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ABSTRAK

Para sarjana secara awam bersetuju bahawa terdapat tiga syarat kesahan se

gira’ah. sanad yang sahih dan tepat, kesesuaian dengan ortografi ‘Uthfh@ni,jdan
kefasihan bahasa Arab serta ketepatan nahu. Ibn Mujahid telah memasu a’ah
Ibn ‘Amir sebagai salah satu daripada tujuh bacaan yang mutawdtir ana ia
bersesuaian dengan al-Mushaf al-Shamiyy. Sebaliknya, al-Tabariyy qirda’ah
tersebut, sebagaimana yang ia sebutkan dengan jelas dalam Jami ‘ al 7n. Perbezaan
pendapat ini berkekalan meskipun al-Tabariyy memiliki pengaruh ya? kuat terhadap
Ibn Mujahid sebagai seorang guru. Bertolak dari masalah inw ini mencuba
menyelesaikan empat tujuan: (i) membincangkan perkembangan tujult gira ‘at sebelum
m pandangan al-
g menyebabkan al-

dan semasa Ibn ‘Amir; (ii) menganalisis konsep mutawati
Tabariyy dan Ibn Mujahid; (iii) membincangkan factor-f
Tabariyy dan Ibn Mujahid menolak/menerima Qira’

an (iv) menilai

Kaji Wqunakan

metodologi kualitatif dan pendekatan deskriptif-apalitik untuk me ai” jektif-
objektif tersebut. la mendapati beberapa temuan penting®pertama, ju hhzi%telah
berlipat ganda sejak masa sahabat sehingga un, jumlah ini
menurun sedikit demi sedikit disebabkan per penekanan para
ulama. Tambahan lagi, beberapa sarjana hanyaymeng an beb rapa gira’at di
dalam buku-buku mereka, memberikan kesambahawa gi rkena%sahajalah yang
mutawatir. Kedua, konsep mutawatir d W] [abariyy *hampir serupa
dengan konsep sarjana hadis. Tamba agibeliau tida nya&p dengan ketiga

h

syarat di atas, tapi juga mengatakan baha sebq%’q,i itub diterima apabila
ia merupakan kesepakatan dan m% di kala %Qur’ﬁn. Konsep Ibn
Mujahid hampir sama: bacaan miitgwa, aq y an ijmak di kalangan
sarjana dan orang awam, serta di eh se nduduk-daripada sesebuah negeri.

Ketiga, aI-TabariyymenoIah% Ibn ‘Amig disebabkan.sanad-nya yang tidak boleh
a jadi sumber bacaan tersebut, yakni

dipercaya, dan juga kerana_sahabat m i

‘Uthman, tidak pernah 'lap%anI pernah mengajar a@ir& ‘ah kepada sesiapapun. 1bn

Mujahid menerimany. bacaan terseb bar luas di Kufah. Walaupun
men i

demikian, beliau tetap itik beb® ah'agqupnya yang tidak bersesuaian dengan

nahu bahasa Arab.
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ABSTRACT (4}

Scholars have generally agreed on three conditions for the validity of gira afr authentic
and sound sanad, congruence with ‘Uthmanic orthography, and elo Arabic and
proper grammar. Ibn Mujahid had included Qira’ah Ibn ‘Amir as one of the seven
qira’at mutawatirah. On the other hand, al-Tabariyy rejected thw}z, as explicitly
stated in Jami * al-Bayan. This conflict of opinion persisted des?,— Tabariyy’s strong

influence on Ibn Mujahid as a teacher. Against this pro , the research sought to
accomplish four objectives: (i) to discuss the development n qifd ‘at before and
during the lifetime of Ibn ‘Amir; (ii) to analyze th atir, cencep both al-
Tabariyy and Ibn Mujahid; (iii) to discuss the factors behing the rejecti r,approval
of Qird’ah Ibn ‘Amir by al-Tabariyy and Ibn Mujahiégand (iv) fo ev fye t)%g%in,
wrug, and usil of Qira’ah Ibn ‘Amir. The employ he gualitative
methodology and used the descriptive-anal¥tica proa

complish these
objectives. It revealed a number of important fi ber ofgira’at had
exponentially grown since the era of the cogpan twogeneration. The

number of gira’at, however, gradually dwi qira ats rs shifttheir focus, and
because some scholars compiled onl LC? qira ﬁqoks, leaving the
impression that those were the OHIM\ atir recit nd, al-Tabariyy’s
conception of mutawatir in gqira’@ is almo \m\llg
e

th&L of hadith scholars.
Additionally, he did not suffice % thre
added that a gira’ah is accepted ITSL S a Subject

conditions, but also

us and popular among

reciters. Ibn Mujahid’s concept 1S"almost similar: recitation is that which is
a subject of consensus among s S read by the entire populace
of a given province. Third,Wariy reje n “Amir’s gira 'ah on the basis that
its sanad is untrustworthly, andithat the companion frey whom the variant was narrated,
‘Uthman, had never b orted ? have taught*gira’ah to anyone. Ibn Mujahid,
meanwhile, accepted it as<t w \% alen itation in Kufah. However, he still

C

criticized some o@cts thlat vene er Arabic grammar.
NN (_)(./
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INTRODUCTION

NJ
0
1.1  Research Background Yv
The Qur’an is the holy book of Muslims that offers ti guidance and
lessons. In recent years, Muslims have become increasing VW the importance of
reading the Qur’an. Accompanying this phenomenon i ealization th e Quran
has to be recited accurately and beautifully. This realization has cul nited HJE. the
concept of gira ‘at.! The science revolves around th |tat|o‘n of the/Holy Qar an that
r’an ( R"‘) It bears
Wl'd.30<<

, the Prophet Muhammad

is consistent with the rules and oral recitation of theade

highlighting that a correct recitation a@ ru
me

Looking into the history of the emerge

% initially shared what was re mo hi pan ﬁ?ﬁ@ who then committed
to the Prophet’s recitation. ho be,n tthe het recited the Holy Qur’an
in many a/Zruf. In a hadi ted b 11 foDAbbas &, the Prophet 4% said:

Abl}a
Ky

“Gabriel 38 reci d t ur’é‘n to me in 0% rf. Then I requested him (to read it in

another harf) nt ued do 9'50 il he ultimately recited it in seven ahruf.”*
\
4 Q
e
1Al-Baz, Muhammad ‘Abbas. 2004. Mabahzth ST llm al-Qira’at ma‘a Bayan Ushiil Riwayah al-Hafs.
Al- Qahlrah Dar al-Kalimah. p. 45. \

M ﬁyy, ‘Abd al-Fattah al-Sayd ‘Ajmiyy. n.d. Hidayah al-Qari ila Tajwid Kalam al-Bari. Al-
MMadinah al-Munawwarah: Maktabah Tayyibah. p. 51.
4Mukhe‘lriyy, Muhammad ibn Isma‘il. 2012. Sahih al-Bukhari. Madinah al-Nasr: Dar al-Ta’sil. Juz’ 6:
b Fada’il al-Qur’an - bab 'unzil alquran ealaa sbet ‘ahraf hadith number 4991pp. 481-482; Al-
aysabiiri, Muslim ibn al-Hajjaj. 2014. Sahth Muslim. Madinah al-Nasr: Dar al-Ta’sil. Juz’ 1: p. 561.



The companions s, as a result, recited in various akruf as well. Whenever the

companions =& heard something different in the ways the Qur’an was reci%zong

themselves, they approached the Prophet #% and confirmed the idity” of the

recitation.’ Y"

1.1.1 Reasons for the Revelation of Qur’an in Ahr z

Some scholars believe that the akruf were r ed in ;Meeca mihile others
L ]

suggest that they were revealed in Madinah. Noneth@%wy all agree th,t K@Ru:’an
4

was revealed in multiple a/ruf.®

N e
The reasons behind such a revelatiw to citat@\g.sier for the
entire ummah and to clear the mean@ Qura entiefied by the hadith.

Through their revelation, the diverSe tribes wgw &éb.le to commit to the

&
}Ajé
‘It has

na to me that these seven akruf have a
lal or, arlm.’@'
i Haki reciting al-Furgan during the lifetime of
the Prophet . | listenedyto his recitati realized that the way (i.e., harf) he recited was different
from the way the Prophet d taujht mexIt anger: to see him reciting it that way. | wanted to
express my anger to fi tas he i ourse forming his prayer, | had to control my temper
and wait until he fiflished er. Onceshe finished performing his prayer, | put his upper
i 1d, “Who taught you this sirah which | heard you
the Progphet who taught me.” In response, | said, ‘That was an
reci e Holy Qur’an in a way that is different from that you
~had to bring him before the Prophet , and | said to The
qan in a way which you haven’t taught me!” As a response,
2%said, ‘Release him, O ‘Umas! Recite, O Hisham!” The Prophet 4 and | heard him reciting
he same way I had hear{b‘; recited. Upon carefully listening, the Prophet & then said, ‘It
wasyrevealed this way,” and he subseqtiently asked me to recite it by saying, ‘Recite, O ‘Umar!” | obliged
b ing it in the way that he had taught me. Upon carefully listening, the Prophet 4 said that, ‘It was
this way.”” Reviewing scholarly works, it can be concluded that the Qur’an was recited in seven
es (akruf), and the Prophet had instructed Muslims to “recite it in whichever mode (karf) that is
sier for you.” See: Al-Bukhariyy. 2012. Sakhih Bukhariyy. Juz’ 4: p. 482. kitab Fada’il al-Qur’an - bab
il alquran ealaa sbet 'ahraf hadith number 4991.
I-Qudah, Muhammad Ahmad Muflih et al. 2001. Muqgaddimat fi ‘llm al-Qira’at. ‘Amman: Dar
‘Ammar. p. 52.

Muslim added, “Ibn Shiha
single meaning and do not di

@D

outright lie,
were reciti




recitation despite its difficulty, considering that they were mostly illiterate and had

distinctive ethnic, linguistic, and cultural backgrounds.’ YV

Gradually, different recitations started to appear when the t@}drted

practicing Islam and reciting the Qur’an. The companions who Wﬂknt to the

provinces to teach Islam noticed the diversity in recitation among the tribes, and so they

informed Caliph ‘Uthman ibn ‘Affan <% of the matter. After r wthe message, he
\y

dibtributed to the

provinces.® Upon carefully assessing those masahif, one dis O\Mhe q%d’dt
N
have been incorporated into them, and they havénanim jp’ov&g’oy the
s b 3
companions of the Prophet %&.° Y. \ Y}’
1.1.2 The Seven Qurra’ \ O

2’ ‘agifhis oo K@b Al-Sab ah.® Makkiyy
“« Q-
‘There uite ﬁﬁmber of ruwat in the second
N
and third centuries, buther as no c’nse sla@ them (on valid gira’at). In the
fourth century, pe& ed&% ‘Fzﬁjqim"dt that adhered to Masahif
N [

ordered the companions to write the masahif, which weke

-
r

Ibn Mujahid included se

explained the reason for his deCisio

"Al-Qattang
Wahbah. p. 7.}

8Anas narratedy* Uthman s

‘Abdsal-Rabman ibn al-Harith ibn Hi , and then they wrote the manuscripts of the Holy Qur’an in
thediorm ofbook in several copies. ° an said to the three Qurayshi, ‘If you differ with Zaid ibn Thabit
0 e‘%int of the Qur’an, then write it in the language of Quraysh, as the Qur’an was revealed in their

,> so they acted accordingly.” (Sa‘id ibn Thabit was an Ansar7 and not from Quraysh). Al-
Bukhari. 2012. Sahih al-Bukhari. Juz’ 4: p. 709.
Nmarqéniyy, Muhammad ‘Abd al-‘Azim. 1943. Manahil al- ‘Irfan fi ‘Ulim al-Qur’an. Al-Qahirah:
\ Matba‘ah ‘Isa al-Babi al-Halabi wa Shuraka’uh. Juz’ 1: p. 168.
Al-Qaysiyy, Makkiyy ibn Abi Talib. 1977. Al-Ibanah ‘an Ma ‘ani al-Qira’at. Al-Jizah: Dar Nahdah
Misra. p. 23.



‘Uthmaniyyah and were widely recited by the companions =%. Therefore, they referred

to lon Mujahid’s list and followed it confidently.” 1

The seven qurra’ specified by lon Mujahid are:*2

1. Nafi* al-Madaniyy: Abt Ruwaym ibn ‘Abd ar-Rahman ibn Abi Na‘im al-
Laythiyy (70-169AH), who transmitted to: Y\n,

a. Warsh: Abt Sa’id ‘Uthman ibn Sa’id aI-Qutbiyy_(llO-i97 H).

X
b. Qalun: Abii Miisa ‘Isa ibn Mina al-Zargiyy (120-220 H%d-
NI Y.y
2. Ibn Kathir al-Makkiyy: Aba Ma’bad ‘Abdullah al-’Attar ;45-120 H), who

transmitted to:
VX

NV
\g
a. Al-Bazziyy: Abu al-Hasan Ahmagj ibn Ml{hammad ibn ‘Abdillah ibn al-
Qasim ibn Nafi‘ ibn Abl Buz'zah (170-250 H). O
’ P ) A
b. Qunbul: Abt ‘Amr Muhammad ibn ‘Abd ar-Rahman al-
: * @ ¥y ™
Makhziimiyy (195-291 H). : <2~'
E D

h -
3. Abu ‘Amr ibn al-‘Ala’ al-Basriyy (70-154 H), who transmitted to:

¢ N | 213

a. Al-Dariyy: Abt ‘Amr Hafs ibn ‘Umar ibn ‘Abd al-*Aziz al-Baghdadiyy

& ll\'lr Y

(-246 H).y, %
N &
b. st bf; ayh Sa i@n Ziyad ibn ‘Abdillah ibn Isma‘il ibn al-
s
Jarad ar-Riqqiyy (-26 J
ECT7TN
4. \ ir: “Abdullah ibn ‘A\mir ibn Yazid ibn Tamim ibn Rabi‘ah al-Yahsibiyy
N

A%(8-118 H), who transmitted to

Ql-QaySiyy, Makkiyy ibn Abi Talib. 1977. Al-Ibanah ‘an Ma ‘ani al-Qira’at. Al-Jizah: Dar Nahdah
i

sra. p. 23.
2|pbn Mujahid, Abi Bakr. 1980. Kitab al-Sab ‘ah fi al-Qira’at. Al-Qahirah: Dar al-Ma‘arif. p. 26.
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a. Hisham: Abu al-Walid Hisham ibn ‘Ammar ibn Nusayr ibn Maysarah

al-Salamiyy al-Dimashgiyy (153-245 H). Y'
AN
b. Ibn Dhakwan: Abi ‘Amr ‘Abdullah ibn Ahmad aI-Qura_xshiyy al-

J
Dimashqiyy (173-242 H). *

h
5. Asim al-Kifiyy: Abi Bakr ‘Asim ibn Abi al-Najid aI-Asadiyv‘(-127 H), who

transmitted to: \,
A U

a. Shu‘bah: Abt Bakr Shu‘bah ibn ‘Ayyash ibn Sahm al-Kafiyy an-

Nahshaliyy (95-193 H). < ' \d
X

b. Hafs: Aba ‘Amr Hafs ibn Sulayman Ibn al-Mughirah Ibn Abi Eiv_vud al-

Asadi al-Kiifiyy (90-180 H). 4 b
O\ Y

6. Hamzah al-Kifiyy: Abt ‘Imarah Hamzah ibn Habib al-Zayyat al-Taymiyy (80-
N4 | Q\

156H), who transmitted to: \) Y’
‘N o O

a. Khalaf: Aba Muhammad al Asadl al-Bazzar al- Baghdadlyy (150-229

-y
H). % q—
~ N
b. Khallad: Abi ‘Tsa Khallad |bn Khalid al-Baghdadiyy (-220 H).
\" Y =
7. Al-Kisa’i al-l%Abu al- Hasan ‘,.All ibn Hamzah al-Farsiyy al-Asadiyy
Sl ¥4
(119-189 H), who transmitted to: (J
~ i
a. Al-Layth: Abu al-Harith al-Layth ibn Khalid al-Baghdadiyy (-240 H).

\lo)'&v

E: ! Duri: 'Hafs als)o narrated from Abu ‘Amr.

A al-Jazariyy (751H t@# added another three qurra”:
Ibn al-Jazariyy, Muhammad ibn Muhammad. n.d. Al-Nashr fi al-Qira’at al- ‘Ashr. Bayrut: Dar al-Kutub
al-‘llmiyyah. Juz’ 1: p. 24.




1. Abu Ja‘far: Yazid ibn al-Qa‘qa‘ al-Makhzimiyy al-Madaniyy (-130 H), who
transmitted to: Y*
a. ‘Tsa ibn Wirdan: Abi al-Harith al-Madaniyy (-160H). (;

b. Ibn Jummaz: Abu ar-Rabi’ Sulayman ibn Muslim ibn Jummaz al-

Madaniyy (-170H). Y'
a

A

2. Ya'qab: Aba Muhammad, Ya‘qub ibn Ishaq ibn Zayd ibn ‘Abdillah ibn Abi
Ishaq al-Hadramiyy al-Basriyy (117-205 H), who transmltted to:

—

a. Ruways: Abt ‘Abdillah Muhammad ibn al-Mutawakkil al-Basriyy (-

v ~ .
238 H). é I 931_\"}?

b. Rawh: Abu al-Hasan Rawh ibn ‘Abd aI Mu min al- Basriyy al-

Hudhaliyy (-234 H). J u\ Q\T

3. Khalaf: narrator of Hamzah, who transmltted to: O
. & 4
a. Ishag: Abt Ya'qub ISh Ibn Ibrahlm Ibn U:[Pman al-Maruziyy al-
\
Baghdadiyy (286H&

\jéo

b. Idris: Abu al- Hasan Idrls ibn Abd al-Karim al-Haddad al-Baghdadiyy

(189- 292H) Y- , ' §
’ &

Forty book been ‘tv qzr%&)oefore Ibn Mujahid’s text,** though
some of them ect ant 0 |tat|on, while others included up to 25.
None of th o ever se e 'fevb xcept 1bn Mujahid. Among these writings
Were:15

al -Qur’an, Al- Qa51m ibn Salam (224H).

é\[(ltab al-Qira’at, Khalaf ibn Hisham al-Bazzar (229H).

qm Juz’ 1:p. 34.

BAl-Nadim, Muhammad ibn Ishaq. 1997. Al-Fihrisat. Bayrut: Dar al-Ma rifah. p. 53.
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10.

1

2.
3.

4.

%bu Maashar aI-Ta@?BH)

Kitab al-Qira’at, Ibn Sa‘dan (231H).

Kitab al-Qira’at, Abi Hatim al-Sijistaniyy (250H). Yv

Ahmed bin Jubair Al-Kufi (258H)

Kitab al-Qira’at, \bn Qutaybah (276H). ‘\
Ismail bin Ishaq al-Maliki (282H) R

Kitab al-Qira’at, Tha‘labiyy (291H).
A U

Kitab al-Qira’at, al-Tabariyy (310H), though it is lost. In the b(iok, he collected

v
more than 20 qira at. < ‘\d'
Abu Bakr Dajuni (324H) % | §'
And these were the books written after w ahi% \’Y‘
. X
. Abu Bakr Al-Shatha'i (370H) é\
Ibn Khalouh (370) \C-\,> °\ 6‘
Abu Ali Al-Farsi (377H \ -
(377H) ‘ﬂ > &
Abu Bakr bin Mahran%) o “« Q-
&)
Al-Khuzaie (408)—%\. ' Aj \A
Talcmani (4% y ’l 0
ey s

.

Y-v

%\ Abu Al-Qasim Alexandria (629H)



1.1.3 Emergence of the Three Conditions for the Validity of Qira’at

The companions and their successors read the Quran as they had been taw
the Prophet or those authorized by him. During the time of the compani@only
condition for the authenticity and acceptability of a gira’ah was its @&nce with

narration. This was the mainstay to which the companions referrWnever they
disagreed on a reading, as mentioned in the hadith betwee ‘Mnd Hisham ibn
Hakim.'® The successors, on the other hand, referred t “X;a of preeminent
reciters among the companions, such as Ubayy ibn Ka by Abd léwmf‘ﬁd, and
reed that 'rd’a‘lk@‘g be
h% nd so forth, until

: conti@:s/~ of the chain

up to the Prophet indicates that he ha eed/learned t d’a@) Jibril, and that

he had accordingly recited and taug@jo hi

After ‘Uthman had cou%e
N

Zayd ibn Thabit.” Accordingly, scholars unanimou

learned directly from a reciter who has learne

the sanad (chain of transmission) traces ba

to read only according to * ercs[ a % uscripts were collected and
destroyed.’® Eventuall Uthmanicimasa/ if'sp@ to every province of the Islamic
4 $ &
state (with some wista:ijﬁﬂs ance &m Ibn Mas ‘0d and Ibn Shunbiidh). Al-
Qastallaniyy St% SO 'ors @adi ‘) read the Qur’an from the masahif
¢
without refefs&g any parratiops Pﬁ ogg?to support their theological views. One such

N
exampl% u'taZi yading\%f “Wa kallama Allaha Miisa taklima@” instead of

AN -

- ariyy. 2012. Sahih Bukhariyy. Juz’ 4: p. 482. kitab Fada’il al-Qur’an - bab 'unzil alquran ealaa

-Ja‘bariyy, Burhan al-Din Ibrahim ibn ‘Umar. 2011. Kanz al-Ma ‘ant fi Sharh Hirz al-Amani. Al-
izali: Maktabah Awlad al-Shaykh li al-Turath. Juz’ 15: p. 123.
|-Bukhariyy. 2012. Sakhih Bukhariyy. Juz’ 4: pp. 481-483. kitab Fada’il al-Qur’an - bab 'unzil alquran
laa sbet ‘ahraf hadith number 4992
Bibid., pp. 482-483, 485-486.



the correct recitation “Wa kallama Allahu Misa taklima”.?® He argued that scholars
should select—from each province to where the ‘Uthmanic masahif were sentw
reciters on the basis of authenticity; integrity; deep knowledge in gira ’@sive
experience in teaching Qira‘at; correspondence of their gira’at with thﬁ!&graphy of

the ‘Uthmanic masahif; and the consensus of the populace of the city om'accepting their
qirda’ah.? V
tz all 'qird ‘at that are

Al-Tabariyy in Kitab al-Qira’at considered as a

1. The reciter should have flawless retention of the %’én. é
A

. ¥\
2. He should be well-versed in all varieties of i‘rdb,’ qird_’% and dialects.
N _)_ N ¥V g}
3. He must rely on narration and lsnad.\j’ “« Q-
O &

4. There must be consensus from the people of his province to recite according to

s i c,)Y' ¥l

4 ¢ &
Ibn Mujﬁ}@ltaine‘i \f\the se\%léciters of Hejaz, Iraq, and al-Sham
(whose gira’at w ded ‘a1 ab at’%ﬁ ‘ah) were the students of the successors

(tabi in), an eir qira’at erJa epted unanimously in their own provinces and

their neighbors¥* J’b_) é\\
% o

-Qur’an. Al-Nisa’ 4:64.
&(- ushayriyy, ‘Abd al-Karim ibn Hawazin ibn ‘Abd al-Malik. 2007. Lasa’if al-Isharat. Bayrit: Dar

q7
/JZ

-Kutub al-‘Tlmiyyah. Juz’ 1: p. 66.
Al-Qaysiyy. 1977. Al-Tbanah. p. 53.
23Tbn Mujahid. 1980. Kitab al-Sab ‘ah fi al-Qird’at. p. 87.
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Later, Makkiyy ibn Abi Talib al-Qaysiyy formulated new criteria in his al-

Ibanah. Contrary to Ibn Mujahid, they are more concerned with the gira’ah itselv!r

than the reciter. He considered a gira’ah as authentic if it fulfils the thr@wmg

conditions: *

1. Its transmission from the Prophet should be authentic. Q

2. It should be linguistically sound. V

A O

3. Its orthography should be consistent with one of the ‘Uthmanic masahif.*

4 l
Ibn al-‘Arabi in al- ‘Awasim min aI-Qawd,simzﬂted e.s‘é&bldconditions

X
to unnamed scholars and approved them.?® Ibn%ariyy do Iini‘%?ghtly
Y-v

' 4

modified Makkiyy’s conditions:?’ Y' \

1. Authenticity of the chain of transmission.
~/ \j

2. Consistency with the Arabic lan uage in fluency, even U may be of lesser

eloquence. \C‘) ) >\§13;\<\

3. Congruence with the orthography of one of the ‘Uthmanic masahif, either

N
directly, e.g. the reading “Malik”; or indirectly, i.e. in a way which is consistent

- I ¥ <

with the orthography, e.g. the reading “Malik” (without an elongated vowel).
2 '

&
He, elsewh&:ad inciu con(gan of tawatur of gira’ah,”® though he
int ICi

later changed thi nsidtéd that the satisfaction of tawarur obviates

the need to %xer conditi .Zd'Tlijthenticity of chain of narration here means

S
that it 5% nsist0 ,than %d (isolated) narrations, and that although it may
g

ibid. Juz’ 2: p. 485.

’Ibn al-Jazariyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p. 9.
n al-Jazariyy, Muhammad ibn Muhammad. 1999. Munjid al-Mugri in wa Murshid al-Talibin. Bayrut:

ar al-Kutub al-‘Ilmiyyah. p. 15.
2Ibn al-Jazariyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p. 13.
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not be mutawatir, it should at least be mashhiir. This view was supported by Makkiyy,
al-Baghawiyy, al-Sakhawiyy, Abii Shamah, and Ibn al-Jazariyy,* all of w
that a gira’ah is acceptable if it is narrated through a sound, mashhir c@lbits
fluency in Arabic; and conforms to the orthography of one of the ‘Utlﬂ& asahif.
If any of these three conditions is not met, the gira’ah should be rej Wnd regarded
as shadhdh.3! In support of his criteria, lbn al-Jazariyy quoted ather séhiolars before him,
including Makkiyy, al-Daniyy, al-Mahdawiyy, Abii Sham OY:I-Iiawﬁshiyy.” lbn
al-*Arabi, Ibn Hajar al-° Asqalaniyy, al-Qastallaniyy, an uyuti W the same
view, quoting many other named and unnamed propo 133 ' _\‘-}
Imam Ibn al-Jazariyy also listed three cenditions f\ Fa ah\/‘z~
1. adherence to the rules of the Arabic language, 0\
2. congruence with one of ‘Uthman’ s masahif, and CS<

- [, L\
3. transmitted through an authentlc chaln that traces back to the Prophet

A gira’ah that fulfll comjltlo €an ‘? considered as gira’ah
mutawatirah. Any qird’a tha fail %? thes€™ conditions are considered
shadhdhah,* the oppo l

'3
In summaryﬁth qirdia hagpﬁéufled the following conditions for
an acceptable n@ &

| §
O

BAI-Qaysiyy. 1977. Al-Thanah. pd5l; Abi \mah Shihab al-Din ‘Abd al-Rahman. 2003. Al-Murshid
aI—Wajz‘z%n Tata all alFKita, ‘Aziz. Bayrat: Dar al-Kutub al-‘Timiyyah. p. 145, 172; Ibn
al-Jaza Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p 13\./

*ibi

%1, al- iyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Ju}b: p. 9, 44; Al-Suyiitiyy, Jalal al-Din ‘Abd al-Rahman. 2005. Al-
{Uliim al-Qur’an. Al-Madinah al-Munawwarah: Mujamma* al-Malik Fahd li Taba ah al-Mushaf
if. Juz® 1: p. 210.

n al-‘Arabiyy. 1992. Al-Awasim min al-Qawasim. Juz’ 2: p. 485; al-*Asqalaniyy, Ibn Hajar. 2013.
th al-Bari bi Sharh Sahih al-Bukhariyy. Bayrut: Dar al-Risalah al-‘Ilmiyyah. Juz’ 9: p. 32; al-
shayriyy. 2007. Laga 'if al-Isharat. Juz’ 1: p. 6; al-Suyttiyy. 2005. Al-Itgan. Juz’ 1: p. 225.

The term is attached to a variant of recitation that was irregular for one or more reasons.
%Ibn al-Jazariyy. 1999. Munjid al-Mugri’in. p. 18.
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1. Transmitted through an authentic, continuous chain of narration.
2. Conformance to Arabic grammatical constructions. YV
3. Conformance to one of ‘Uthmanic Qur’an. cq\
However, according to al-Jabariyy, the only condition for aut ird’ah is
the authenticity of its isnad, which necessarily includes the two othefgequirements of

fluency and consistency with orthography.® According to al-Hudhalliyy in al-Kamil,

all gira’ar that conform the masahif should be accepted, praviding 'hat they do not

in sc oWotinclude
‘X

tawatur as a criterion of valid gira’ah since the Qur’anigself is #mut til. I@fore,

contradict the consensus.®” Al-Zarganiyy explained that

the fulfillment of those three conditions shou fficient ard@?rd ‘ah as

e ma@;‘;of scholars,

: tiyy@l -Nawawiyy, and

p@ﬂity of a gira’ah. He
N,

mutawatir.3® Al-Nuwayriyy objected to thistgew, argui

—
oy
=0

including al-Ghazaliyy, Ibn al-Hajib, Ibag Abdial-Barr,

o

al-Zarkashiyy, regarded tawatur a dition \the$

further stated that excluding z‘a% a crﬂerio isaan i ation and stands against
7 andjoth

the consensus of jurists, ith hojr e§l-Nuwayriyy suggested that

Makkiyy was the firs this opinion) and havas later followed by some late
’ 4 ¢ &
ri

scholars.® AI-B@porﬁr y&tlaimed that Makkiyy was the first

scholar to not iw e condliti ' taw. #ﬁé’for the authenticity of gira’'ah.*°
[

[<V)

Ther %also ases wWheré, defp e failing to meet one or more conditions of
N
a valid gira 'ah, whthurgzps thaéi\fs recitation is bid ‘ah (innovation), a narrator

A\ S

35 azariyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p. 13; al-Suyiitiyy. 2005. Al-ltgan. Juz’ 1: p. 211.
n al-Jazariyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p. 37.
8Al-Zarqaniyy. 1943. Manahil al- ‘Irfan. Juz’ 1: p. 427.

I-Qushayriyy. 2007. Lata 'if al-Isharat. Juz’ 1: p. 70.
Al-Banna, Ahmad ibn Muhammad. 1987. Ithaf Fudala’ al-Bashar bi al-Qira’at al-Arba‘ah ‘Ashr.
Bayrt: ‘Alim al-Kutub. Juz’ 1: p. 6.
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continued reciting according to his own narration. Because of this, gira’at scholars such

as Ibn Mujahid had confronted such bid ‘ah reciters to deter them.** YV

1.2  Problem Statement A

Scholars have agreed on the conditions that determine the validity of any gira at.
Ibn Mujahid had included gira ‘ah lbn ‘Amir as one of the seve Nmutawatzmh as
it was consistent with al-Muskaf al-Shami,*? one of ‘Uth % if distributed to
the provinces.*® Ibn Mujahid had placed gira’ah Ibn ‘Am der ri o.?buidestlgatlon
and he found it to be mutawatir and authentic in its u d rurug. I _\‘—}Y‘
On the other hand, al-Tabariyy rejected b ﬁl e expligitly stated

in Jami‘ al-Bayan.** Al-Tabariyy was on f t eaw\est olars stematlcally

collect gira’at of the Qur’an. | bp' Mujahi O@T his students.*
Furthermore, al-Tabariyy was a d t schola th 1 ‘iyy school, whose
methodology combines propheti ons andj ru e Though al-Tabariyy’s
book in gira’at is lost, hisr i&¥a h of information concerning

his views on giraat. (% book |’ Tafsir al- TE_Dan 6 However, this important
4

work has not esca crit|C|srl1 Isapp sions. One such area concerns al-
&
. (./

“During Ibn Mu time,there
Ibn Migsam Ib

1

om had chosen his own way of reading. This decision
at, Ibn Shannabadh was arraigned before a tribunal of

was vigor
judges a% ", w kes of the whip, he was duly released. Similarly, his
contem&r Migsam was also punished because of his reading.
42Ibn Mujahid. 1980. Kitab al-Sab ‘ah fi al-Qira’at. p. 87.
mah Muhammad ibn MUhemmad. 1987. Al-Madkhal |i Dirasah al-Qur'an al-Karim. Al-
Riyad: Dar al-Liwa’. p. 278.
“Al"pabariyy, Muhammad ibn Jarir. 1994. Jami ‘al-Bayan ‘an Ta 'wil Ay al-Qur’an. Bayriit: Mu’assasah
isalah. Juz’ 12: p. 137.
°Ibn al-Jazariyy, Muhammad ibn Muhammad. 2006. Ghayah al-Nihayah fi Tabaqat al-Qurra’. Bayrit:
al-Kutub al-‘Tlmiyyah. Juz’ 1: p. 140.
Al-Tabariyy had compiled a book, now lost to us, in which he collected more than 20 gira’at. See: Ibn
al-Jazariyy. n.d. Al-Nashr. Juz’ 1: p. 89.

13



Tabariyy’s views and arguments regarding gira’at, lending to his differing opinions
(khilaf) on the subject. YV

Al-Tabariyy based his rejection of gira’ah lbn ‘Amir on his own c@hich
are different to Ibn Mujahid’s. This disagreement may have stemﬂ'&rom their
different views on mutawatir. Al-Tabariyy adopted hadith schola efinition of
mutawatir, that is, the gira’ah must be transmitted by a larg W of narrators at
each level of the chain. Qira’at scholars largely agree that Xh.s uld be rejected
if it fails to meet the mutawatir criterion even if it has satisfied the trWondltlons
Therefore, in al-Tabariyy’s opinion, gira’ah Ibn ‘4Ami notqu lify hec s&@t}chaln

of transmission had not reached the mutawatir

smc@g.abarlyy has
tro@fluence over his

students, including Ibn Mujahid, W Ibn Mujahi g@?qzm ‘ah Ibn ‘Amir as

mutawatir in Kitab al-Sab ‘ah? ly h%oth Sds t?é*jt‘ﬂ\e disagreement between

Ibn Mujahid and al-Tabari rﬁj\:v influenced by their student-
indivi '

teacher relationship b% A ;:’lﬂj ér@mg of the concept of mutawatir
and other criteria o qzri \ %(J
&
1. To discuss the devel(ipment of the seven gira’at before and during the life of
Y—v

O
Eﬁ% eclves X
~?mam Ibn ‘Amir 2V

. To analyze the concept of mutawatir according to Imam al-Tabariyy and Imam

QE Ibn Mujahid.


http://www.islamic-awareness.org/Hadith/Ulum/asb3.html

3. Todiscuss the factors behind the rejection and approval of gira 'ah Ibn ‘Amir by

Imam al-Tabariyy and Imam lbn Mujahid.
N

4. To evaluate the chain, furug, and usii/ of gira’ah lbn ‘Amir throuﬂscholarly

J
works during that era.

14 Research Questions V
A U '

1. How was giraat developed before and during the era (Qmamllbn ‘Amir?
J ] y

2. What is the concept of mutawatir according to Imam al-Tabariyy and Imam Ibn
v -
Mujahid? é I ?3 [ §
3. What are the factors behind Imam al-Tabariyy and Imam Ibn‘-ﬁujﬁhid’s
\v Y.V
rejection and approval of gira’ah lbn ‘Amir? o\) é
LY L.

4. How did scholars of that era evaluate the chain, ruruq, an‘(.j_ysﬁl of gira’ah Ibn

“Amir? ‘$) 0 >\vwv) §
15 Limitations of The \ Aj \A<8(
Aol

o
The scope of t%y covers the igwig I-Tabariyy and Ibn Mujahid on
qgira’ah Ibn ‘Jmi@n the'f bo\Jdmi ‘gl—Baydn and Kitab al-Sab ‘ah. The study
ion

focuses on the ﬁu%a es.an Qnts l(eBtnd the decision of each scholar to either
t i)

accept or r@]' . Theftwo scholars’ stance on other gira ‘at are omitted

‘ah Ibn °
from t dy. Morés : co t of mutawatir will be defined and clarified. The

: : N
res will examine the v of hadith scholars on gira’at to support the research

0@5

er its questions.



1.6 Significance of The Study

Until recently, there have not been many academic works on gira ‘ah Iber
especially in English. Most authors of gira’at in English are non-Arabic X and
non-specialists. They refer to the subject only briefly in their work, ca%onfusmn
among readers. This study attempts to clear this confusion and to investigate the subject
in depth, and it may serve as a reference for researchers and s dm Islamic studies
for authentic information about gira’at in English. Addi UY~

sor'\e controversies

have emerged regarding gira’at, and a group of s rs have ced those

controversies. This thesis attempts to clarify '@d academi y'd&é& the

scholars’ opinions. Y'
1.7 Terms of the Study \)

Because the subject of the t rlglnate gA kx@‘World, and since there

are terms that have no equwal%ngllgh, thezauthor mostly use established
\ <o
course

Arabic nomenclatures throughout th t‘o% vent misunderstandings or
misinterpretations. Thq*:deﬂ i%# 470.
1. Qira’at (pl. W,ah):l frecﬁ&wn Itis derived from the verb gara’a,
which r@adi Qaltingéé verbal noun “Qur’an”, which means
rec@ its :;n)ate eémt}“lgr it denotes the oral recitation of the Qur’an.

/o

pl., s a rem&wed reader of the Quran to whom a gira’ah is

nbuted T
N3

é\Rawz narrator, the person who narrates a gira 'ah.

4"However, not all terms have been defined here; some are described in footnotes throughout the text.

2.
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ﬂ;z th: sound and corr

. Ikhtiyar: choosing one of the sev I

. Sanad sahih: authentic chain OW

. Shadhdhah: irregular (i.e a

. Turuq: v'@unsd‘na ors. (&

. Usal: pri Ies '

Tajwid: the rules and principles of perfect recitation.

Al-ahruf al-sab ‘ah: the seven modes. Sab ‘ah means seven, and akru

plural form of harf, which has various meanings, including bord@g and

word. Technically, they denote the modes in which the Qur’A revealed.

They are also expressed in various forms of writing. ?
Ummah: Islamic nation. V

Masahif: the copies of the Qur’an written by order ; U man ibn “Affan

\Y'

Al-Mushaf al-Shami: an “‘Uthmanic Qur’a was sent t Ja

Y-
Bid ‘ah: innovations. \ é‘r
&
O

AN
@et the criteria of valid
)

qira’at). AQ%

N

U)

0

. Mutawatir: regular eadl gis ider utawatir when it has a good

chain of narrato%hlgh reki

(&

h| cher and ending at the Prophet.

.Isn@' hain/ of is @ The list of names of those who narrated a
&? m‘fr

) beglﬁ“
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1.8 Research Methodology

This section discusses the methods of data collection and analysis empl?m

answer the research questions. ('}

1.8.1 Data Collection Q
Data for the study were collected primarily from aI-TaQ Mﬁimi‘ al-Bayan
r seu

‘an Ta 'wil al-Qur’an and Ibn Mujahid’s Kitab al-Sab ‘ah. rc's include books

a
on gira’ah lbn ‘Amir, hadith texts, articles, and other a ic bWrelated to
[ ]

the topic. é | _\‘-}
b 4 \)‘T

1.8.2 Data Analysis V
The descriptive-analytic meth%&plo

the category of qualitative research.%urveys a

it was carried out through Iib%e h
N

S
arch ‘and v«ew(o ocuments and scholarly
works. This study identifi% nalzﬂﬁg:@zuruq of gira’ah lbn ‘Amir
according to al-Tabari n Mujahid and I'neﬁiteria to validate gira’ah. It also
4 $ &
verifies the authe%:of the 71 &hﬂ d e>$ms the concept of mutawatir from the
perspective of hadith“schol ' pri@ﬂes were used to establish whether it is
¢
permissible %oy nftawd a{t@y qualifying criteria while disregarding the

S

N
other tv\Qn/' ions g é\
aY i

Qur’anic translatio@w’this study were based on Abdullah Yusuf Ali’s The

L

%xr’ﬁn, Text, Translation and Commentary. Translations from other sources will
e

oted accordingly. The Arabic transliteration guide has been included at the

dginning of this thesis. The Arabic terms used in the study have been defined in English

18



terms to prevent any misapprehension. However, due to the specific nomenclatures of
the science, only the Arabic terms will be used henceforth. Finally, Arabic CWM

verses were used to show the differences between giraat. q

1.9 Literature Review ?

19.1 Dissertations
Al-Amin“® discussed only the grammatical content ;ues'in al-Tabariyy’s

al-Bayan. As it was a linguistics research, the author di include Wyy’s view
@

:_é""

i‘%‘ roug@e lens of
i ’a nlessélgzy. related to

contemporary linguistics. She did not
&

grammatical rules and parsing. \) O
Hadijan®® explores gramma(%langua \n\%mi w{h‘nydn. The researcher
ﬁy S

mentioned some verses in vasi ra’at 'and em grammatically and

linguistically without ident@he I r

which gira’ah was or % ransr}i ed ‘Elco@uous chain of rawat, nor did he
&

identify which qir‘was rejf ccepted./The criteria for a valid gira’ah was

N

also absent fro%he y: ? ] C—)(J

d '

O

&
AV T

m, Amin Babakir Muhammad. 2012. Ibn Jarir al-Tabariyy wa Juhiiduh al-Nahwiyyah fi Tafsirih
-Bayan. (PhD Thesis). Jami‘ah Umm Durman al-Islamiyyah.
-Shawawirah, Yasmin Khalaf. 2011. Al-Asalib al-Nahwiyyah fi Tafsir al-Tabariyy Jami‘ al-Bayan
an Ta'wil Ay al-Qur’an: Dirasah Tahliliyyah fi Daw’ ‘Ilm al-Lughah al-Mu ‘asarah. (PhD Thesis).
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on gira’at, much less Ibn Mujahid’s.

Al-Shawawirah*® discussed the content

g ‘at. He also did not specify
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Sawbaki®! discusses the impact of different gira’at on Qur’anic interpretation,
with a focus on sirah al-Bagarah in Jami * al-Bayan. The author explored the ei?!ﬂ

these differences from the viewpoints of linguistics, morphology, @riah.

However, he did not touch upon the origins of gira’at or their defini or did he

talk about Imam Ibn Mujahid. Q

‘Al®? discussed the gird’at that have been criticized bi olars, including
gira’ah Ibn ‘Amir. She explained that these famous gira e rejeicted largely for

grammatical reasons. However, she did not elaborate e sc owditions of

L 2
iscusses so [h&@‘g of

| a% olar,\;};d ‘ah Ibn
‘Amir, and the Imam’s view of the gira’ah W iscnise the vxgék?~
Al-Khawalidah®® discussed owr:)hadhf) in e @%nic qira’at. The

arguments are presented in two chz% the fir

gira’at, and the second presenti% 9y

only discussed al-Tabariyy’ h&lin matically.

ammad®* inter% Qur’a (1' én%@'ten gira’at. She began with the
&

definition of gira’a &K%ven T :

and chains of n 'at&f th

chap he introduced the reciters, narrators,
3\ g

>
while the su g@ qgirafat wa n& s@my touched upon.
D) 3
‘v’

accepting al-gira’at al-mutawatirah. The dissertati

solecism and its rectification. The topics of |

?s t e,@\ncept and meaning of
N,

ions Q(a)mission. The researcher

at. T, 'Qtﬁesis primarily focuses on interpretation,

>
o

Ibrahim Muhammad. @Athar al-Qira’at fi Tafsir al-Qur’an al-Karim: Dirasah
Tal%z/ T Tafsir al-Imam al-Tabariyy li Surah al-Bagarah. (Master’s Thesis). International Islamic
iversity Malaysia.

ayy Salth Nasr. 2008. Al-Qira’at al-Mashhiirah allati Ta ‘arradat li al-Ta ‘n wa al-Lahn. (PhD

awalidah, Majid Ahmad. 2008. Al-Hadhf fi al-Qira’at al-Qur’aniyyah fi Tafsir al-Tabariyy.
aster’s Thesis). Jami‘ah Mu’tah.
Hammad, Amal Khamis. 2006. Tafsir al-Qur’an bi al-Qira’at al-Qur’aniyyah al-‘Ashr min Khilal
Suwar al-Isra’ wa al-Kahf wa Maryam. (Master’s Thesis). Al-Jami‘ah al-Islamiyyah Ghazzah.
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Miqdadiyy®® discussed gira ‘ah Ibn ‘Amir from a linguistics viewpoint. He relied
on Ibn Mujahid’s Kitab al-Sab ‘a to analyze the research subject phonologica
grammatically. However, he did not include other scholars’ opinions 0n®1 Ibn

‘Amir. *

Fallatah®® discussed the concept, development, and impact of ikhfiyar on gira at.
He also introduced the Imams who talked about ikAtiyar in M. However, the
raad

author neglected the mention of the gira at, the choices th r and Imam Ibn

Jarir’s criteria of ikhtiyar. .\d
L 2

‘Uthman®’ studied al-gira at al-mutawatirah
e a@a iscussed

thes@?ﬂains three

reje@‘h of some gira’at.

in his Tafsir, beginning from sirah al-Fatihah
al-Tabariyy’s ikhtiyar and preference fo

chapters, the last of which is reserved maaaI-Tabarl

The researcher, however, did not %on alﬁl‘ygs ;@m'ons of approving or
rejecting those gira’at and his r%credﬂing tain @ In addition, he did not
mention whether those reje %ant e among §§éven gira’at specified by Ibn
Mujahid and whether (%ﬁz of nL&tj \;va@nown to Imam Al-Tabariyy.
Babakir®® ssed tr %at in% am Al-Tabariyy‘s Tafsir without

considering thei .H ] yzetiﬁﬁ'fn through a linguistic lens and identified
their gramm t& a'u ical s
that ign%km jahj

55]\% ;1§, Mahmiid Mustafa SaECT_?ZOOS. Al-Zawdahir al-Sawtiyyah wa al-Nahwiyyah fi Qira’ah

illah,ibn ‘Amir. (Master’s Thesis). Jami‘ah Al al-Bayt.
h, Amin ibn Idris. 2001. Al-lkhtiyar ‘inda al-Qurra’: Mafhumuh Marahiluh wa Atharuh fi al-
ixa’at. (Master’s Thesis). Jami‘ah Umm al-Qura.
‘Uthman, Muhammad ‘Arif. 1986. Al-Qira at al-Mutawatirah allati Ankharaha Ibn Jarir al-Tabari wa
add ‘Alaih. (Master’s Thesis). Al-Jami ah al-Islamiyyah bi al-Madinah al-Munawwarah.
Babakir, Ahmad Khalid. 1983. Al-Qira’at ‘inda Ibn Jarir al-Tabariyy fi Daw’ al-Lughah wa al-NaAw
Kama Waradat fi Kitabih Jami‘ al-Bayan ‘an Ta 'wil Ay al-Qur’an. (PhD Thesis). Jami‘ah Umm al-Qura.
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1.9.2 Published Research YV

Al-Qudah®® studied Imam Ion Mujahid’s contribution in developin tific
approach to validating gira’at. However, he did not discuss th g'at, their
foundations, or other scholars’ opinions. The current study attempts toyfill these gaps.

Al-Ibrahimiyy® discussed the definition of seven qir@N profiles of the

reciters, as well as rebutting some attacks directed to the Qur’an by missionaries.
These missionaries attempt to distort the image of Isla roug chroaches,
B8

one of which is gira’at. They considered the existen many gird. a} a_ﬁ&/, but

this misconception was refuted by the resear everf' t Kk w@hort and

does not cover all misconceptions and refu% 0\ g
‘Abd al-Shakiair®! justified | aI-)abariyy’s ' ctioéﬁ certain gira’at,
\K%rs

which has invited much criticism many

=

I;E\argued that Imam al-

N,
Tabariyy might had made th icts ﬂue ta» his 0\(3. oncept of ikhtiyar and
preference. The research, y the titl mainly concerned with the

defense of Imam al

unmentioned. \
Shalabi é&n
q&a’@i his Tafsir. He concluded that Imam Al-
N

aI-Tabariyy’EQ@tion
%ﬁ/ﬂ : E

SSAI-Qudah, ad Muhammad. 201 .‘G;n Mujahid al-Tamimiyy wa al-Manhaj al-Ta‘limiyy li al-
Aatal
3

Qira ur’aniyyah”. Dirasat ‘U [-Shari ‘ah wa al-Qanin. ‘Amman: al-Jami‘ah al-Urduniyyah.
Vi 1. pp. 581-592.
-[brahimiyy, Muhammad. 2013. Seven Readings, One Holy Book and the Gratuitous Attacks. n.pl:

Dsjélll thb’views of other scholars were
37
@)

@‘?&dr as a concept, before analyzing Imam

%Abd al-Shakiir, Sami Muhammad Sa‘id. 2011. Tabarru’ah al-Imam al-Tabariyy al-Mufassir min al-
N fi al-Qira’at fi Ikhtiyarih li al-Mashhiir minhd@ wa Radd al-Shawadhdh. ' Amman: Dar ‘Ammar.
alabiyy, ‘Abd al-Fattah Isma‘il. 1996. Al-Ikhtiyar fi al-Qira’at Mansha 'uh wa Mashri iyyatuh wa
abarru’ah al-Imam al-Tabariyy min Tuhmah Inkar al-Qira’at al-Mutawdtirah. Al-Madinah al-
Munawwarah: Jami‘ah Umm al-Qura.
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Tabariyy did not deny any al-gira’at al-mutawatirah. The researcher did not compare
between the conflicting views of Imam al-Tabariyy and Imam Ibn Mujahid. Y*
After presenting the above, it must be said that previous stu@n be

summarized in three directions: *

The first is the historical studies that dealt with the histogical aspect and
Wthesis Athar al-

Taf'z'r al-Imam al-

\d

d m@ﬁology in
Aminé‘hrnin Babakir

al- <$wiyyah fi Tafsirih
&

presented it in detail for instant: Sawbaki, Ibrahim Muhammad

Qira’at fi Tafsir al-Qur’an al-Karim: Dirdasah Tahlili

Tabariyy li Surah al-Bagarah.

particular without talking about the or%
Muhammad in his thesis. Ibn Jarir al=Babariyy wa Juh
Jami* al-Bayan. And AI-Shawéw% 's@% i
al-gaydn ‘an T 20' Ay al-Qur’an: Dirasah

X

S f‘v{/j ihbim‘ ‘at) that dealt with the causes

@thesis Al-Asalib al-
\

<

Nahwiyyah fr Tafsir al-Tabari 1

Tahliliyyah fi Daw’ ‘llm al- hal-(r
And the third i% anc ok

eb

’ &
\sQ pari between the readers for example:

Fallatah, Amin ibn Idr¥s in h -1k ‘inda al-Qurra’: Mafhumuh Marahiluh
¢ I C,)
wa Atharuh -Qira’a (_}
NS

[lyvit canfbe sai pat nm&kvious study according to my findings dealt with

nd Ibn Mujahid tog@}”
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1.10 Structure of the Thesis

The study discusses Imam Al-Tabariyy and Imam Ibn Mujahid’s vkv'!!h

gira’at, specifically their opinions on gira’ah Ibn ‘Amir. The study also ights the
opinions of scholars regarding Al-Tabariyy’s rejection of gira’ah Ibn A
In Chapter Two, the study will present a brief biography of ‘Amir and his

two students. It will also discuss the principles of his gi ‘Wd explain their
application in his mushaf. Q. '

Chapter Three discusses the development of gira eforgan ’the times
of Ibn ‘Amir. It begins with a discourse on the me of the se jhr_u{%efore

’ \,Y"

discussing the two phases of gira’at developm

Chapter Four elucidates the conce

criteria, according to hadith and gir

Tabariyy on the subject are also dis@sd.

>YT &
Chapter Five presents uments ofza Ta‘(/ iyy and Ibn Mujahid to

respectively reject and ac h’m ‘A S qira ’a@e assessment methods and

justifications of both, IZas the ontehtidn inst them, are discoursed. The
4 f &

chapter concludewe an® e aut

‘J $

/
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