has to do with the inner,
contemplative voyage of the mystic looking within his inncrmost being.
It is in this inner mystical life that the contemplative mystic meets the
Logos-Mubammad as a universal Spirit. According to a hadith, no one
can meet God who has not [uirst of all met Mubammad. This can mean,
ol course, mecting Muhammad in his Sunnah and therefore abiding by
its forms: butitalso hasaninner, mystical meaning. One must first of all
meet the Logos-Muhammad as the Spirit and expand into its universal
perfections before one can meet Allah, that 1s to say, before one can
unite with Allah. 1t 1s no doubt because of this esotencinterpretation of
things that we find in the numerous STfT orders various litanics on the
Prophet.

Finally, there is a pressing gquestion which al Jili does not answer, or
rather, did not have to answer: 1s the Logs really Muhammadian in
naturc and are the Christ and the other Messengers and Prophets lesser
manifestations of the Perfect Man who 1s Muhammad: The answer 1y
Yes and No. Yes, because just as there are paradises that are special 1o
the Islamic world that extends upwards from the carth to the Throne of
God, to use a scriptural image. so likewise there must be something in
the universal 1.ogos that is definitely Mubhammadian in nature. In other
words, the L.ogos, whether created or uncreatedm must have something
Muhammadian about 1t, otherwise the earthly Muhammad would
never have had any celestial roots and would have been merely a
historical phenomenon without vertical connections with the Absolute.
And from this point of view, the other Messengers and Prophets would
naturally scem like emanations from the I.ogos-Muhammad.

And No, the Logos is not exclusively Muhammadian in nature, for it
15 also the same Logos that contains the Christ, Rama, Krishna, the
Buddha, and so on. The Christ-Logos can also be seen, and with equal
validity, as the unique l.ogos containing within itself all of the other

Messengers and Prophets, who would then be seen as manifestations of
the Christ, who said, “Belore Abraham was, [ am.” That is indced the
way the Christian could see things, if he so wanted to. This 18 no
refutation of the thesis of the Sulls that the Perfect Man 1s Muhammad,



for the Logos is an impersonal reality, as [bn al “Arabi has said, as well
as a historical personality called Muhammad. All religions, in
claiming for their Founders or Avataras the exclusive right to
monopolize the Logos, are simply transferring to the impersonal nature
of the 1.ogos the personal characteristics of the human nature of these
Founders and Avataras. They are all partially right, seen in the light of
comparative mysticism; they are altogether and absolutely right, seen
from within their own traditions, where the Logos-Mul‘lammad,'the
Logos-Christ, and Logos-Buddha, and the others, play fundamental
and indispensable roles in the inner life of the mystics belonging to the
different religions.
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DATOR FORMARUM: IBN RUSHD,
LEVI BEN GERSON, AND MOSES BEN JOSHUA
OF NARBONNE

Helen Goldstein
University of lowa

So far as 1 know, the term dator formarum (wahib al suwar}does not
antedate Ibn Sina. But the set of problems which the concept of dator
Jormarum is designed to solve was recognized very much earlier, and
certain solutions to those problems, some of them close to Ibn STnd’s,
are also very much earlier.’

In Ibn Sina’s writings, the dator formarum s identified with the
Active Intellect, and its activity lies chiefly in the areas of epistemology
and generation: Le., giving form fo generated plants and animals.? |
shall confine myseif to the latter area. | propose to look at some features
of 1bn Rushd’s discussion of what is responsible for the generation of
animals, and the way in which two Jewish philosophers treat what he
has to say.

The two Jewish . philosophers are Levi ben Gerson {(hereafter,
Gersenides) and Moses ben Joshua of Narbonne (hereafter, Narboni).
Both hailed from the Provence: Gersonides apparently never left.
Narboni, however, was forced by political conditions to spend a good
part of his life in Spain. 1t was there that he wrote the work to which [
shall refer later, a work completed in 1349, That was just twenty years
after Gersonides had completed his Milhamot ha-Shem,? that
exhaustive philosophical and theological treatise on which I shall base
my remarks.

It is 2 commonplace to say that the work of Gersonides depends on
that of Ibn Rushd. This is true in a very basic sense. lbn Rushd’s works
were the prime source of Gersonides’ philosophic knowledge: e.g., with
the possible exception of Metaphysics, he does not seem to have known
a text of Aristotle independent of lbn Rushd, and both Greek and
Muslim sources, with rare exceptions, are cited from “what [bn Rushd
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says of them.™ One would ¢xpect that, as an upholder of the theory of
dator formarum, Gersonides would make frequent reference to Ibn
Sina: he does not. All he knows of Ibn STna is what Ibn Rushd says.

Such dependence, however, does not imply agreement with Ibn
Rushd, nor dees it imply a full knowledge of Ibn Rushd’s works.
Gersonides knows only what had been translated into Hebrew by his
time.5 Thus, he sometimes fails to do justice to 1bn Rushd’s position
and, in the specific case of the problem of dator formarum, he (s even
unaware of certain texts which might support his own position.t

It is well known that Gersonides rejected the method used by
Aristotle, 1bn Rushd, and Maimonides to prove the existence of the
Prime Mover/God. For Gersonides, the proof from the motion of the
celestial bodies is subject to grave doubt; proofs from generation are far

‘more valid.” This gives the problem of gencration and, thus, the
problem of the generative/formative agent far greater prominence in
his system than in the systems of his predecessors,

When Gersonides begins his lengthy and systematic inguiry into
generation at the beginning of the third section of Bk. V. of Mithamot
ha-Shem ® the book in which he establishes the existence of incorporeal
beings, he teils us that 1bn Rushd discussed the problem of generation in
three places: the Epitome of De Anima.? the commentary on the Book
of Animals,’® and the seventh book of the Long Commentary on
Metaphysics.'' He also tells us that Ibn Rushd had something different
to say about the formative principle for animals in each of these
places.!2 =

It is not surprising to the modern reader that Ibn Rushd should have
expressed more than one opinion: Aristotle left him no definitive
doctrine on the topic,’? and 1bn Rushd wrote over a long period of time.
While we cannot date the Epitome of De Anmima or the Long
Commentary on Metaphysics, it is generally agrecd that the latter is one
of the late works:;'# and it i1s known that the commentary on Animalia
dates from 1169 — very early.!®

Gersonides, however, is not interested inan‘historical’ reconciliation
of the differences, nor, indeed, in any kind of reconciliation. He simply
outlines the various doctrines. He asserts, correctly, that in Epirome de
Anima, lbn Rushd holds that the Active Intellect is the agent of
generation in animals, but that it is not the proximate form for them:1®
i.e., the Active Intellect gives something to the semen, and that
something then generates or forms.??

Gersonides then turns to the commentary on Aaimalig, stating that
there Ibn Rushd helds that the gencrator of the animal is not an
intellect, but a psychic pewer in the semen; the generator of that power,
however, 1s incorporeal. “This proves the existence of a certain
incorporeal mover other than that demonstrated in the Book of
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Animals [sic!], and that the first is naturally prior to the second.™¥
Gersonides explains this to mean that when the matter 15 _properly
disposed and. thus, possesses the proper amount of heat through the
agency of the celestial bodics, the psychic power in the semen is
cmanated from that [second] incorporeal power, But that power, which
appears to be the Active Intellect, cannot act unless the celestial bodies
have acted; thus, the[mover of thel latter must be priorin nature. 'Y Here
Gersonides may well be reporting accurately what the version of the
commentary he knew stated.’ There are, however, problems with this
text, as we shall see in our discussion of Narboni.

Finally, Gersomdes tells us that in the Long Commemary on
Metaphysics VIR Ibn Rushd maintained that the generating power is
tnt the semen, that it is begotten there by the father and the celestial
bodies, and that this power 1s not incorporeal — let alone an intellect —
because material form must come from matenal form. In the special
case of man, howevcer, intellect must come from an incorporeal form:
man's intetlect is not in any way mingled with matter and thus must
have an incorporeal source.2? 1t s against this text, which he has
correctly reported, that most of Gersonides® polemic in what follows is
directed.

The only self-contradiction in lba Rushd that really interests
Gersonides 15 what he perceives to be the difference between these
statements 1n the commentary on Metaphysics VII and certain
statemcnis 1n the commentary on Meraphysics X11 (c. 18) one, ibn
Rushd’s comparison of the power in semen which causes beings to have
soul, and which itself 1s only potentially soul, to the form of the house in
the soul of the builder, that form being potentially a house:®* the other,
Ihn Rushd’s dictum that in the Prime Mover atl the forms, insome way
or other, are actual.® Gersonides finds these statements true, but in
contradiction to what was said in the commentary on Book VI He
finds the reason for the view on the nature of the formative agent
cxpresed in the commentary on Book V11 to be 1bn Rushd’s stubborn
refusal to admit that incorporeal intelligence can have any action other
than in (or through} itself.23

The discussion of this perceived self-contradiction in the commentary
an Metaphysics 1s crucial to Gersomides' over-riding purpose in his
treatment of Ibn Rushd. For while he takes up systematically, and at
interminable length. each of lbn Rushds arguments against an
incorporcal generator and each of Ibn Rushd's arguments in support of
his own position — cven proudly inventing a few arguments on lbn
Rushd’s behalf —2 his ultimate purpose is to show that 1bn Rushd, too,
really did beligve in an incorporeal formative agent.??

It scems to me that Gersonides' conclusion here rests on a
fundamental misunderstanding ol 1bn Rushds doctrine. He, like some
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modern scholars, did not take senicusly enough Ibn Rushd’s
identification of final and formal cause.?® At least in the later works, and
at least in the arcas of physics and metaphysics, form (and thus
incorporeal intetlect) funcrions as final cause, not as efficient cause.?®
The Prime Mover/God is the cause of the motion of the world, and the
existence and life of the world consist in that motion, but the Prime
Mover/ Ged is the final cause, not the efficient cause, of that motion, ¥
All the forms do exist actually, in some way or other, in the Prime
Mover, but they do not function as efficient causes in generation any
more than they do in locomotion, or any more than the form of the
house in the soul of the builder is the efficient cause of the built house.

It is this conception of the role of form and intellect that Gersonides
apparently can neither understand nor accept. He identified formal
cause and intellect with efficient cause.3! One testimony to this is his
consistent use of the language of emanation which for him, as for
Maimonides, is the way in indicating how the incorporeal acts on the
corporeal.’?

One of the works of Ibn Rushd that Gersonides did not know — and
it does not appear to have been known to many — is a small, updated
treatise on the procreative powers 1n semen and seeds. This work exists
in a unique Arabic manuscript, and in a number of manuscripts in
Hebrew translation. In Hebrew, it forms part of the Sefer ha = Derushim
ha-Tib'fyyim and it is found in the nine-treatise recension of that work,
always accompanied by the commentary of Narboni. The date of the
translation is also unknown, as is thc name of the translator, but the
terminus ad quem is [349, the date of completion of Narboni’s
commentary on the collection. .

This treatise is very narrowly focused. To my knowledge, this is the
only work in which 1bn Rushd discusses generation without being side-
tracked by polemic against dator formarumand similar theories held by
his predecessors, or by problems associated with spontaneous
generation.* That is not to say that he does not make his position on
dator formarum clear here, but the term is never mentioned and there is
no polemic on this issue. In general, what we find here agrees fairly well
with the position taken in the Long Commentary on Metaphysics V11,
the commentary on Animalia (as interpreted by Narboni), and in
certain statesments in Tahafit al Tahafut. The one very notable
difference 15 that there 1s no mention here of the action of the celestial
badies. The underlying Aristotelian text is De Generatione Animalium
I, 18-11, 4, especially 11,3. What we have is not simple repetition of
Aristotle; the implications of his principles are also invoked.3s

Proceeding by elimination, Ibn Rushd concludes that the agent
responsible for generation/formation must be a procreative power in
the sernen, the semen itself resembling the father: i.e., agreeing in species
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or genus. This power is only potentially the form of what is generated
and, thus, requires an actualizer: something itsell actual and like what s
generated . [n this case, the actualizer 1s the father (here called Ag-mania’
harishonjal muharrik af awwal), and the semen s his instrument.
This power in the scmen acts only through heat which, gqua heat can
only impart a quality like itself; this power, however, imparts figurcand
form. In artificial things, the power that imparts {1gure and form 1y the
form of the art, and thus this power in semen resembles the power of the
art in artificial things and 1t also resembles the power of the soul in
natural things. But this power 18 not itself a soul, for the soul is the
entelechy of an organic boedy. To know the nature of this power, 7 onc
must investigate function. The first thing it does 1s to create and form
the members of the body. Therefore, the physicians call it the formative
power, and it resembles the nutritive faculty ol the soul in 1ts activity:
“The latier causes what 1s potentially a part of that which is
nourished 1o become an actual besouled part of that which 1s
nourished. For no member of that which i1s nourished becomes
actual unless the nutritive faculty of the soul also exists in it
actually, and the agent, as has been said elsewhere, 15 what
hestows the eatelechy ol that which 1s acted upon: Le., the form.

All this indicates that this power is what forms the members and

gives them the nuiritive souf, but that it itself s not a nutritive

soul, for the latter acts through organic instruments, while this
power, with the cxception of heat, has no instrument,™#

In the remainder ol the treatise, Ibn Rushd goes on to consider in a
general way whether the facultics of the soul are generated, and thus
generaled by this power, or if there are ungenerated faculties, which
must then enter from without. The nature of the body in which the
facultics of the soul inhere is also discussed. This is all straight
paraphrase of e Generatione Animalium 11, 3 - except that Aristotle
is made to scem [ar less delinite than he really is on the origin of
intellect. ¥

At the outset of his commentary on this work, Narboni states that he
will comment at more length than usual on this treatisc because of the
work’s peculiar importance: it investigates the creation (beria) of the
animal, and especially that of the most distinguished animal, man; it is
of the natural order that man should know his own creation first and
thercafter perfect the remaining knowledge; and this treatise contains,
in more depth, what was demonstrated in the commentary on Animalia.
Later in his commentary, he will refer to this treatise as “this precious
treatise”, and he will also say that to know how the agent of generation
acts, and the substance of this agent, 15 the noblest thing that man can
know.

So far as length goes, Narboni is as good as his word. He explicates,
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and his favorite method is to explain Ibn Rushd by Ibn Rushd®—a method
which implies that he sees a consistent system in Ibn Rushd’s writings.
He knows far more of the Averroean corpus than Gersonides, and he is
certainly far more sympathetic to Ibn Rushd’s point of view. As we shall
see, Narboni 1s very sensitive to some types of {to his mind, apparent)
inconsistencies in Ibn Rushd’s writings, but (to the modern mind} quite
inscnsitive to other problems.

Because of its length, 1 shall discuss only a small portion of the
commentary, At that point in the treatise where Ibn Rushd says that the
physicians call this power in semen the formative power, Narboni
identifies the physicians with Galen*!' and then continues: “It is
impossible for me to discuss this without explaining the opinion of the
philosephers on the true nature of this power, as 1bn Rushd explained it
in the commentary on Animalia.” A lenghthy excursus follows in which
Narboni weaves back and forth between various Averroean texts — and
not just texis from Animalia — in a truly artistic fashion. A number of
them are passages in which Ibn Rushd discusses and refutes the views of
others; but not all of them are of such a nature, and Narboni’s purpose
does not appear to be primarily informational. Two points in this
excursus are of particular interest: 2 solution to one of the problems in
the textof the commentary to Animalia (ad De Generatione Animalium
11, 3}, to which we referred in the discussion of Gersomdes; and
Narboni’s discussion of what appears to be a contradiction between a
passage in Tahafut al Tahafur and what lbn Rushd says elsewhere,
including other passages in that very book.

We have seen that Gersonides said that in the commentary on
Awnimalia 1t s stated that the generator of the animal is a psychic power
in semen, but that the gencrator of that power is something incorporeal
(nibdal), and that this proves the cxistence of a certain incorporeal
mover other than that demonstrated n Animalia. Gersonides
quotation agrees perfectly with the Latin text of the commentary 42
except for the reference to Animalia; the Latin (and Narboni) rcads
“Physics.” But to read the text in this way involves lbn Rushd in a
serious self-contradiction, for carlier in the commentary it has been
made quite clear that, in animals which reproduce sexually, it is the
father that is responsible for the semen and the power it contains.#

In order to make Narboni’s way of dealing with this problem more
evident, let me quote the Latin text of the commentary;

hacc enim virtus animata est simili arti et continetur in genere

naturae coelestis: [sic!] et id quod ipsam generat est de necessitate

quid separatum {sive immatenale) cum videatur agere in aliud
absque instrumento corporeo.....

Videtur tamen hic darn alius motor separatus pragier motorem qui

habctur in Libri Physicorum isque illum praecedere natura,
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What Narboni does 1s tochange the punctuation of the first sentence, In
his version it reads: haec enim virtus animata est simifis arii et
continetur in genere naturae coelestis et id quod ipsam generai:** est
de... In other words, the passage now maintains that it is the power, not
its generator, that is incorporea! (nibdal/ separaia).

There is ne way of knowing whether this punctuation of the text was
Narboni's own bright idea, or whether he found it in the text of the
commentary he had before him. Either way, the change does absolve
Ibn Rushd of inconsistency on the origin of the psychic power. It also
raises another problem,*s

At 753 1K, lon Rushd states that there is in semen an active power
which is the principle of life; that it is not fire, nor originated from fire;
noris it sulficient in itself, without the sun and other heavenly bodies, to
effect something endowed with Life 4 But in addition, it cannot be an
incorporeal (separata)}™ substance, becausc it acts through a vital
mstrument: i.e., heat. How then, at 76 C, can this power be described as
incorporeal (separata) even though the text adds that it acts without
badily (corporeo) instrument?

The question that interests me is not so much that of a possible
inconsistency in Ibn Rushd;** rather, what intercsts me is Narboni’s
apparent indiffercnce to this problem, and the fact that his own
language seems to compound the problem.

1t seems plain both in the commentary on Animaliaand in the treatise
on the powers in semen, that the psychic power can in no way be
described as separata. In the treatise, it is explicitly said that the power,
which is not a body, is in the scmen, and that it acts through an
instrument. In the commentary on Animalia, 1bn Rushd arguesagainst
the theory of Abu Bakr ibn al $4%igh, which maintained that there was
an intellectus separatus in the semen (75 K-M), and he also argues more
generally against the theory of dator formarum (76 A). One premise of
the argumenis 1s that incorporeal substance accomplishes its work
without an instrument, while the power in semen uses hecat as its
instrument. The Latin translator {(or the Hebrew text from which he
worked} was, perhaps, aware of a certain difficulty in 76 C. [gnoring for
the moment the problem of punctuation, we note that after the words
“est necessitate quid separatum’ the words “sive jmmateriale’ are
added parenthetically, and are then followed by the explanation “cum
videaiur agere in alivd absque instrumento corporeo. " This explanation

ts consistent with 75K: “cum eius actio fiat cum instrumento vitali.,”

In Narboni’s paraphrase of the commentary, however, “Instrumento
vitali” comes out as “through a corporeal (gashmi}, vital instrument ™,
and when he gets around to paraphrasing 76 C {(which he does twice),
there is no “sive immateriale " 1o be found. The first time, Narboni says
that the psychic power is an incorporeal (nibdal) power, necessarily,
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because its action is without [any] instrument, adding that this psychic
power in its proper subject, i.e., the airy, celestial part [of the semen]',
resembles the form of the bed in the soul of the artisan. He then repeats
that this power is an incorporeal (nibdai) power, but this time his
explanation 15 that it is incorpereal because its action 1s without bodily
(gupani} instrument.

While one might attempt to account for the contradictory statements
on the nature of the instrument by positing a “slip of the pen” or some
error in the transmission of the text (e.g., the dropping of a negative
term in the paraphrase of 75 K), one cannot account for Narboni's
consistent use of the term nibdal simply by assuming that her merely
follows the usage of the text before him. Narboni consistently imports
into his paraphrase of the commentary on Arimalie material from
other relevant writings of Ibn Rushd, especially from the commentary
on Metaphysics V11 (c. 31).% In that commentary, however, we have a
definite and unmistakeable statement: the formative power in semen is
not an intellect, and it is in no way incorporeal (mufarig).s' 1t would
appear that Narboni is simply not sensitve to the problem of lbn
Rushd’s (and his own) language in the commentary on Animalia. He is,
however, sensitive to other types of problems.

In this excursus, Narboni goes on ta paraphrase some of the polemic
passages from the commentary on Arirmalia, those which argue against
belief in the existence of forms, belief in dator formarum, and belief in
the existence of an incorporeal intellect in semen.52 Then he proceeds to
paraphrase a partion of the Long Commentary on Metaphysics X1I, c.
18. Here again, the polemic opposes belief in Forms, or in a soul
ernanated from the inclined sphere and the sun. But there is also polemic
against the Mutakallimin: specifically, against their denial of
secondary causation and their denial of potentiality.* This brings us to
the second point of interest in Narboni's excursus,

There is a well-known and difficult text in “On the Natural Sciences™
1L, at the cnd of Tahafur al- Tehafur.>® This passage was of special
interest to Narboni: he also makes use of it in his commentary to Moreh
Nebukim, for an analogous purpose. According to Narboni’s
paraphrase, which 1 shall abridge, Ibn Rushd states there that there isa
celestial heat in the elements, and that in this heat are souls which create
each and every species of animal.

“He goes so far as to say that there was not one of the ancient

philosophers whe did not acknowledge these wonderful things.

Rather, they disputed only whether these creative souls were

* Interestingly enough, lbn Taymiyyah, certainly one of the greatest Mutakallimun,
emphatically aifirmed that there is nothing in Islimic doctnine to prevent the notion of
God's action through and by means of secondary causes. -— Ed.
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intcrmediarics between the celestial and the souls which are 1n
bodies down here and, thus, had dominion over these souls and
bodies... or whether these ereative souls are themselves what arc
suspended in bodies and what generate the bodies because of the
likeness between them, and when the compounds are corrupted,
the souls return to their spiritual matter and their subtle bodies
which cannot be pereeived.”

Narboni recognizes that this apparently contradicts what 1bn Rushd
says elsewhere, even in Tauhafut al Tahdfut itself. He asserts that the
true meaning of the passage can only be determined by considering the
context. - First, within the context of Tahafut al lahafut, we must
remember that Ibn Rushd 1s disputing the contention that there are,
according to the Scriptures (Torg: ), infinile upper causes from which
issue infinite beings. We must also remember that this is the book in
which 1bn Rushd made a covenant with the philosophers against the
literal meaning of the religions (datot), and so, in passing, [bn Rushd
alludes o this doctrine because it agrees with the docetrines of the | literal
reading] of the Scriptures, even though he zlso manages to allude to the
truth: i.e., psychic powers.

But the passage must alse be understoed in the context of the
commentary on Animalia, where the generative power 1s said to be a
form in the semen:®

“That is, through the ceiestial heat there is a principle which is the

agent for ammals. 1t is not fire nor produced from fire, and this

power is not sufficient in itself, without the sun and spheres, to
create the soul. l'or those causes which are acaidentally infinite
must come to an end at an cternal principle. Weare also unableto
say Lhat this power is an incorporeal substance; for itacts through

a corporeal |sict], vital instrument, whereas the incorporeal acts

through itself... Rather, it is a power related to the soul: Le., a

psychic power, and it is a potential, not actual, soul. This i1s what

Aristotle meant when he said that a psychic power 18 interwoven in

the clements... because this power 1s also in the elements, but only

as 4 remote power.”

The psvchic power 1s in the semen, while the elements are potentially
semen; for the elements become plants, and the plants become
animals:®

“Thus, the psychic power which generates 15 interwoven in the

clements and 1s mixed in them with the power acquired from the

heat of the sun and the other stars, for there 1s a celestial heat in the
elements which 1s a subject for this power.™*
Finally, Narbont wishes to connect the passage from Tahafut

a! Tahafur with the aforementioned polemic passage from the

commentary to Meraphysics XIU{c. 18} On the latter, he writes;
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“*“Here you sce that Ibn Rushd explained that Plato thought that
some of these proportions and psychic powers created in the
elements were Forms, and that they were the principles and
matices for the forms of compounds. Thus, [ quoted for you what
I quoted of lbn Rushd’s discourse at the end of Tahafur al
Tahafut, about the souls which are the gencrators for the formsin
compounds, or are themselves suspended in bodics which they
gencrated according to the likeness which is between them;and [in
the latter case] when the bodies are corrupted, they return to their
spiritual matter and subtle, individual, celestial bodies which
cannot be perceived. And the truth of Ibn Rushd’s discourse 1s
when he said that all the ancient philosophers acknowledged these
souls, fortrulyitisanancientdoctrine. And how very wonderfully
it agrees with God’s words: “1s there any number of His treops?™
(Job 25:3): and God spoke truly regarding the beings when He
said: “Those who are with us are more than they who are with
them... and the charots of lirc and horses of fire stood around
Elisha™ (11 K 6:16-17). The biblical dictum is truc: there are antels
dwelling in the elements as there are angels dwelling in heaven 5
and many arts are true which have perished today from our
nations,® And [ say, as Abu Nasgr said m his distress, when a
difficulty occurred to him and there was no one who could save
him {rom that difficulty: *My God, to You belongs the complaint,
and from You comes the directing aright to the truth. %! | have
been lengthy in bringing forward the words of Ibn Rushd to
illuminate this question; and inasmuch as we have séen that He
who directs our particular species to the human entelechy in this,
our Exile, has transmitted®? to us words that agree with his
opinion, let us break off the discussion about this, and return to
our commentary on the words of this treatise.™
The purpose of this paper was expository, and no far-reaching

conclusions may be drawn from it. 1t may, however, ofler ground on
which to base a caution to scholars: in the study of mediacval
philosophers., the knowledge of their sources is not always sufficient (o
cxplain their positions.
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FOOTNOTES

I T AL Davidson, "Allarabland Avicenna on Active Intelleet,” Fiaror 301972), p. 110,
Uhid. pp. 154 160,

TAL refrences o this work qee cited lram the Lewprig edimon al 1868, [ heve aiso taken
nate of the readings Irom the MES provided by C. Touall in Le pensée phifosophigue et
.rf.'gfu."r;:r_;r'(]r:m de Gersomide [ Les Ldeions de Minuic Paris, 19733, Solaras | know, Marbom
shows no acguaintznee winth the Mithamor.

“Sue ) puati, op.ei. e 404172273 o one case however. Gemsonides appears to know a
sext that lhn Roshd doos vot. Gersonides cites Abil Nast oo £ fertellecie Lo cstablish
that Ailarapr, too, upheld the theory of dotor furmaram. The relerence, however,
that purt ol the textextant enly in Hebrew, When Tho Ruesbd tries to establisk Alfarabis

I8 ix

position un tus matws, he reless not to e Jaceffeciu. but o the work “On the Twao
Philosaphers ™ (ep. Lamg Commestary to Merapboaen V1L e 31op ¥8GL 20ibed. X1
[H.p. 1499 1 Tall references to this work are eited Urom the edition of Bouvges{ Beyvrouth:
1938-527]). this mav ndicale thal the elevant seclion ol £ frellecrn bad already
mayv even cast some doubt on the
authenticity of thai section. We should now that Narboniis by no means so dependent on
Ibr Rusid. He bas firs: hand knowiedge of a larpe oumber ol Mushim philosophers,

*lt s possible that ke dacs oo xnew even all of that There may very wall have been

dropped out of some Avgicwexs by Lbn Rushd s times

Hebrow translations ol some of the treatses contaneed in Sefer fa PDerinhim ha- FibTeiom

{seo Drlow by Ris time, but CGersonides docs nat scem (o have 2nown any ol Lhese works.

s Long Comaentary on Phsior Vo oo 13 218 Ko AL references 1o the Lacin
transliens al Inn Bushd aretothe edition apef functgs [ Venice, 1562, reps. Franlurtam
Wi 1962).

Tsee vl Midhaaror ha- Shes V3000 p0 220 When s naper e read, Pralessar Narbert
Samuglsan, the discussiont, pointed out that m Mo ¥ {the dicussion ol and proo?
e, creation), Gerserides does use grpuments Uram the matans ol the heavenly bodes,
He asked why. especialiy n view of the fact that Bk, VI was actually the lirst book
composed Daee Mdbhamear ¥1op 4171 Gersanides showid have stated such o negative vicw
of tie prools from motion glsewhere. The response to the guestion must be two-Teld: {1}

CGersomdes speods the greater par al Bk VLU prosing that Avslotles rguments Srem
mation and time (the best ol their xind} are invanid. The only positive wse made o
argummens lram e motions of the heavenly bodies s leleolopiea’: e, the maotions ol
these bodioe, as well as thenr arrenpement and aomber, 20 evidenes s poese which, o
e, o lies cration. (73 1 Br ¥ Gersanides attempts to demaonstiate creation. while
i BEL W Lhe aim s to demonstrate the cxistenes ol itcarpareal boimgs. While every proot
Lot creabion ixalso prool jeoa cedten, (e wicolomc | prool, us ollered by Gersomdes,

wonld mat necessasty nply ircorporeal noure althato corprcaling

that Guersorides contends cun ney wetanily eatahlished by proals fram motion,

bul arly by proals Siom the natere of generation.

FCersanides also disenswes peneration snd detor forsmesnsin Bk L pp. 40 <
b relorence s o the ntrodoctory secbeo (pp. -5 the 1947 Hvdesamd cdition ot phe
Avrabue sty

Hersomdes and Narborni both refer cansistenily e the fewr on this work, Heur
narmaly relers to a riddie commentary fparaphresis). but o is generally held that the
commertaly on Aock of Animaly thercalier, Andpalic) s &n cpitame: see M
Steinschonerder, fYie Hebraeischen Ueberseizungen des Mintelatiers {rept. razz 19367 p.
144 B E. Poters. Arivroieles Avebos (Eeden: 1968 po 48 Or the compasition ol
Andnatia und the numbering ol its books, sce Stenschnoder, op. ofr. pp. 143 144,
Gersorides” reterenee s 1o the section al fme Rushds commentary which ticais De
Creneratione Animaiiv 11, 3 ipp. 75 C-77 O the Lann).
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N 31 Gersonides will also refer to other of Ibn Rushd™ writings in the course ol his
discussion. most importantly the Lorg Commmeniary on Metaphsies X1 oo 18
CMithamor p. 221

S, ¢.g.. S van den Bergh's translation of Tahafur al Tahatur (London. 1954, vol. 11,
pp. 176-177 (n. 317.3).

H8ee Bouyges, op. i, vol. 11 pp. xXil-Xxv.

SAccording W same. the carlics: see Peters, ep. o po 48,

I Epitome de Awima, p. 5. 6-9.

T Mithamor p. 221,

"*The text. as quoted at Mithamos. p. 2210 corresponds to 76 Cin the Latin text of the
commentary,

" Mithamuot, pp. 221-222.

MtRut the relerence ta Anmimaltia s still inexplicable: even & bad seribe ought not ta have
made such an crror.

IC 31 especially pp. BR[-886.

2 Mithanmosn p. 222,

2Pp. 1500, 15-1501. 5.

“P1505, 2-5.

I Mithamot pp. 230-236. The Arabic preposition &4 15 ambiguous, having both a locative
and instrumental sense, an ambiguity which carries over into the Hebrew translation.
Gersonides s well aware of this ambiguity, see ibid, p. 226,

WE g Milhamor p. 227, Gersonides also speaks of extracting the implication of 1ba
Rushds words: “This is the arpument of 1bn Rushd that we found in his paraphrasc [sic!]
of Animrafia and in some places in his commentary to Mesaphysics. even ifwe did not find
itinexactly this way rather, we extracted it from the impliction of his words. and we also
completed 17 (ibidd.. pp. 225-226). In doing this. Gersonides was only following the
example of 1bn Rushd himsell: see Epitome De Anima Lop. 6. 7-8. and Epitome de Caefo
1L p. 4Ll 10 {both in the Hyderabad. 1947 edition). In his treatise on the powers in semer,
1o be discussed below. he states: “These yuestions [and the answers] are to be found in
Aristotles words, but some of them may be found there csplicitly. while others are
implicit in the principles he posited. We ourselves will begin with what may be found
explicitly in Anstotie™ words, and then [we shall take up] what exists imphicitly in his
principles.”

FE.p Mithamor, p. 235,

*1bn Rushd follows Aristotle; e.p. Meraphorsios VI 4, 1044a, 350 De Gen, An 1L,
T15a, 4-9: De Gen. ¢t Corr. 11, 9. 335b, 6.5,

M{ystematic proot ol this assertion would extend this paper to undue length, We may
note, however, that while Aristotle states { Phosios 11,7, 198a. 24-31) that often formal,
linal and cilficient causes are identical (or, a5 in Mewaphisics X11, 4, 1070b, 25-35, that
formal and efficient cause are in some sense identical), he is careful to limit this identity Lo
things within the realm ol physics and}or proximate causcs. In order 1o salvage his
position as religious philosopher, Ibn Rushd attempts to cxtend such identity into the
realm ol metaphysics and remote causes. this can only be done by positing that "efiicient
capse™ (or “agent”) s an equivocal wrm (see. references are to the edition ol Bouypes
cause”(or "agent™) is aneyuivocal term (see e.p., Tahdfir af Tahafu 151.p. 230, 14-16]all
references are to the edition of Bouyges (Beyrouth. 1930]. Ibn Rushd's epistemology is the
most ditficult area in which 1o uphold my asseriion; see, however. Long Commentary 1o
Metaphysios XL C. 38, pp. 1612, 8-1613, 4.

“On motion as the life to the world, see: Tehdfur al Tahafin 111, p. 172, 3-5.ihid. 1V, p.
264, 11-122 Long Commentary o Phyvsios VI c. |, 338 H-Vand 339 D: De Substantic
Orbis IV, 10 1. Onthedormof the house. sce fong Commentary to Metapitrsics X1l e 36,
1505, 3-1596, 9.
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HThat 15 not 1o 53y that Gersonides does not repeat Arnistotle’s wdensification of tinal and
formal cause {e.g., Mithameor, p. 42). Rather, it means that. for Gersomdes, in bath the
sub-lunar and the trans-lunar worids, efficient causes and [ormal cansesare identical. and
such causes are intellect. In the case of generation. the Active Inteliect botk disposes the
matier and acts (sunulancously) as dotor formarum.

HWMareh Nebukiw 10120 1t s this definuition of emanation that cnables Maimonides.
Gersonides, and others 1o speak simultancously of creation and emanation. See 14
Davidson, The Philosophy of Abraham Shalom (Berkeloy, 1964), p. 45,

HOn the collection as a whole, and {or the text of this treatise. see my forthcoming edinon
and translation in the varioos serivs of Corpus Averrods, Narbonis commentary was
written for lormer students left behind in Perpignan,

Wlhere s some arpument contra Jatency theory.

FRee above, n, 20

*In Ihn Rushd™s wntings on generation, the role af the parent is deseribed in two waws,
Foliowing Aristotic (c.g.. Physies 11 7. 198a. 25-27), the parent is deseribed as proximate
mover (fakofur al Tahafir N1, po 211, 9-10), or as instrument, the prime mover in
generation being the sun. or Active Intellect, or the eelestial badies ( Long Conmerttary on
Plhosicy Voo 1218 Ko VI ¢ 15,352 Beibid. . ¢, 46, 387 M-388 B ibid., ©. 47, 388 K1),
However, in fong Commentary on Metaphosios ¥, o0 1 (p 478, 10-16) and Epitome
Meraphursies 11 (p. S, 6 14) the parent v said 1o be a remote. extrinsne cause. lo his
commentary on the preseot irgatise, Narboni explains Aa-mania’ hg-ri Mow o the latter
sense. Inaamiueh as there s no meniion ol the reie of the heavenly bodies inshe treatise,
Narboni may very well he right.

AL this point. the text aclually heging to speak of “powers™, 4 usage which cortinued 1o
the end of the treatise. 1 vanoot zccount for the change in oumber.

#Clarly. thisargues agamst bath daror formarenand [brSima’s theary of the role of the
nutritive soul, Cfothe commentary to Aaimafia, 75 K.

oAy for the intelleer. beeause it is not apparcot that it possesses a carporeal organ
thraugh which it cperates, as o the cese with the rest ol the faculties ol the soul, deebt has
arisen as o whether it enters lrom withot, or whether it s genersied 10 Certain 1esbects
and noother respeets onters lrom without, Acvistotle delerred o investiganon of this
yuestion tothe place appropoate it and [here] be said [only] that the previiling opinion
abaut this 1s that the olelect enters from withaut, " (C the commentary ta Anintalia. 79

ficult to cxplain this, particelarly in view of the lact that the Arabic rranslation
al e Gen, An. 11,3, T36b, 27-29 (ed. Brugman and Drossaart Lulols; Leiden: 19713
Fasthfully renders the Greek. [Eis possible that Tbn Rushd is antucipating 737, 7-11 {note,
cspueiatly, the Arabic version),

HHu where Narbons departs from the wxts ol Tho Rushid ta give his own opinion, the
words of Salomaon Munk (Mdélanges de philosophie juive er arabe | Pars; TRS9) p. d06)
apply: "Muoise de Narponne g un style cancis €1 souvent bhseur: ses opinions e sont pas
mains hardies uue celles de Tev? ben-Gerson: mais 1 oo les capnime pas avee la mEme
clarté et o méme franchise.”

MApain, anhe base of Averroantexts c.p. fang Commmentary to Metaphosies VUL e 3
dhied X1 ¢ I8 and the commentacy to Asmenalia (75 Ky

1270

P FLAGH (and el the svpumuent against dator formgren at 75 M) T is clear that
Nearhanr reads the text mothis way. but see below. n. 49,

Al the powaer ssomething divine, U bLong Comreniar ro Metaphosies VL e 3,
Kid. i3-14,

SWeshould note that just as Narnoni and Gersonides ditfer i their interpretations of the
b

nning ol the cualed passape (76 O oso their inlerpretations of the eod of that passagc
I-or Gersorides the two incorporeal movers mentencd therns are the Active
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Inicliect (whose existence was proved In Asimafia ) and the mover of the spheres,
Narboni says: “Thus there appears here a certain incorporeal mover different irem the
mover whose existence was demonstrated in Physics, the Jatier being priar in nature to
this mover. For should the mover demonstrated 1n Phisios be removed (Ausar), thisagent
inthe semen - which is a nature averseen {(mushgap) and looked alter (mushgahd by ir -
would also be removed. bul the reverse is not true...” Presumably, Narboni relers to the
divine “looking after™ that results ineternity as speciesfor corruptible beings. Cf. the Long
Conpnensaries on De Anima (1), ¢, 3dyand De Generatione et Corruptione (L1 . 59), and
many relerences in the Long Counneniary 1o Metaphysics.

HAn elernal cause i necessary lo prevenr an infinite regress of cawses. f. Tahafut af
Tuhafus 1. p. 21, 1-7. Narboni paraphrases (his section of the commentary.

Tln Narboni. aiprad. Inthe paraphrase of 76 C. Narboni uses nrbdaf to describe bath the
power in semen and the Prime Mover. Thus, it docs not appear that he istryingtodraw a
distinclion between aiprad (as incorporeal in the sense of separate) and nibdal (as
incorporeal merely in the sense of immaterial). Elsewhere in ks commentary, the terms
are also used interchangeably.

| think it is clear that something has gone wrong in the transmission of 76 C.
Nonetheless. all three versions ol that text that we are considering agree in the use of the
lerm “pibdal) separaia.” I would be most exceptional i this term reflected anything but
the use of smrefarig (or some cyuivalent}in the Arabic text 1bn Rushd may have used that
term, particularly in such an carly work, under the influence of the Arabic translation of
e, Geno An N3, 7374, 7-10,

HCE De Gen. Aa. 11, 3, 736b. 35-737a, [

o give only two examples. the brief reference to the role of celestial heat in the
generation of both animals that reproduce sexualty and those sponlancously gencrated
(75 HI. is ileshed out with material on the role ol the sun from fong Commeniary to
Meraphysics V11, ¢ 3 and Ibn Rushd’s briel reference to Galenat 75 K isexpanded with
material from that same commentary.

AP, KR4, 14-15.

275 K76 Bl

S Beginning a p. 577, 9.

HAS L 62

MNarboni is always very carelul, in this cxcursus, w0 use the pleral, rather than the
singular, when speaking both of “Scripture™ and “religion™ In what follows, Narboni
alludes o 1bn Rushds rejection ol the position ol the Mutakallimun (and al Ghazzail) on
seeondury causation.

Actoally, b Rushd neversaysthisin Animalia. Narboniisagaininterpelating material
trom Long Commentary 1o Merapftvsios Y1 c 31 (p. 883, 15-18 and note no. 401 the
apparatus), The quotation which lollows is basced on the commeniary to dnaimalia, 75 1K
SNarboni is quoting Tahdafte of Tahafus, "On the Natoral Sciences™ |, p. 540, 8-10,
“This 15 & reference to the commentary on Aximeatia, 109 D, {ad De Gen. An. HI, 11} ¢l
ibid., 108 M-109 A, Note that Aristotle in that chapter{762a, 21 ) does solaras to say that
“in a sense ali things are tull of soul.”™ Inthe Arabic translation, however. the reading is
“psychic power.” Nonetheless. this passage may be Narboni's justilication for saying, in
the quotation which follows, that Ibn Rushd was correet in saying that all the ancient
philosophers belicved that the souls referred to in “On the Natural Sciences™ 1] existed.
#Omn “angels in heaven™in Mushm and Jewish philosophers, see van den Bergh, Tahafi
al Tahafut, n.233.2(vol, 11, p. 135)and no. 293 4 (ibid., p. 162). The more usual practice is
to identify angles with mtelligences. So far as | know, Ibn Rushd himsell’ does not
cxplicitiy identify angels with powers (or psychic powers, or souls). “Anpels in the
clerments™ is highly reminisecnt of the theory ol immanent powers in Philo, a theory which
Narboni certainly could not have known directly. Narbonl would appear to be following
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Maimonides ( Morelt Nebukim 11, 6-7. ¢f. 111, 39 end) who, in addition o calling the
clements angels. speeilically says that the formative powerisanangel. Prolessoral Fardgi
was kind enough to remind me of the emphasis onangels in everything in popular Muslim
religious thought, Tthink it unlikely that this would have been known to Narboni, but one
cannet rule aut such an influcnee on Ibn Rushd.
MHere Narboni may be relerring to an earlier passage in his commentary where he
mentioned Provencal Jews, of an earlicr date, who thought they could create animal life by
correctly proportioning heat, See Sweinschneider, Hebr, Ueberserz. p. 180, n. 542,
#18¢¢ Steinschneider. Affarafi (repr.; Amsterdam: 1966) pp. 113 and 253, 1t seems likely
that Narboni s quoting the ancedote from Ten Bajjahs “Letter ol Farewell.™ a work he
referred to carlier in the commentary.
“*The translation is conjectural. The readings of the M5 are very dilficult at this point. |
have based my translation on the sense of the passage, confirmalory evidence Irom his
comnentary on Meoreft Nebukim, and what | think can be read in MS Mun, 31,
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