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Abstract: In this article, we argue two anonymous manuscripts on Islamic jurisprudential disputation theory
(ilm al-khilaf) to belong to Shams al-Din al-Samarqgandi (d. 1322), a scholar in the late period of Islamic
thought, based on content analysis and textual phrase comparisons. The manuscripts are not referenced
as belonging to al-Samarqgandi in the library catalogues or bibliographic studies. The manuscripts are
commentaries on two distinct works from Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi (d. 1289), one being on Mansha’ al-nazar in
which al-Nasafi summarizes ‘ilm al-khilaf in theory and practice and the other being on al-Nikat al-darariyya
al-arba‘iniyya, which is also known as al-Ustuqussat. Here al-Nasafi inquired about 40 points of disagreement
between Hanafiyya and Shafi‘iyya in al-Nikat. In conclusion, the facts that support our argument are: (a)
Preface (hamdala and salwala), and introduction (mugaddima) of the manuscripts match the hamdala, salwala,
and muqgaddima from al-Samarqgandr’s works, (b) in the commentary on al-Nikat, al-Samarqgandi referenced
his other works by name saying “zakarna,” (c) Kamal al-Din al-Turkani (d. 1354), who wrote a gloss (hashiya)
on al-Samargandi’s Sharh al-Fusul declared in the hashiya that the commentaries belong to al-Samarqandi, (d)
Sharh al-Fusul and Sharh Mansha " al-nazar have the same assertions and mannerisms on various issues. Lastly,
we have appended a critical edition of the Arabic text from Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar.
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ccording to the report Josef van Ess presented 40 years ago, the Islamic

world is home to around two million Arabic and Persian manuscripts.

More than 500,000 are in Istanbul alone. Likely 6-7% of the two million
manuscripts has been printed or is known, while the titles and contents of the rest
remain unknown. Anyone who wishes to study a subject addressed in Islamic culture
will start reading from the libraries in Istanbul after learning Arabic.! Admittedly,
the 6-7% awareness rate van Ess provided has changed with new studies, especially
those from the extraordinary efforts of Prof. Fuat Sezgin. However, the desired
rate cannot be said to have been reached due to the problematic nature of the work
and the lack of staff able to overcome the difficulties. In addition, an environment
exists where the works of those who try to overcome the challenges are seen as

worthless, not to mention the lack of support for their academic tasks or how they

bear their excitement alone.

Despite all shortcomings, an institution that satisfies Turkey, supports studies
carried out on manuscripts, and works to provide a systematic and sustainable
basis for them exists: the Tiirkiye Yazma Eserler Kurumu Bagkanlhig: (Directorate
of the Turkish Institution for Manuscripts). On the other hand, of course, this
legacy cannot be entirely original; however, expressing a positive or negative
opinion concerning Islamic culture will only be possible by revealing the original
works of this legacy and scientifically researching them. Undoubtedly, one of the
critical starting points for scientific studies to be carried out in this area on a sound
basis is to identify the works by their authors and to make them more readable for
their readers, which means publishing the critical editions. Due to the inattentive
efforts on the fabagadt and library catalogues, a work might be presented with no
identified author, an author with no identified work, or an erroneously referenced
author. Moreover, some works might be considered lost and to not have survived
due to incorrect records regarding the fabagat works and library catalogues. The
Islamic world is well known for having experienced many disasters in its history
(the Mongolian invasion, the old and modern Crusades, internal conflicts, fires,
floods, etc.). Nevertheless, saying that many works believed to have not survived
are expected to be rediscovered would not be an overstatement. Because a

comprehensive catalogue of manuscripts has not yet been made, particularly

1 Josef van Ess, “Islam Kelaminin Baslangic1”, translated by $aban Ali Diizgiin, AUIFD 41 (2000), p-423.
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in Turkey, the potential existence of works thought to have not survived to the
present day should be a source of motivation for specialists.? Who knows, perhaps
the book on figh methodology written by Ibn Sina (d. 428/1037) and based on
Hanafi jurisprudence is waiting to be brought to light by someone? The present
article contains the excitement of such a bringing to light. Two works from Shams
al-Din Muhammad b. Ashraf al-Samargandi (d. 722/1322), a scholar from the late
period (mutaakhkhirun), have now been identified, with the present study critically

editing one of them.

al-Samarqandji, like other authors of his time, was a multidisciplinary scholar
who wrote on a variety of disciplines such as logic, theology (kaldam), disputation,
dialectic (jadal/khilaf), Qur’anic exegesis (tafsir), geometry, and astronomy (hay ‘a).
However, one of the significant aspects that distinguish him from other scholars
of his time is his great interest in disputation theory, designated as jadal, khilaf,
‘adab, bahth, and mundzara, all of which began being subjected to study as distinct
from books on figh methodology by Rukn al-Din al-‘Amidi (d. 615/1218). Just like
his teacher, al-Nasafi (d. 687/1289), al-Samargandi intensely studied it and even
gave final form to the functioning of the system. He proved his authority on this
field both by providing a logical ground for the disputation theory in his books
Qistas al-afkar fi tahqiq al-asrar (also known as Sharh al-Qistds), al-Mu'‘taqadat,
al-Anwar al-ilahiyya, and Risdla fi ‘ddab al-bahth and by writing commentaries on
the works on relevant fields that his teacher al-Nasafi had written. Undoubtedly
the works mentioned above belong to al-Samargandi; however, our knowledge is
lacking concerning the works of his teacher that he had written commentaries on
and the names of those works. In the field of disputation (khilaf/jadal), al-Nasafi
wrote the books al-Fusul, Mansha ' al-nazar, al-Tarajih, Daf ‘ al-nusis wa-l-nuqud, al-
Nikat al-daririyya al-arba‘iniyya (al-Ustuqussat), Risala fi al-dawr wa-I-tasalsul,® and
al-Ta‘arudat.* Among these works, al-Samargandi wrote commentaries on al-Fusil

2 Hatice Aynur informs us that Turkey has about 500,000: Hatice Aynur, “Turkiye Yazmalar: Toplu
Katalogu”, DIA, vol. XLI, p. 597.

3 See Sitkrii Ozen, “Ilm-i Hilaf yahut Fukaha Metoduna Gore Cedel Hakkinda Klasik Bir Metin: Mengeiin-
nazar”, Makalat 2 (1999), pp. 176-179.

4 Sharifa al-Hashani, relying on Brockelmann, cites this work as al-Nasafi’s. See Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi,
Sharh al-Fusil fi ilm al-jadal, critical ed. Sharifa bint ‘Ali b. Suleyman al-Huashani (Riyad: Jami‘at al-
Malik Su‘ad, 1433), p. 7.
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and Mansha’ al-nazar. However, did al-Samarqgandi write commentaries on his

teacher’s works? If so, which ones and what did he call his commentaries?

In the context of these questions, al-Samarqgandi up to now is known to have
written only a commentary on al-Fusul. Many copies of this commentary are found
in Turkish libraries. According to Katib Celebi (d. 1067/1657), the most beautiful
commentary on al-Fusul belongs to al-Samarqgandi, which Celebi referred to as
Miftah al-nazar® However, al-Samarqandi refers to the study carried out in the
context of al-Fusil as ‘ilm al-nazar”;® in the copies of his commentary, Sharh al-
Fusul, that have reached us, no evidence exists that might confirm or imply that
he had called his commentary Miftdh al-nazar. At this point, the following question
comes to mind: Because the debate concerning Miftdh al-nazar emerged from al-
Samarqandi’s commentary, did al-Samarqandi perhaps write a commentary on
another work from his teacher, al-Nasafi, and call that Miftah al-nazar? In the
present study, we give an affirmative answer to the first part of this question, as
we have found that al-Samarqgandi wrote a commentary not only on al-Fusul but
also on two other works from his teacher al-Nasafi: (a) Mansha’ al-nazar, and (b)
al-Nikat al-daruriyya al-arba‘iniyya (also known as al-Ustuqussat). Al- Nasafi wrote
Mansha’ al-nazar after al-Fusul” and discussed the theoretical aspect of ilm al-nazar
(khilaf/jadal); it is a rather intense and concise work in terms of content. Al-Nasafi
the author must have expounded the work probably due to its conciseness. As for
the work al-Nikat al-daruriyya al-arba‘iniyya (or al-Ustuqussat), this work applies
the theory of ‘ilm al-nazar (khildf/jadal), which was revealed in other works, over
40 controversial issues between the Hanafis and Shafi‘is.® Although al-Nasafi is
known for his al-Fusul and al-Samarqandi for his Risdla fi ‘adab al-bahth, these two

commentaries belonging to al-Samargandi are mentioned neither in the classical

5 Katib Celebi, Kashf al-zunun ‘an asami al-kutub wa-I-funtun, prepared by Serefettin Yaltkaya & Rufat Bilge
(Ankara: MoNE, 1941), vol. II, p. 1803.

6 Shams al-Din al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public City Library of Burdur 133, 118a. We are
preparing this commentary from al-Samarqandi for publication after the review.

7 Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Mansha al-nazar, critical ed. Siikrii Ozen: “Ilm-i Hilaf yahut Fukaha Metoduna
Gore Cedel Hakkinda Klasik Bir Metin: Mansha’ al-nazar”, Makalat 2 (1999): pp. 182-193.

8 Ozen also states that al-Nasafi wrote a commentary on al-Nikat; see Ozen, “Ilm-i Hilaf”, p. 178.
However, we have found a different story on al-Nasafi’s writing of al-Nikdt, and this will be subject to
another study in order not to exceed the limit of the present study.
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tabagat works® nor in modern studies on the authors.'® Additionally, these works
are registered in the library catalogues with no author identified. Siikrii Ozen, in
his article “Ilm-i Hilaf,” references the copies Reisiilkiittab 1203/11 and Sehid Ali
Paga 2303/7 for the commentary al-Nikit and the copies Reisiilkiittab 1203/8
and $ehid Ali Paga 2303/7 for the commentary Mansha’ al-nazar. Although he
stated that these belong to one of al-Nasaff’s students, he recorded the works as
anonymous (with no identified author).™ In the list where Khaled el-Rouayheb
referenced Didar Akbulut at the end of his work “Books on Logic (Mantiq) and
Dialectics (Jadal),” the work registered at Topkap: III. Ahmed 3371 is presented
as al-Samarqandi’s Mansha ".** However, not one but three works are found in this
record: (a) al-Nasaf’s own Mansha’, (b) al-Charpardi’s (d. 746/1346) commentary
on al-Nasafi’s al-Nikat, and (c) al-KirmanT’s (d. unknown) commentary on al-Fusul.
Gholamreza Dadkhah and Asadullah Fallahi, who studied al-Samarqgandi as well as

his works, did not mention the works that are the subjects of our study.™

As for the second part of our question above, we could not find al-Samarqandi
naming any of the commentaries he wrote on al-Nikat or Mansha " as Miftah al-nazar

in the copies we examined. However, considering al-Samarqgandi’s description of al-

9 For some of the classical works on al-Nasafi’s life and works see Abu ‘Abd Allah Shams al-Din al-
Dhahabi, Tarikh al-Islam, critical ed. Omar ‘Abd al-Salam Tadmduri (Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-‘Arabi,
2003), h. 681-690, p. 317; Abu al-Safa Salah al-Din al-Safadi, al-Wifi bi-l-wafayat, critical ed. Helmutt
Ritter (Wiesbaden: Franz Steiner Verlag, 1962), vol. I, p. 282; Abu Muhammad Muhy al-Din al-Qurashi,
al-Jawahir al-mudiyya fi tabaqat al-Hanafiyya, critical ed. ‘Abd al-Fattah Muhammad al- Hulw (Jiza: Hicr,
1993), vol. III, p. 351. We did not find sufficient knowledge about al-Samarqandr’s life and works in
the fabagat works; see Ismail Yorik, “Semstiddin Muhammad b. Esref el-Hiiseyni es-Semerkandi (61
702/1302)'nin Belli Bagh Kelami Gériigleri” (Doctoral dissertation, Atatiirk University, 1991), pp.
8-14.

10 See Yorik, “Semstuddin es-Semerkandi”, pp. 8-14; M. Ciineyt Gokge, “Muhammed b. Esref es-
Semerkandi ve Kelam Ilmindeki Yeri” (Master’s thesis, Marmara Universitesi, 1996), pp. 21-25;
Mustafa Sinanoglu, “Burhaneddin en-Nesefi”, DIA, vol. XXXII, p. 566; {lhan Kutluer, “Muhammed b.
Esref es-Semerkandi”, DIA, vol. XXXVI, pp. 476-477;, Khaled el-Rouayheb, The Development of Arabic
Logic (1200-1800), (Basel: Schwabe Verlag, 2019), pp. 65-68.

11 Ozen, “llm-i Hilaf”, p. 181.

12 Khaled el-Rouayheb, “Books on Logic (Mantiq) and Dialectics (Jadal)”, Treasures of Knowledge: An
Inventory of the Ottoman Palace Library, ed. Giillru Necipoglu, Cemal Kafadar & Cornell H. Fleischer
(Brill: Leiden/Boston 2019), vol. I, p. 903.

13 Al-Samarqandi, 1lm al-afaq wa-l-anfus, critical ed. Gholamreza Dadkhah (Costa Mesa California: Mazda
Publishers, 2014), pp. 22-41; Asad Allah Fallahi, “Mantiq-i Rabt Nazd-i Shams al-Din al-Samargand1”,
Mantiq Pajuhi, Pajuhashgah-1 ‘Ulum-i Insani wa Mutala‘at-i Farhangi V, n.i. 2 (1393): pp. 71-55. Dadkhah
and Fallahi, probably relying on Katib Celebi even though they do not reference him, regard the
commentary Miftah al-nazar, which is generally attributed to Samarqandi, as the commentary on al-
Fusul, and record its name as Miftah al-nazar fi Sharh Mugaddima fi al-jadal wa-I-khilaf wa-lI-nazar.
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Nasafi’s al-Fusul as “an introduction to ilm al-nazar (muqaddima fi hadha al-ilm),”**

regarding the commentary he wrote on his Mansha " as the miftih (key) to this
introduction seems likely. Accordingly, we have deemed giving the name Miftah al-
nazar to be appropriate, at least as a subtitle to the edited text of the commentary.
Now we want to examine al-Samarqandi’s relation to the commentaries we believe
he wrote on al-Nikat and Mansha’ al-nazar. While discussing their relation to him,
we will follow a path from the signs to the proofs using the technical terms of the

adab.

First, we would like to provide information about the copies we have identified
regarding these two works. The copies from al-Samarqgandi’s commentary on al-
Nikat are as follows: Reistulkittab 1203/11, $ehid Ali Pagsa 2303/7, Ragip Pasa
1297/3, and Laleli 2243/3. Ozenidentified the first three in his article “Ilm-i Hilaf;”
and we identified the Laleli copy. The copies from Samarqandi’s commentary on
Mansha’ al-nazar are as follows: Reistilkiittab 1203/8, Sehid Ali Paga 2303/6, and
Burdur 133/9. Ozen also identified the first two in his article,'® and we identified the
Burdur copy. Because the works are in composite volumes, we shall give information
about the composite volumes, albeit through their main index. In the composite
volumes, the essential bibliographical records of the authors and their works, the
copyists (mustansikh), and the place and date of the copying (tansikh) are not given
before or after each work, but at the beginning, in the middle, or at the end of
the composite volumes. These records help firstly to recognize the similarities and
differences between the copies and their contents as well as between the works.
Therefore, although they do not in and of themselves constitute evidence for any

claim, they inevitably give significant clues that lead to evidence.

1. Siileymaniye Library, Sehid Ali Pasa Collection 2303. The following
record is found in the inner cover of the composite volume: Sharh al-Fusul li-l-
Nasafi wa ghayrihi min al-rasa’il. There are seven works in the composite volume:

(a) Shams al-Din al-Samarqgandi’s Sharh al-Fusul takes place between folios
2b-40b. The name of the commentary is recorded on page la as Sharh al-

14  Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, 118a.
15  Ozen, “Ilm-i Hilaf”, p. 178.
16 Ozen, “llm-i Hilaf”, p. 181.
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fusul fi al-khilafiyyat wa sharh al-Fusul li-Burhdn al-Din al-Nasafi fi ‘ilm al-nazar
li-I-muhaqqiq al-Samargandi. Each pagecontains 21 lines. The copy is dated
at the end of Dhu’l-Qadah 732 (November 1332). The copyist recorded his
name as Muhammad b. Khwaja ‘Ali b. Shams al-Din b. Abu Bakr al-Agsarayi
al-Hanafi. The pages have corrections and explanatory notes on their
margins. The commentary ends with the following statement: “tamma Sharh
al-Fusul fi al-khildf and the author is al-Shaykh al-Imam al-Mudaqqiq afdal
al-muta’akhkhirin Shams al-milla wa-l-din al-Hakim al-Samargandi.” The

copyist leaves the following note: “It has been copied following an authentic
copy.”

Sharh al-Fusul: This commentary has no identified author and is located
between folios 41b-80a. Each page contains 21 lines. No name is found
for the copyist, but the copy date is recorded as 730 (1330). Following the
discussion of the related subject under the title “Faslun fi al-tamassuk bi-I-
nass” from this commentary is the statement “see the commentary of the
author and Sayyid (Fa-yanzur fi sharh al-musannif wa-I-Sayyid)” (p. 72a).
Because al-Samarqandi has the nisba'” al-Husayni, we believe that the “al-

Sayyid” here is al-Samarqgandi.

This work is located between folios 80b-82a; it is not a complete work but
a section taken from a commentary. A phrase at the beginning of the work
also indicates this: “Min fawd’id mawlana Sharaf al-milla wa-I-haqq wa-I-din
nawwara Allahu madja‘ahii.” The work has six chapters (Chapters 9,10, 11, 12,
14, and 20 of al-Fusul).*® The phrase Min fawa’id indicates the commentary on
al-Fusul to belong to the author mentioned above. The name of the copyist

and the copy date are not recorded. Each page contains 27-28 lines.

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Fusul: It is located between folios 82b-94b with
each containing 15 lines. The chapter titles are written in red ink. The name
of the copyist is Khwaja ‘Ali b. Muhammad b. Shams al-Din, and the copy date
is 730 (1330).

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Mansha’ al-nazar: It is located between folios
95a-97b. Page la has the name “Wa-ba'da dhalika Mansha’ al-nazar fi al-

Descriptive adjective indicating an individual’s birth place, tribe, religious sect, or school. (Translator’s
note)

See Necmettin Pehlivan & Hadi Ensar Ceylan, “Adabu’l-bahs Devrimine Dogru Son Evrim: Burhanuddin
en-Nesefi'nin el-Fusul't”, AUIFD 56/2 (2015), p. 42.
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khilafiyyat” written on it after al-Fusul, while the beginning of 95a shows the
name as al-Mansha’ fi al-khilafiyyat. The second record is used again at the end
of the work, with the statement “tamma Mansha’ fi al-khilafiyyat.” The pages
each contain 21 lines. No copyist name or copy date is recorded.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: Based on the evidence, we claim this work here
to belong to al-Samargandi, and we present a critical edition at the end of
the study. It is registered with no identified author in the library catalogue
and is found between 98a-112b; each page contains 21 lines. No copyist
name or copy date is recorded. While immediately following the note “Wa-
ba'da dhalika Mansha' al-nazar fi al-khilafiyyat” in al-Nasafi’s Mansha’ on 1a,
the name Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar is recorded at the beginning of 98a with
the expression “sharh dhalika aydan.” However, no note in any part of the
work or the composite volume is found to clearly indicate the commentary
as belonging to al-Samargandi. Although the commentary starts with the
order of gala-aqulu, it continues with the order of gawluhu (his word). There
is no symmetry in this order. Even though the author starts writing the
commentary in a classical style, when we consider the works of al-Nasafi
on this subject, it seems as if he had rewritten the Mansha’ al-nazar. There
is no reference to any work of al-Samarqandi in the commentary; however,

reference is made to the commentary written on Mansha al-nazar.

Sharh al-Nikat: Based on the evidence, this is the other work we claim to belong
to al-Samarqandi.’® This work also is recorded with no identified author in
the library catalogue. It is found between folios 113b-157a, each containing
21 lines. The commentator informs us that he wrote it in Tabriz (113b). No
evidence or indication is found anywhere in the work or the composite volume
as a whole to indicate clearly that the commentary belongs to al-Samarqandi.
It is recorded with the name “Sharh al-Nikat al-Daruriyya li-I-Burhan al-Nasafi
aydan” on folio 1a of the composite volume. At the commentary introduction on
folio 113b, the author references al-Nasafi under the title al-Nikat al-Daruriyya
al-Arba ‘iniyya. The copyist’s name is recorded as Muhammad b. Khwhaja ‘Ali
al-Agsarayi; however, this time, the copyist does not record the copy date. As
stated by Ozen,?® the commentator states at the end of the commentary that

al-Nasafi ends al-Nikat with the phrase “tamma al-Usfuqussat,” with al-ustuquss

The critical edition and review of this al-Samarqandi’s commentary is in progress by us.
Ozen, “Ilm-i Hilaf”, p. 178.
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being a Syriac word meaning al-asl (150a). We add this to it: AI-Nikdt has a total
of 40 issues. The author states that because each 10 of these 40 issues is built
on a principle, which is the base of some al-Nikats, each group of ten is called
an ustuquss (150b). Therefore, this copy is in the form of a decimal system.
According to the commentator’s statement, al-Nasafi composed al-Nikat by
applying this decimal system, which we shall show below when introducing
some of the copies of al-Nikat. When considering this copy, the author also
seems to have written his commentary in accordance with this decimal system.
However, at the beginning of the first denary, we do not find the phrase “Al-
‘Ashr al-awwal min al-Usfuqussat,” while the partitioning phrases “Al-‘Ashr al-
thani min al-Ustuqussat,” “Al-‘Ashr al-thalith min al-Ustugussat,” and “Al-‘Ashr
al-rabi‘ min al-Ustuqussat,” are respectively found at the beginning of the other
denaries. Accordingly, by taking into account the evidence we shall mention
below, we can undoubtedly state the commentator who made the explanation

of the word ustuquss to be al-Samarqandi.

We want to make the following notes for this composite volume: The copyist’s
name is recorded at the end of works g, d, and g. The copyist records his full name in
work a as Muhammad b. Khwaja ‘Ali b. Shams al-Din b. Abu Bakr al-Agsarayi al-Hanafi,
but shortens it in work d as Khwaja ‘Ali b. Muhammad b. Shams al-Din and in work g as
Muhammad b. Khwaja ‘Ali al-Agsarayi. Copy dates exist for works a as 732 and b and d
as 730. All the works in the composite volume appear to have been copied by the copyist
mentioned above. The calligraphy style is the same in all the works. Only the text from
work d seems a bit different, but the copyist’s name occurs at the end of it in any case.
Folio 1a respectively has the records Sharh al-Fusul fi al-khilafiyyat, Mi ‘yar al-nazar,
and Nikat al-arba‘iniyya. Does the name Mi ‘yar al-nazar belong to the commentary
al-Fusul whose author is unidentified, to al-Nasafi’s al-Fusil or his Mansha’ that we
claim belongs to al-Samarqandji, or to one of his commentaries on al-Nikdt? We cannot
make a firm decision on this. These names do not take place at the end of the folios
where the copyist rewrites the works that have taken place in the composite volume.
The work whose author is unidentified is recorded with the expression “Wa ba ‘dahu
sharh al-Gkhar” after al-Samargandi’s commentary al-Fusul. The commentary on al-
Nasafi’s Mansha ' is recorded with the expression “Ba‘da dhalika Mansha’ al-nazar fi al-
khilafiyyat” following the recording of al-Nasafi’s al-Fusul. The commentary Mansha’,
which we attribute to al-Samarqgandi’s, is recorded with the expression “Wa-Sharh
dhalika aydan.” Therefore, saying the name Mi yar al-nazar has been used for al-Fusiil
or Mansha' seems more appropriate considering their recognition. The following

images show the similarities between the works in this composite volume:
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Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, 40b.

The Sharh al-Fusul with no identified author, 41b
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Al-Nasafi, al-Fusul, 82b

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Nikat, 157a.
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2. Siilleymaniye Library, Reisiilkiittab 1203. 13 works are found in the

composite volume in the following order:

(a) Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Fusul: It is found between folios 1b-11a, each
with 19 lines. The chapter titles and subject changes are indicated in red
ink. The name of the work is recorded at the beginning of 1a as “Kitab al-
Mugaddimat al-burhaniyya, one of the works of Burhan al-milla wa al-din,
the most precious of al-muhaqqiqin, may Allah bestow His mercy upon his
parents.” The work ends with the expression “tamma al-Fusul” It has no

copyist name or date/place recorded.

(b) Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Mansha  al-nazar: It is located between folios
11b-15a. The name of the work is recorded as Kitab Mansha’ al-nazar on the
third inner cover as well as at the beginning of folio 11a. Space is found for
the subject headings, but they were left unwritten and blank. No copyist
name, date, or place has been recorded.

(¢) The work is recorded under the name Hadhihi risalatun mushtamilatun ‘ala
khamsat lata 'if and has 16 lines: the author labels the categorical description
of quality by Ibn Sina in the first as latifa, as taldzum by Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d.
606/1210) in the second, and as hayuld in the third and fourth; a grammatical

difference is found between the conjunctions inna and in in the fifth.

(d) Another work is recorded under the name Risalatun ukhra yashtamilu ‘ala
khamsat mabadhith; it has 19 lines in total: the first inquiry is on encompassing
God’s knowledge, the second is on the idea that God’s existence is free of
quiddity, the third is on universals, the fourth is on attributing an eternal

creation to God, and the fifth discusses the external genus.

(e) Another work is recorded under the name Risalatun ukhra mushtamilatun ‘ald
ajwibat al-mabahith. It is found on folio 17a and has 34 lines in total. The
work begins with the statement “Qala mawlana afdal al-muhaqqigin, akmal
al-mudaqqigin Jamal al-milla wa-lI-haqq wa-I-din al-Hamaddni” It seems to

consist of the answers to the five inquiries in the previous work.

(f) Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Nikat al-daruriyya al-arba‘iniyya al-musamma bi-I-
Ustuqussat: Al-Nasafi discusses 40 controversial issues in this work, mainly
among Abu Hanifa, Shafi‘i, and Abu Hanifa’s students such as Abu Yusuf,
Muhammad al-Shaybani, and Zufar, who hold views similar to their teacher.
He discusses those issues using the method of ‘ilm al-nazar (jadal/khilaf) and

adduces his evidence in favor of Aba Hanifa. The work is located between
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folios 17b-39a. No introduction to the subject-matter is found; it starts from
the first issue right after the hamdala and salwala. The pages each contain 19
lines. Subject headings are not written; where they would be written has been
left blank. Therefore, one cannot see either the denaries dedicated to the 40
issues or the Ustuquss. The copyist’s name is recorded as ‘Ali b. Ahmad b. ‘Ali
al-Barchinlighi.?* The date of the copy is Shawwal 728 (1328). However, this
copy does not end with the phrase “tamma al-Ustuqussat” unlike the end of
the commentary al-Nikdt that we claim belongs to al-Samargandi. The copy
instead ends with the statement “wagqa‘a al-firagh min tahrir hadhihi al-Nikat

al-daruriyyat wa-1-Ustuqussat al-arba‘iniyyat...”

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul: The name of the commentary and its relation
to the author are recorded as follows on page 40b: “Sharh al-Mugqaddima al-
burhéniyya li-I-imam al-muhaqqiq wa-ilham al-mudaqqiq Shams al-milla wa-I-
Din Muhammad al-Samargandi.” Each folio has an average of 23 lines per side.
The work is located between folios 40b-79b. The commentary is constructed
according to gala-aqulu regulations, and not all of the text of al-Fusul is given.
No copyist name is found, but the date of the copy is recorded as the middle
of the month of Safar 722 (1322). This date is crucial as it is also the year of

al-Samarqandi’s death.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: This is the work that is the subject of our study. We
will present some evidence claiming that it belongs to al-Samarqandi. The
name above is recorded on the third inner cover of the composite volume,
as well as on folio 80a. The commentary takes place between folios 80b—94b.
In this collection, the author is also unidentified. The folios have 23 lines on
each side. No copyist name or date has been recorded. The calligraphy styles

in the text and on the margins are the same.

Ajwiba ‘an al-as’ila allati awradaha sharih Mansha ™ al-nazar ‘ala musannifihi:
This name is recorded on 96a, and the work itself takes place between 96b-
103. Each page contains 21 lines. Ozen also considers this commentary

to be anonymous and states that it was written in order to respond to the

2

criticisms directed at al-Nasafi in the commentary, Mansha’,*> which we

Ozen does not mention the nisha “al-Bar¢inlighi” in his article, “Ilm-i Hilaf”. We owe this nisha to V. V.
Barthold’s work. See V. V. Barthold, Mogol Istilasina Kadar Tiirkistan, prepared by Hakki Dursun Yildiz
(Istanbul: Kronik Kitap 2017), p. 199.

Ozen, “Ilm-i Hilaf”, p. 181.
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have identified as belonging to al-Samarqandi. Unfortunately, we have been
unable to identify the author of this work. No copyist name, date, or place

has been recorded.

The name of the author here is recorded as “Al-Mawla al-Sadr al-Kabir al-
‘Alim al-Fadil Malik al-Hukama Sultan al-Muhaqgiqin Mu’ayyid al-Din.” The
work has no recorded title. Its subject is about the survival of the human
soul after the death of the body. It is located between foilos 103b-104b. The
number of lines on each folio is variable: 32 lines on 103b and 36 lines on

104a. It also has no copyist name or date recorded.

Sharh al-Nikat al-Daruriyya al-Arba ‘iniyya: This is the second work subjected
to in our study that we have also identified as belonging to al-Samargandi.
The title of the work is recorded on the third inner cover of the composite
volume as Sharh al-Nikat, and as Sharh al-Nikat al-Daruriyya al-Arba ‘iniyya on
105a. In the introduction (105b), the commentator references the work as
al-Nasafi’s under the title al-Nikat al-Daruriyya al-Arba ‘iniyya. The work takes
place between folios 105b-150a. The author does not give the commentary
a separate name. The copyist’s name is recorded as ‘Ali b. Ahmad b. ‘Ali al-
Barchinlighi, and the date of the copy is the end of Ramadan 728 (1328). The
commentator informs us that he wrote the work in Tabriz. Each page contains
22 lines, but the 22" line on each page is written as a half line centered on
the page. The margins of the work have some correction notes from place to
place, and the calligraphy style of those notes is the same as that in the text.
Apart from these correction notes, a quotation is found on the side using a
different calligraphy style and starting with “Qala al-Charpardi” (106a). This
quotation belongs to al-Charpardi's commentary, al-Nikdt (TSMK, III. Ahmet
3371, 18a).

Burhan al-Din Ibrahim b. Yasuf al-Bulghari (d. unknown), al-Fuhul fi Sharh
al-Fusul: The name of the work is recorded as Sharhun akhar li-I-Mugqaddimat
al-burhaniyya on the third inner cover of the composite volume and as Sharh
al-Mugqaddima al-burhaniyya al-musamma bi-Ma'arik al-fuhil at the beginning
of folio 151a. It is located between folios 151b-177b. Each page contains
24 lines, but just like in al-Samargandi’s commentary, al-Nikat, the 24® line
starts from the middle of the page. No copyist name or date is recorded.

Muhammad b. ‘Ali b. Abu Bakr b. ‘Ali al-Nasafi, Nikat daruriyya fi bayan
wahdat wajib al-wujud: The author contends that he applies the method of
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ilm al-nazar on the ten issues related to the unity of wajib al-wujid. It is
found between folios 178a-179b, each page having 24 lines. Just like in the
previous work, the 24™ line is centered on the middle of the page. No copyist
name or date is recorded.

We want to make the following notes for this composite volume: The primary
texts in the composite volume either belong to al-Nasafi or to the commentators on
his works; the works ¢, d, e, and j appear to have been added later to the composite
volume. The copyist’s name is recorded only on one of the primary texts from al-
Nasafi, al-Nikat, and at the end of al-Samarqandi’s commentary on al-Nikat. The
copyist name recorded in both works is ‘Ali b. Ahmad b. ‘Ali al-Barchinlighi. The
date of copy in al-Nasafi’s al-Nikdt is recorded as Shawwal 728/1328, and in al-
Samarqgandi’s Sharh al-Fusil as the middle of Safar 722/1322, and in al-Samarqandi’s
Sharh al-Nikdt as the end of Ramadan 728/1328. Both the copyist’s name and the
date of copy are essential as al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusul seems to have been
copied nine months before his death, the date of which being 22 Shawwal 722/3
(November 1322). Al-Nasafi’s al-Nikat and Sharh al-Nikat, which we claim to belong
to al-Samargandi, seem to have been copied six years after al-Samarqandr’s death.
Although the name of the copyist is recorded only in two works, their calligraphy
style is exactly the same as that of the other eight main works in the composite
volume. Therefore, claiming that all the main works in the composite volume were
copied by the same person would not be incorrect. The calligraphy style in the main
works from the composite volume is as follows:

Al-Nasafi, al-Fusil, 1b.
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Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Nikat, 105b

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Nikat, 155a.

As for the works ¢, d, e, and j in the composite volume, they appear to have been
added later; the calligraphy styles differ from those of the other commentaries on
the works of al-Nasafi. However, the calligraphy styles in these four works are very

similar; therefore, they also appear to have been copied by the same person.

3. Konya Regional Manuscripts Library, Burdur 133. Nine works are
found in the composite volume. The first inner cover of the composite volume
contains the statement, “This volume contains some treatises on the art of khilaf.”
The second inner cover has the statement, “These nine treatises are on the art of
khilaf and jadal, with an introduction from ‘adab al-bahth.” The followings are the

works in the composite volume:

(a) Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Fusil: It occurs between folios 1b-21b, each
containing 11 lines. No copyist name or date has been recorded. The chapter titles
are written in red ink. The top of 1a has the statement, “Matnu muqaddimatin min
adab al-bahth.” Notes are found crammed on the margins of the text between

folios 5b-13a and have the same calligraphy style as that of the text.
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Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Sharh al-Fusul: It is located between folios 24b-105a,
each containing 13 lines. The chapter titles are written in red ink. The top of
page 24a has the title Sharh al-Muqaddima and beneath it, Sharh al-musannif
li-I-Fusul. Notes are found on the margins of the pages written in the same
calligraphy style as that of the text. The copyist is Husayn (Hasan) b. ‘Ali. The
date is 727 (1327), and the place is Tabriz.

This has a text extracted from a commentary on al-Fusul and is located
between folios 105b—107a. However, we could not identify the source from
which it was taken. It does not belong to the author or to al-Samarqandi’s
commentary. Each page contains 26 lines. The text is unexpectedly
interrupted. No copyist name or date has been recorded. It is more of a long

note rather than a separate work.
This has another work on page 107a and contains 20 lines.

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Tardjih: It takes place between folios 111b-113b
and discusses how one proof is preferred in the mu ‘Grada over another, which
is the main area where the adab/jadal/mundzara takes place. The beginning of
page 111a has the statement, “Al-Tarajih li-Mawlanda Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi,”
written in red ink. Each folio has 25 lines per side. The word Fasl is written in
red ink. No copyist name is found, but the date is recorded as the beginning
of the month of Shaban 727 (1327). Al-Tardjih was published by Sharifa al-
Hushani.?®

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul: It is recorded under the name Miftdh al-
nazar in the library catalogue. This name must have been chosen by taking
Katib Celebi as the reference. The work is located between folios 117b-180b.
Numerous corrections and explanatory notes are found on the margins
of folios 117b-130b. The beginning of folio 117a has the statement “The
composition of the book was started at the beginning of the month Safar
728.” The words gdla-agilu in the commentary are written in red ink, and the
important sentences and subject changes are also underlined in red ink. The
copyist name is not recorded, but the copy is dated 14 Safar 728/14 February
1328, which means that the copy was made six years after al-Samargandi’s

death. The place where the copy was made is Tabriz.

See Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Tarajih, critical ed. Sharifa al-Hushani: Majallat Jami‘at al-Malik Su‘ad
19 (1428/2007), pp. 889-959.
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Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: It is located between
folios 181b-214b. The beginning of 181a contains the expression “Sharh al-
Mansha’ li-musannif al-Mansha'.” Each page contains 15 lines. Corrections
and explanatory notes are found on the margins of the folios along with the
commentary. The copyist’s name is Husayn (Hasan) b. ‘Ali; the copy is dated

727; the place is recorded as Tabriz.

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Mansha’ al-nazar: The work is found between folios
215b-220a. The top of folio 215a has the expression, “Hadha kitab Mansha’
al-nazar.” Each page has 15 lines. Apart from a few corrections, no reader
notes are found on the margins of the folios. No copyist name, date, or place

is recorded.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: Based on the evidence, we claim this work to belong
to al-Samarqgandi. It is located between folios 221b-251b with no author
registered in the catalogue. The top of folio 221a has the expression, “Sharh
Mansha'” Each page has 15 lines. The chapter titles are written in red ink. No

copyist name, date, or place is recorded.

We want to make the following notes for this composite volume: The calligraphy

style in al-Tarajih (work c) and the notes in work d appear to differ from the other

works; however, this difference seems to have emerged due to the choice of a

smaller calligraphy style: When the style of the letters is carefully examined, the

similarity with the writing style from the other works is seen. Therefore, we believe

that Husayn (Hasan) b. ‘Ali, whose name is recorded only in works b and g, is the

copyist for all works in this composite volume and also the author of the notes on

the

margins of the texts. The following are some examples of the calligraphy style

in the texts from this composite volume:
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Al-Nasafi, al-Fusil, 1b.

M’/‘)"

pTRp-
é

(A_a-u ‘ ,-{.n.m /,._____..4
;d-‘run P ,L,u‘r,/.v._a L.g/_u.-it__uu A2
\1;' Lt Ll‘_}‘(,.uwa 5 ) J‘;M

'}1

...c//g,d)}, uj,f‘_}léﬂio;&df‘.\uaww
L/,J';)ﬁ‘g[’ﬂb))udbfh‘d’/'l-«”?}u,

Al-Nasafi, Sharh al-Fusul, 24b.

& P PTE SRR 1 [

olas s /"V(jwté"af’._:"'
e ‘”t’-‘u’“b&aﬂrﬂﬁw
‘h‘(’,‘»e_,_.’@"
: »«-rf.(» o el

Al-Nasafi, Sharh al-Fusul, 105a.
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Al-Nasafi, al-Tarajih, 111b.

4. Siileymaniye Library, Ragip Paga 1297. The five works in this collection

are as follows:

(a) al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul: It is located between folios 1b—38a, each page
containing 31 lines. Subject changes and the words gala-aqulu are written in
red ink. Corrections and explanatory notes are found on the margins of the
folios from place to place. No copyist name, date, or place is recorded.

(b) Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Nikat: It is found between folios 39b-53a, each

page containing 31 lines. There is no hamdala or salwala at the beginning.
Because it contains 40 issues, the first denary starts with the title “Al-Ashr
al-awwal min al-Ustuqussdt,” and the remaining denaries are separated
respectively under the titles “Al-Ashr al-thani min al-Ustuqussat,” “Al-‘Ashr
al-thalith min al-Ustuqussat,” and “Al-Ashr al-rabi‘* min al-Ustuqussat.” This
division is in line with al-Samarqandi’s explanation of why it is called

Ustuqussat at the end of the commentary on al-Nikdt in the other collections
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above. In addition, this copy ends with the expression “tamma al-Ustuqussat”

just like in the commentary that we claim belongs to al-Samarqandi.

Sharh al-Nikat: Based on the evidence, we claim this work to belong to al-
Samarqandi. It is recorded in the library catalogue with no identified author
and is located between folios 53b-86b. The pages each contain 31 lines.
The first denary has no “Al-Ashr al-awwal min al-Ustuqussat.” However, the
remaining denaries are separated respectively under the titles “Al-Ashr al-
thani min al-Ustuqussat,” “Al-Ashr al-thalith min al-Ustuqussat,” and “Al-Ashr
al-rabi‘ min al-Ustuqussat.” The copy is dated 25 Jumada al-akhira 761/25
June 1360 and the copyist’s name is Abu al-‘Ala Muhammad b. Abi-l-Hasan

(Husayn) al-Isfarayini.

This short text belongs to Mulla Khusraw (d.1480) and is located between
folios 87b-88a. The copy is dated 877 (1473). This text was written by Mulla
Khusraw himself, recorded as follows: “These lines are written by Muhammad
b. Faramurz b. ‘Ali, who is in need of Allah, the Almighty and self-Sufficient.”
There is also the explanation “that is mawlana Khusraw, rasimahu Allah” in

red ink under the name.

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: It is found between folios
89b-106a, each containing 29 lines. The chapter titles are written in red ink.
The date of the copy is not recorded. The name of the copyist is recorded as

“Muhammad ... al-mansub ...”*

This collection has no copyist name or date recorded for works a and b. As we

shall see below, the calligraphy styles in works a, b, and ¢ resemble one another.

Therefore, we believe that these three works were copied by the same copyist,

whose name occurs at the end of the work. The nisba of the copyist for work e could

not be read. The following are some examples from the works:
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Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul,

Al-Nasafi, al-Nikat/al-Ustukussat, 38b.
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Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Nikat, 53b.

Mulla Khusraw, 87b.
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Al-Nasafi, Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, 89b

5. Siileymaniye Library, Laleli 2243. Four works are found in this collection.

Risala fi Ithbat al-wajib: Its author’s name is recorded as Muhammad al-
Khadari (d. unknown); however, the nisba on folio 1a-1b has been misread
and the name of the work shortened. The full name of the author is recorded
as al-Sayyid al-Sharif Shams al-Din Muhammad al-Khafari on folio 1a.>® The
author recorded the name of the work in the collection as Risala fi Ithbat
wadjib al-wujud bi-lI-dhat wa-sifatihi bi-l-dald’il. The work is located between
folios 1b-55b, with each page containing 21 lines. No copyist name, date, or
place is recorded.

Risala fi ummahat al-‘ulim. This is the name recorded in the library catalogue,
while Hasr ummahat al-‘uliim is recorded as the name on folio 1a. The work
starts on folio 53b with the name Hasr ummahat al-ma‘arif. It is located
between folios 53b-55b, and each page contains 21 lines. No copyist name,

date, or place is recorded.

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Nikat: It is located between folios 56b-81a; each
page contains 21 lines. The work is recorded as al-Ustuqussat fi al-jadal on
folio 1a and as al-Istigsaat fi al-nukat in the library catalogue. The 40 issues
discussed in the work, as we have explained above, are separated respectively
under the titles “Al-‘Ashr al-awwal min al-Ustuqussat,” “Al-Ashr al-thani min
al-Ustuqussat,” “Al-Ashr al-thalith min al-Ustuqussat,” and “Al-Ashr al-rabi ‘min
al-Ustuqussat.” It ends with the expression “tamma al-Ustuqussat” just like in

al-Samarqandi’s commentary. No copyist name, date, or place is recorded.
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(d) Sharh al-Nikat: Based on the evidence, we claim this work to belong to al-
Samargandi. It takes place between folios 81b-148a. This copy also has
the same note that was copied in Tabriz. The title is recorded as Sharh al-
Ustuqussat on la. The copy was made according to the decimal system
following the explanation made at the end of the commentary. The bottom
of folios 136a-148a have been water damaged. The explanation above, which
we think belongs to al-Samargandi, is also available at the bottom of folio
148a. However, the two lines following this explanation are could not be read

due to the water damage.

Because the calligraphy style in this collection’s four works is the same, the
copy must have been made by the same copyist. The name of the copyist and date

might possibly be on the illegible parts of the folios.

Al-Khafari, Risala fi Ithbat wajib al-wujud, 1b.
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Risala fi ummahat al-‘ulum, 53b.

Al-Nasafi, al-Nikat/al-Ustuqussat, 56b.

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Nikat, 81b.
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Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Nikat, 148a.

v

The following points are in regard to the composite volumes registered in these

collections:

Point 1. In the collections of Reisiilkiittab 1203, Ragip Paga 1297, Laleli
2243, Burdur 133, and Sehid Ali Paga 2303, in which al-Nasafi’'s al-Nikat takes
place, al-Nasafi’'s works start with the same hamdala and salwala with some minor
differences. The hamdala and salwala in al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusul commentary
on al-Nasafi’s al-Fusiul are identical with those from the works contained in the
collections Burdur 133, Reisiilkiittab 1203, Sehid Ali Paga 2303, and Ragip Paga
1297. However, the library catalogues show no identified authors on record. These
signs have led us to the possibility that the works recorded with no identified
author in the work or the library catalogues might belong to al-Samargandi. The

findings and comparisons are as follows:
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Table 1.

Comparison of the Collections Burdur 133, Reisiilkiittab 1203, Sehid Ali Pasa 2303, and Ragip Pasa 1297

Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi

Shams al-Din al-Samarqandi

1.1

&W@wbg:lw‘g)&.h&J
dTJMdﬁ)&fMUEMU
NN

al-Fusul: Pehlivan-Ceylan’s
edition (AUIFD 56/2, 43;
Burdur 133, 1b; Sehid Ali Paga
2303, 82b; Ayasofya 2468, 1b.)
Sharh al-Fusul: Sharifa al-
Hushani’s edition, (Riyad
1432), 28; Burdur 133, 24b.

1.2

(’MUEM‘)‘&M‘UJ&M‘
ool Ty ez gy Lo

al-Fusul: Reisiilkiittab 1203,
1b.

1.3

cg“d:&uﬁw|jg:lu\g)4il.x&|
'MTJTJJ"";A‘S}‘)&ZJ‘L“JU

al-Fusul: Ayasofya 2566, 30b.

Lo daz Jo 3 slall s Galall Oy s Ao
oAl el s T e 5 s I

Sharh al-Fusul: Sehid Ali Paga
2303, 2b; Ragip Paga 1297, 1b;
The National Library: 50 Damad
187, 1b; Burdur 133, 117b;
Reistlkiittab 1203, 40b.
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conizall B35 Sl o b dad]
dT}MW?&rM‘}SMU

al-Nikat: Reistilkiittab 1203,
17b.

M&EM‘}M‘;‘JJ@M‘
oAUl el s AT Lo s o M s

Sharh al-Nikat: Reistulkittab
1203, 105b.

Sharh al-Nikat: Laleli 2243,
81b.

ol

Sharh al-Nikat: Sehid Ali Paga
2303, 113b.

v o o35kl Gradadl Oy db o
oAl el s T L 5 s L

Sharh al-Nikat: Ragip Paga 1297,
53b.
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3.1

cWi}beQ:lw‘g)&J.o.;J
deMU}M)&PfM\}EMU
S|

Mansha’ al-nazar: Stikri
Ozen’s edition: (Magalat
1999/2), p. 193; Burdur 13,
215b; Reistilkiittab 1203, 11b;
Ayasofya 2566, 42a; Bursa
inebey: Orhan Gazi 778, 26b.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar:
Burdur 133, 181b; Sehid
Ali Paga 2303, 95a; Beyazit
Library, Veliytiddin Efendi
2855, 1b; Esad Efendi 3034,
79b.

o o o 55kl s Gradadl Oy db o
cop AUl aloesl s T Lo s e LI

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: Burdur
133, 221b; Reisiilkiittab 1203,
80b;

3.2

?&3;@\)‘&&‘9)&%\
ol Ty des ails

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: TSMK:
I11. Ahmet 3371, 1b.

Ao e 3 slall s Gpadadl Oy db e
oAl el s T e 5 s I

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar: Sehid
Ali Paga: 2303, 98a.
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Al-Tarajih: (Sharifa al-
Hushani’s edition), p. 904.
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Al-Tarajih: Burdur 133, 111b.

As can be seen in Table 1, the hamdala and salwala al-Nasafi used in his studies
on ‘ilm al-nazar (khilaf/jadal) resemble those in 1.1, 3.1, and 4.1. Therefore, the
expressions “wa-I- ‘dgiba li-I-muttagin” in 1.2, 3.2, and 4.2 and “wa-I-salam” in 1.3,
3.2, and 4.2 are missing. Also, the expression “ald khayr khalgih” is preferred over
“ald rasulih” in 2 and 3.2. Do these shortcomings and changes belong to the author
or the copyist? Whether these belong to the author or the copyist, they had no
authority to change the actual construction and meaning. However, we believe the
expressions we consider as shortcomings are intentional or unintentional usages by
the copyists, while the expressions we consider to be changes are embellishments
from the author. We would like to add the following about the hamdala and salwala:
the hamdala and salwala used in the copy made by ‘Abd Allah b. Sulayman on
23 Muharram 681 (which later passed to Muhammad b. ‘Amr b. Muhammad al-
’Anasi),” those used by al-Kirmani in his commentary on al-Fusul,*” those used

and referenced to the author by the copyist of the commentary ‘Umdat al-nuzzar®

26  Al-Nasafi, al-Fusul, Corum Hasan Paga Manuscript Library, no. 1071, 80a. The date 681 is important, as
the date of al-Nasafi’s death is 687; hence, this copy of al-Fusul was copied during Al-Nasaff’s lifetime.
Based on the note from Muhammad b. ‘Amr b. Muhammad al-Anasi, who copied all of the works in the
composite volume except for al-Fusil and some of the works in the madrasas of Mustansiriyya (157a)
and Nahjuwan (138a), he possible may have seen al-Nasafi, or at least ‘Abd Allah b. Sulayman from
whom he had obtained al-Fusul, by attending al-Nasafi’s seminars.

27  ‘Abd al-Rahim b. Mahmud al-Kirmani, Sharh al-Fusul, TSMK, III. Ahmed 3371, 89b.

28  ‘Umdat al-nuzzar, Sileymaniye Library, Ayasofya 2566, 46b.
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(which Ozen regards as anonymous)? on al-Fusiil, and those used and commented
upon word verbatim by al-Khassi (d. 8" century) in his commentary titled ‘Ayn
al-nazar®® are exactly the same as those used in 1.1. Therefore, the testimonies of
the copyists and the commentary copied at the time of al-Nasafi seem to confirm
Table 1.

As for the hamdala and salwala used by al-Samarqandi in his commentaries,
they are all the same except for the additional word rasulu in the commentary
on al-Nikat from the copy in the $ehid Ali Paga collection and the missing word
Muhammad in the commentary Mansha al-nazar from the copy in the Sehid Ali
Paga collection. These are likely to be an addition and omission from the copyists
because these are not found in the copy of Sharh al-Fusil registered in the $ehid Ali
Paga collection. Besides, even if we accept that these are the authors’ choices, the
addition and omission are not such that they might affect the main construction
and meaning. In addition, the hamdala and salwala used by al-Samarqandi in his
works al-Mu'taqadat, al-Anwar al-ilahiyya, Sharh al-Anwar al-ilahiyya, and Sharh al-
Lama‘at al-rabi‘a min kitab al-Anwar al-ilahiyya are the same as those given in the

following table:

Table 2.
Comparison of the Hamdala and Salwala in Laleli 2432 with Al-Samargandi’s

, ) ) o Sharh al-Anwar al- Sharh Lama‘at al-
al-Mu‘taqadat al-Anwar al-ilahiyya | __ . .
) ) ilahiyya rabi‘a
Laleli 2432 Laleli 2432 ; )
Laleli 2432 Laleli 2432
cOmedall oy b dad] . ekl Oy b ok
) =04 aw\g)ﬂw\ cw‘g)%.l.&\ ) =@
o e i shally ” - . Ok Al e e o315
. _ A.‘U-’w.;‘_}&fwb db.usw&a)ldb . _
MLMUA.”&) . . mWUs\ﬂ&)
oAl wleol el gl
ot (138b) (153b) s
(34b) (163b)

29  Ozen, “llm-i Hilaf”, p. 178.
30 Muhammad b. Shihab al-Khassi, ‘Ayn al-nazar, TSMK, III. Ahmed 1259, 2b-3b.
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We would like to point out one last thing regarding the hamdala and salwala
used by both authors: Kitab ‘Ayn al-nazar fi al-mantiq fi ilm al-jadal is registered as
al-Samarqandi’s work in the catalogues and was prepared for publication by Walter
Edward Young.®' The work has an encompassing name; additionally, al-Samarqandi
deals with the concepts of taldzum (necessity), dawardn (entailment), and tandfi
(contradiction), which are described by al-Samarqandi as “pure rational proofs”
both in Sharh al-Fusul and Sharh Mansha' al-nazar. The expression fi-l-mantiq as
part of the work’s name can be read as indicating the fact that the author accepts
these proofs as purely rational. What attracts our attention here is that the hamdala
and salwala used in the work resembles those used by by al-Nasafi, not those used
by al-Samarqandi. However, the expression used by al-Nasafi, “wa-l-‘aqiba li-1-
muttaqin,” is missing. The hamdala and salwala presented in Table 2 is exactly the
same as those al-Nasafi used in his work al-Tardjih (registered in Burdur 133). The

comparison is as follows:

Table 3.

Comparison of Al-Samargandi’s Hamdala and Salwala with Those of Al-Nasaft’s

Al-Samarqandi Al-Nasafi
https://pages.ceres.rub.de/ayn-al-nazar/ | al-Tardjih: Burdur 133, 111b.

Ty dat e Lo 5 sheally el oy o] | e Al e B sbaall g ecppallall oy o danll
Y| el 4ll g

Point 2. After having compared the hamdalas and salwalas in these relevant
works, which constitutes a piece of evidence supporting our claim that the
commentary al-Nikat registered in the collections of Ragip Paga 1297/3 (53b-86b),
Sehid Ali Paga 2303/7 (113b-157a), and Reisiilkittab 1203/7 (105b-150a) belong
to al-Samarqgandi, we want now to present another piece of evidence. Al-Samarqandi
refers to his own books al-Anwidr al-ilahiyya and Qistas al-afkar fi tahqiq al-asrar
when commenting on the fifth issue of al-Nikat, talaq rij7. The self-reference al-

Samargandi makes to his work is as follows:

31  See https://pages.ceres.rub.de/ayn-al-nazar/ (11.25.2019)
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Table 4.

Evidence Involving Al-Samarqandi’s Self-Reference

Ragip Paga 1297/3, 60a; Sehid Ali
orlandlls S5V G ol all s Paga 2303/7, 123a; Reisiilkiittab
1203/7,115a.

Another point that supports this reference as belonging to al-Samarqandi is
that almost the exact same sentence takes place verbatim in his work Sharh al-
Fusul. After stating the impossibility of what is contrary to the necessary existing

together with the necessitated, al-Samarqandi says:
72 el L} ob S5 alb da s
Another thing we want to point out regarding these references is this: When
dealing with the 37" issue in Sharh al-Nikat, the commentator refers to his other
work, al-Talkhis. As we could not find this body of work in the library catalogues
despite all our efforts, we have not included the work in the title and content of

this study. Therefore, we believe that a new work from al-Samargandi might be

revealed. The commentator’s reference is as follows:

? el U S5 (S b Sl IV Last o)

Siikrii Ozen, in his article “Ilm-i Hilaf,” identifies two glosses (hashiya) on al-
Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusul, one of which belongs to ‘Abd al-Rahim b. Mahmud b.
Muhammad al-Kirmani (TSMK, III. Ahmed 3371 & 1259). As for the other one, he
states that its name could not be identified (TSMK, III. 1316; Fatih 3087).3* While
examining these works on which Ozen had given information, we encountered the
following: (a) we have determined that the work registered at TSMK, III. Ahmed
3371/3 (89b-162b) and TSMK, III. Ahmed 1259/2 is not a gloss that al-Kirmani
wrote on al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusil, but a direct commentary written on al-
Fusul. This is because al-Kirmani never quotes from al-Samarqgandi’s commentary
in his references of gala or gawluhu, but rather does so directly from al-Fusul.
Additionally, he refers in his commentary mainly to Sharh al-Fusul among al-
Samarqandi’s commentaries, as well as his Sharh al-Nikat and Sharh Mansha ' al-
nazar; (b) We have determined that the gloss registered at Fatih 3087, which Ozen

32 Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public Library of Burdur, no.133, 128b.
33  Reisiilkiittab 1203/7, 148a.
34  Ozen, “llm-i Hilaf”, 177.
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hasrecorded as anonymous, belongs to Kamal al-Din al-Turkani (d. post 755/1354).
We have identified two more copies of this gloss: Atif Efendi 2848/3 and Ankara
National Library’s 50 Damat 187/3. One of the copies of the gloss registered at
TSMK, III. Ahmed 1316, which was also identified by Ozen, is recorded with no
identified author,* yet we found in the first copy we came across the record hashiya
li-I-Samargandi in the first inner cover of the composite volume, as well as the
record Hadha hashiya-i sharh-i Fusul-i Nasafi li-I-Sayyid al-Samarqandi on folio 61a.
However, the second copy we found is recorded only by the name of its author
and the work: hashiya-i sharh-i Samargandi li-mawlana Kamal al-Din al-Turkani (1a).
In addition, the commentary written by Kamal al-Din al-Turkani on Ma/imud b.
Muhammad b. ‘Amr al-Chaghmini’s (6.1221/618?) al-ilm al-hay'a is found in the
composite volume. This commentary is recorded under several names: (a) Sharh
Chaghmini fi ‘ilm al-hay'a bi-khagt mu’allifih al-fadil Kamal al-Din al-Turkani, (b)
Sharh Chaghmini li-Turkani fi ilm al-hay’a on folio 1a, (c) Sharhuh ‘ald al-Mulakhkhas
fi al-hay’a bi-khattih after the record Hashiya-i Sharh-i Samarqandi li-mawland
Kamal al-Din al-Turkani in his commentary on al-Samarqandi’s work, and (d) Sharh
Chaghmini bi-khattih li-Turkdni fi ilm al-hay’a on folio 92a. In any case, the note
ana al-da‘T al-jani Kamal al-Turkani (135b)3 at the end of the commentary testifies
to the fact that the calligraphy style of the copy belongs to the author. Al-Turkani
records that he wrote the work in the city of Gulistan in 755. As al-Samarqandi died
in 722, the following questions come to mind: Did al-Turkani see al-Samarqandi
and take lessons from him as one of his students? If not, when writing the gloss on
al-Samarqandi, was he aware of and did he reference these commentaries that are
the subject of our investigation? Although we could find no evidence that would
enable us to give a definite affirmative answer to the first question, al-Turkani
still may have attended al-Samarqandi’s classes due to the following reasons: (a)
Katib Celebi’s narration states that al-Samarqgandi wrote his work Sharh al-Fusul
in Mardin at the request of a group of students and that he donated it to the Sakib
of Mardin Abu al-Harith Kara Arslan’s library.®” (b) Al-Turkani also possessed the

nisba of al-Mardini.?® Moreover, al-Turkani’s mention of some of the acts of sama*

35  Ozenrecordstheworkat TSMK,III. Ahmed 1316, mistakenly, both asthe glosson Al-Samarqandi’s Sharh
al-Fusul (“Ilm-i Hilaf,” 177) and as an anonymous commentary on al-Fusul (“Ilm-i Hilaf,” 178).

36 Itis interesting that al-Turkani writes the word Turk by adding the letter ; in it: J|s L& <l (4]
g,

37  Katib Celebi, Kashf, 11, 1803.

38  http://www.yazmalar.gov.tr/eser/serhul-mulahhas-f%C3%AEl-heye/58267 (December 6, 2019).
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in his gloss allows us to interpret them in a way that supports this possibility.*
(c) We have found a definite answer to our second question in this gloss. In his
gloss, al-Turkani refers to al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Nikat and Sharh Mansha' al-
nazar, which we will reconsider as belonging to al-Samarqandi below. Al-Turkani’s

reference is as follows:

Table 5.
Al-Turkani’s Reference to Sharh al-Nikat and Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar as Belonging to Al-Samargandi

o VS by O Sl el 83 Lo e ls O] ilalll odgs
Cris Al lee o 55 2 llis G cinall Lo o yladl dle

U]
The National Library: 50
Once you understand this delicacy, you would Damad 187. 48a: Fatih
answer all the questions the commentator [al- 3087. 23a

Samarqandi] asked the writer [al-Nasafi] in this
commentary [Sharh al-Fusul], and Sharh Mansha’
al-nazar, and Sharh al-Nikat .

As seen above, al-Turkani states in the same sentence that al-Samarqandi

wrote the commentary for all three of al-Nasafi’s works.

Based on the clues and evidence we have presented, we have come to the
conclusion that the commentary al-Nikat registered in the catalogues above

belongs to al-Samarqandi.

\'

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar as belonging to Samarqandi. The things that we have
mentioned for Sharh al-Nikat in Tables 1 and 5 apply for al-Samarqgandi’s Sharh
Mansha’ al-nazar. We now want to compare the commentary Mansha  with the

copies and contents of other works from al-Samarqgandi.

(A). At this point, our first reference is to al-Samarqandi’s commentary,

Basharat al-Isharat, written on Ibn Sina’s al-Isharat:

39  Kamal al-Din al-Turkani, Hashiya ‘ald sharh al-Fusul, The National Library, 50 Damad 187, 64b, 67b,
83a.
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Table 6.

The Reference to Al-Samarqandi’s Commentary, Basharat al-Isharat

Basharat al-Isharat

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar

al-Samarqandi, Bashardt al-Isharat, ed.
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, #2. Necmettin Pehlivan and Muhammed

Celik (unpublished work), #3.
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Although some of the words occur at different places within the sentences of
the two texts given in the table above, the simplicity, clarity, and terminological
similarity in the construction of their sentences have motivated us to think that
the author of the commentary Mansha’ is al-Samarqandi because, when it comes
to different authors, encountering such harmonies in classical works, especially in
their introductions, is simply unlikely. In these introductions of the works written
on the same subject, the authors try to show their competence at the highest level
possible. These introductions are also places where the author tries to catch the
reader’s interest and prevent them from losing attention. Therefore, we believe

that these phrases belong to al-Samarqandi.

(B). Another comparison will be between al-Samarqandi’s perhaps most famous
work, Risala fi adab al-bahth, and his other work Qistds, which is devoted mostly to
logic with the last part dealing with adab. The similarities we have detected are as

follows:
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Table 7.

Similarities among Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, Risala fi adab al-bahth, and Qistas al-afkar as Evidence

of al-Samarqandi as the Author of Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar,
#3.

Risala fi adab al-bahth

Al-Samargandji, Risdla
fiadab al-bahth, critical
ed. Necmettin Pehlivan
(unpublished work), #3.

Qistas al-afkar

Al-Samarqandi, Qistds
al-afkar, critical ed.
Necmettin Pehlivan,
#984.
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In the classical tradition, the phrases that refer to the content of the subjects
being examined in the work are used starting after the hamdala and salwala using
the method of bard‘at al-istihlal until leading into the main subject-matter. The
above phrases are identical to each other in terms of wording. Also, they point
to the content of the works. The concept that plays the key role here is the one
underlined in Table 7 because Al-Samarqandi does not grant the debating parties
(mu‘allil and sa’il) the right to commit ilzdm or ifhdm against an opponent who
violates the rule. Therefore, when he describes munazara in terms of its purpose in

Risala,*® he uses the concept of al-sawab instead of haqq and sidg:

A al] L] il Bl 3 Ul 8 il o s

His preference for the concept of al-sawdb can be regarded as pointing to the idea
that adab is entirely based on logical principles. Thus, al-Samarqandi deals with the
subject of adab in his Qistds after discussing all topics of logic. This is not a simple
classification, but a goal-oriented one that should be read as a process of situating
ilm al-nazar/khilaf/jadal/mundzara. This art was excluded from jurisprudential
works on a logical basis starting with Rukn al-Din al-‘Amidi’s efforts. Therefore,
the prayer used in the commentary of Mansha’ should be read as an indication of

the content of the work beyond simple preference.

40  Al-Samarqandi, Risdla fi adab al-baHth, #5/1. (# is used to indicate the paragraph throughout the text.)
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(C). Now, we want to make a comparison of al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusul,
which was described as the most beautiful commentary on al-Nasaft’s al-Fusul by

Katib Celebi, with Risdla fi adab al-bahth:

Table 8.
Comparison of al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Fusul with Risala fi adab al-bahth as Evidence of Sharh

Mansha’ al-nazar Belonging to al-Samarqandi.

Sharh al-Fusiil
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar arv et Risala fi adab al-bahth

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-
Fusul, The Public Library of
Burdur 133, 122a.

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar,
#5.

Al-Samarqandji, Risala
fi adab al-bahth, #6/2.
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The phrases in the commentary on Mansha’ clearly are the summary of the
expressions in Sharh al-Fusul and it (Mansha’) is nearly identical to Risdla. We also
want to confirm this identicalness by presenting the difference between Qistds,
which al-Samarqandi dedicated to logic, and its commentary: while al-Samarqandi
defines the proof under the heading daldlat al-alféz in Qistds just like al-Nasafi does,
he revises this definition in Sharh al-Qistds. The respective definition and revision

in Qistas* and Sharh al-Qistas* are as follows:

41  Al-Samarqandi, Qistds, 84, #38.
42 Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Qistas, critical ed. Necmettin Pehlivan (unpublished work), p. 38.
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(D). We now can make the second comparison from Sharh al-Fusil through the

definition of daldla:

Table 9.

Comparison from Sharh al-Fusul Using the Definition of Dalala as Further Evidence

Sharh al-Fusiil
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar anta-rust

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, #6. .
Library of Burdur 133, 122b.

The only differences between the two phrases are the words hiya, bi-tahaqquq,

and gkhar, which are not related to the content in Sharh al-Fusul.

(E). Another comparison with Sharh al-Fusul is related to the classification of the proofs:

Table 10

Another Comparison from Sharh al-Fusul as Further Evidence

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar Sharh al-Fusul

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public

Library of Burdur 133, 122b.
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Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, #7-8.
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Al-Nasafi divides proofs into two parts in both works: a proof can be either
merely rational or both rational and based on narration. According to both works,
because rational proof results in dawr and tasalsul, it yields no conclusion. The
agreement in the construction of the above phrases expressing this situation is

explicit. However, on this occasion, we would like to indicate a few points:

(a) Al-Nasafi defines proof (dalil) in al-Fusul,*® his commentary,** and Sharh

Mansha’ al-nazar,* respectively, as follows:

Ll 5T Ol L& J Il s g g0 o lall e ol e 3 (g0 g I

g US o 5T Lo 5T 05 Wi J Il s gor g ol e ol 5 (s 01 9 JJ
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The definition in al-Fusul seems to be commented on and completed in Sharh
al-Fusul and Sharh Mansha'. Al-Nasafi does not accept the pure/mahdan narration-
based proof as a piece of evidence. His following assessment from his discussion
of the pure rational and narration-based proof can be read as the effect of the

Hanafi tradition, known as advocates of reasoned opinion (ahl al-ra y). Al-Nasafi’s

assessment in Sharh al-Fusul* and Sharh Mansha’,*” respectively, is as follows:

I Gl B D Al s g gy el s ol 5l Doy 055 0T5 0 Y
(Jandl Sl B ey 0T VI iy Y Ul e alall SLs NI OY cloned ¢ ol
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(b) Al-Samargandi’s classification in Table 10 is in agreement with al-Nasaff’s
assessment above. Both authors believe the pure/mahd narration-based proof to

lead to dawr and tasalsul. We believe that behind the concept of al-sawab, as used

43 Burhan al-Din al-Nasafi, al-Fusal (in Pehlivan & Ceylan’s “Adabu’l-Bahs”), 43.
44  Al-Nasafi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public Library of Burdur, no.133, 27b.

45  Al-Nasafi, Sharh Mansha " al-nazar, The Public Library of Burdur 133, 182a.
46  Al-Nasafi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public Library of Burdur 133, 27b-28a.

47  Al-Nasafi, Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, 182a.
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in the definition of mundzara and the prayer in the Table 7, lies al-Samarqandi’s

description of proof and his related classification.
(F) Our fourth comparison from Sharh al-Fusul is associated with the number
of proofs:

Table 11.
The Fourth Comparison from Sharh al-Fusul Related to Number of Proofs

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar Sharh al-Fusul

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusil, The Public
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, #9. Library of Burdur 133, 122b.
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The construction and content of both statements above are identical except for

the difference of the occurrence of the words al-sunna and al-khabar.

Al-Samarqandi’s statement that the number of the shari proofs is five deserves
attention. this is because the position that the Hanafi tradition takes is well known
to be four shar i proofs: al-kitab, al-sunna, ijma‘, and giyas.*® The classification of shari
proofs into five appears to have started with the famous Ash‘ari methodologist al-
‘Amidi (d. 631/1233). He increased the number of shar' proofs to five by adding al-

istidlal,*® and he discusses this by classifying it into five parts: “judgment requiring

» o« P

reason (sabab),” “nafy al-madarik,” “the giyas of al-igtirani and al-istithnd’i,” and

48  Fakhr al-Islam ‘Ali b. Mu/{ammad al-Pazdawi, Usul al-Pazdawi, critical ed. Sa’id Bakdash (Beirut: Dar
al-Basha'ir al-Islamiyya, 2014), 94-95; Shams al-A'imma al-Sarakhsi, Usul al-Sarakhsi, critical ed. Abu
al-Wafa al-Afghani (Beirut: Dar al-Fikr, 2005), p. 217; 'Ala al-Din al-Samarqandi, Mizan al-usul fi natdij
al-‘uqul, critical ed. MuHammad Zaki ‘Abd al-Barr (Cairo: Maktabat Dar al-Turath, 1997), p. 76; AHmad
b. ‘Ali Ibn al-Sa‘ati, Nihayat al-wusul ila ‘ilm al-usul, critical ed. Ibrahim Shams al-Din (Beirut: Dar
al-Kutub al-Tlmiyya, 2004), p. 127; Hafiz al-Din Abu al-Barakat al-Nasafi, Kashf al-Asrar SharH al-
musannif ‘ald al-Manar (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-Tlmiyya, n.d.), I, 12.

49  Sayf al-Din al-Amidji, al-ahkam fi usal al-aHkam, ed. Ibrahim al-Ajaz (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-Tlmiyya,
2005), I, pp. 135-136.
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“istishab.” Like al-‘Amidi, Ibn al-Hajib (d. 646/1249), one of the most influential
names in the late history of methodology, regards al-istidlal as the fifth proof and
classifies it in three parts: talazum, istishdb, and shar‘u man qablana.® Ibn al-Hajib
seems to have united the first three parts of al-‘Amidi’s classification under the
class of taldzum. Unlike al-‘Amidi, he places the proof of shar'u man qablana after
the proof of istishab.

Although al-Samarqandi follows al-‘Amidi and Ibn al-Hajib’s approach of
increasing the number of the shar7 proofs to five, he noteworthily does not use the
term al-istidlal in naming the fifth proof. Also noteworthy is that he considers the
fifth proof as a rational proof and exemplifies this using the concepts of taldzum,
tandfi, and dawaran. According to the statements he makes in the context of
the definition of al-istidlal in Sharh al-Fusul,>* al-istidlal does not meet the pure
rational proofs. In our opinion, al-Samarqandi’s classification of sharT proofs as
talazum, tandfi, and dawaran in addition to al-kitab, al-sunna, ijma‘, and giyds is the
systematized version of the classification found in Rukn al-Din al-‘Amidis book

al-Irshad.® 1In it, talazum, tandfi, dawardn, and burhan come after giyas.

On the other hand, al-‘Amidr’s use of the concept of al-istidlal in this sense
has found an important place in the jadal/khilaf/nazar literature in the 7th/13th
century. For instance, Abu Muhammad ibn al-Jawzi (d. 656/1258) from the
Hanbali circle, in his jadal book al-Idah, states the number of shar proofs to be five;
he includes al-istidlal, and states this approach to be accepted in the “gathering-
places (mahafil) of nazar.”>* In the chapter dedicated to the topic of al-istidldl, after
stating that the contemporary fugaha’ often referred to the proof of al-istidldl, he
goes on to say that 15 proofs were used in the context of al-istidlal.>> Aside from
two proofs, all 15 of thes proofs are subjects considered in the study of talazum
and syllogism.*® Another example of this case is Najm al-Din al-Tufi (d. 716/1316).
After stating al-istidlal as the fifth proof, he briefly examines the 15 proofs used in

50  al-Amidi, al-ahkam, vol. II, 361-375.

51  For the fivefold classification see Jamal al-Din Ibn al-Hajib, Mukhtasar Muntaha al-sul wa-l-amal fi ‘ilmay
al-usul wa-l-jadal, critical ed. Nadhir Hammadu (Beirut: Dar Ibn Hazm, 2006), vol. I, p. 370. For the
parts of al-istidlal see Ibn al-Hajib, Mukhtasar, vol. II, p. 1169.

52 al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusul, 123a.

53 Rukn al-Din al-‘Amidji, al-Irshad, Stileymaniye Library, Fatih 5405, 80b.

54  Aba MuHammad ibn al-Jawzi, Kitab al-Idah li-qawanin al-istilah, critical ed. Mahmad b. Muhammad
al-Sayyid al-Dughaym (Cairo: Maktabatu Madbuli, 1995), p. 143.

55  Ibn al-Jawzi, al-Idah, p. 170.

56  Ibn al-Jawzi, al-Idah, pp. 172-200.
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the context of al-istidlal by quoting from Ibn al-Mi‘mar al-Baghdadr’s (d. 642/1244-
5) book entitled Kitab al-Munazarat.”

Although al-‘Amidi’s presentation of al-istidlil was effective in the works on
jadal/khilaf/nazar, it was not accepted in the literature on Hanafi methodology.
The Hanafi jurist Ibn al-Sa‘ati (d. 694/1295), who was a contemporary of al-
Samarqandi and considered to be the pioneer of the combined method by uniting
the methodological works of Fakhr al-Islam al-Pazdawi (d. 482/1089) and al-‘Amidyi,
states explicitly that al-istidlal can not be regarded as proof.*® Also, the Hanafi
jurist Ibn al-Humam (d. 861/1457) and his student Ibn Amir Haj (d. 879/1474),
both of whom wrote on the combined method, state that al-istidlal cannot be an
independent proof and should be counted from the usil al-arba‘a.>® Al-Babarti (d.
876/1384), one of the commentators on Ibn al-Hajib, neither made any statement

supporting nor openly objected to al-istidlal as the fifth proof.®°

The Hanafis can even be argued to be affective in limiting the method to four
because they not only didn’t regard the proof of al-istidlal as an independent proof

but also proofs such as sharu man qablana, ta ‘a@mul [custom], and iktiyat, gawl al-
sahabi as they could be reduced to al-usul al-arba’a.®*

At this point, we would like to note a few things in particular for al-Nasafi.
Although al-Nasafi, unlike his commentator al-Samarqandi, does not present the
shar1 proofs by adding the purely rational ones to them in a fivefold classification,
he primarily examines the pure rational proofs in al-Fusul and then deals with the
following subjects in accordance with them. Even though al-Samarqgandi objects to
the many approaches taken by the author in Sharh al-Fusul, his lack of criticism on

this main construction is noteworthy.

57 Najm al-Din Sulayman b. ‘Abd al-Qawi al-Tufi, ‘Alam al-jadhal fi ‘ilm al-jadal, critical ed. Heinrich
Wolfhard (Wiesbaden: Franz Steiner Verlag, 1987), pp. 81-89.

58  Ibnal-Sa‘ati, Nihaya, p. 274.

59  Kamal al-Din Ibn al-Humam, al-Tahrir fi usil al-figh (Cairo: Matba‘at Mustafa al-Baba al-Halabi, 1351),
p- 522; Ibn Amiri Haj al-Halabi, al-Tagqrir wa-I-taHbir, ed. ‘Abd Allah MaHmud MuHammad (Beirut:
Dar al-Kutub al-‘ilmiyya, 1999), vol. III, p. 368. For a similar assesment see Sa'd al-Din al-Taftazani,
Sharh al-Talwih ‘ala al-Tawdih, ed. Zakariyya Umayrat (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-‘ilmiyya, n.d.), vol. I, p.
33; Sulayman b. Wali al-Izmiri, Hashiyat Miraat al-usul (Istanbul: Matbaat al-Haj Muharram Efendi al-
Bosnawi, 1302), vol. I, p. 82.

60  Akmal al- Din al-Babarti, al-Rudud wa-l-nuqud Sharh Mukhtasar Ibn al-Hajib, critical ed. Sayf Allah b.
Salih b. ‘Awn (Riyad: Maktabat al-Rushd, 2005), vol. I, pp. 462-463; vol. II, pp. 648-649.

61 Mulammad b. ‘Izz al-Din Ibn Malak, Sharh al-Mandr (Istanbul: Matba‘a-i ‘Amira, 1306), p. 6.
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(G) Another comparison over the separation of Madariyya (entailment) and

ijtima‘ (coexistence) into luzumi (necessary) and ittifaqi (coincidental) follows in

Tables 12 and 13:

Table 12.

Comparison of Madariyya in Sharh Mansha ' al-nazar and Sharh al-Fusil

Madariyya

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar Sharh al-Fusal

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public

Sharh al-Mansha’, #86.
At aransaa Library of Burdur 133, 142b.
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Table 13.

Comparison of Ijtima‘in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar and Sharh al-Fusil

Ijtima'

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar Sharh al-Fustl

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusil, The Public

Sharh al-Mansha’, #111. .
Library of Burdur 133, 124a.
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In the context of the distinction between luzumi and ittifdgi, the necessary
(luzami) relationship between two things means they require each other by a logical
entailment, while the coincidental (ittifaqi) relationship between two things means no
such logical entailment exists but the relationship with one another is coincidental.
Al-Samarqandi criticizes al-Nasafi, both in Sharh Mansha’ and Sharh al-Fusil, for not
distinguishing between the two. For instance, according to al-Samarqandi, when the
distinction between luzami madariyya and ‘ittifaqi madariyya is not made, one may
assume that the existence of madar (entailing) would require the presence of da'ir
(entailed) in each case, and the absence of madar would require the absence of da'ir in
each case. However, in the case of ittifaqi madariyya, the absence of madar is possible,
despite the presence of di’ir. Likewise, when the distinction between the presence or
absence of luzami ijtima‘ and ittifagqi ijtima‘ is not made, one may assume two things
that coexist to require each other’s presence or absence every time. However, in the
case of ittifaqi ijtima’, one thing that coexists might be present in a case, while the
other is not. Al-Samarqandi, in his Sharh Mansha’, states that al-Nasafi, who ignores
the fact that ijtima‘ may also be ittifdgi, maintains this position by establishing the
rule that every ijtimd‘becomes luziimi and then develops an argument supporting it.®
This statement from the commentator shows that he is very competent in regard to
all of al-Nasafi’s works on ‘ilm al-khildf and that he puts emphasis on the distinction
between luzimi and ittifagi. In our opinion, Kamal al-Din al-Turkani, who was aware of
this emphasis and referred to Sharii Mansha’ as al-Samarqandi’s, assumes his response
to al-Samarqandi to be comprehensive in his gloss, Sharh al-Fusul. Considering its

importance, we want to include this response from al-Turkani in its entirety here:

Since logicians’ perspective differs from that of the scholars of ‘ilm al-khildf, no criti-
cism can be made by distinguishing between luzumi and ittifagi. There is no difference
between these two forms according to the scholars of ilm al-khilaf. However, when logi-
cians do not know the cause ijtima’, they call it ittifagi; when they do know it, they call
it daruri. Therefore, according to them, making a distinction between the two forms is
possible. Thus, the concepts cannot be expected to be identical when the perspectives
are different. Besides, contemplation of a fact precedes the contemplation of knowing
that fact. Once you understand this delicacy, you would answer all the questions the
commentator [al-Samarqandi] asks the writer [al-Nasafi] in this commentary [Sharh
al-Fusil], in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, and in Sharh al-Nikat’ .3

62  Al-Samarqandi, Sharh Mansha’, #110 (Our citations are to the critically edited text in the appendix of
the present article).

63  Kamal al-Din al-Turkani, Hashiya ‘ald sharh al-fusul, The National Library, 50 Damad 187, 48a;
Siileymaniye Library, Fatih 3087, 23a. Indeed, we witness here a debate, in which the adab is fully
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From the last sentence, al-Turkani is clearly understood to think that he has
provided a comprehensive response to al-Samargandi with this evaluation. This
sentence, which we have already pointed out in the context of the other two works
belonging to al-Samarqandji, also shows that the distinction between luziumi and
ittifaqi is a significant point in terms of the criticism expressed in all these works.
We believe that the main point worth noting here is the fact that al-Turkani touches
upon the distinction between the logicians and the scholars of ‘ilm al-khilaf. In other
words, Turkani is aware of al-Samarqandi’s effort to try to base ‘ilm al-khildf on a
logical foundation. However, according to Turkani, this effort has no chance at being
fully successful or bringing results due to the difference between the perspectives of
logicians and scholars of ‘ilm al-khilaf. This is because, according to him, the people
of al-khilaf take into consideration the thing that occurs in the fact, while the people

of logic focus on the knowledge of what has taken place in the fact.*
(H) Another comparison over the distinction between universal (kulli) and
particular (juz') necessity (muldzama):

Table 14.

Comparison between kulli and juz’i in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar and Sharh al-Fusul

Sharh al-Fusul
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar ant amrusu

Al-Samarqandi, Sharh al-Fusul, The

Sharh al-Mansha’, #179.
A aansaa Public Library of Burdur 133, 125b.
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implemented. For al-Samarqandi, in al-Qistas (al-Qistds, 501), says that an enquirer should pay
attention to the terminology and axioms (musallamat) of a science. Therefore, al-Turkani catchs al-
Samargandi at a point where he does not comply with the rule he himsel has establihed.

64  This criticism of al-Turkani is especially notable in the context of the logicians’ discussions on whether,
among the main interrogative particles (ummahat al-matalib), hal or ma is prior. For logicians cinsiders
the interrogative ma as prior to hal. However, taking al-Turkani’s statements into consideration, he
prioritizes the interrogative hal. (See al-Qistas, pp. 496-499).
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Although the contexts of the two passages given in Table 14 involving the
distinction between universal and particular necessity are different, the fact is
noteworthy that al-Samarqandi makes his objection to al-Nasafi in both passages
over the aforementioned distinction. Here, al-Samarqandi criticizes al-Nasafi for
ignoring that necessity cannot be universal/absolute in any case. If the mulazama

occurs under certain conditions, it is called particular (juz'), not universal (kulli).

(I) Here is another comparison, this one over the approach that “plurality of

intention is impossible.”

Table 15.

Comparison over an approach in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar and Sharh al-Fusul

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar Sharh al-Fusal

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public

Sharh al-Mansha’, #67.
A aansaa Library of Burdur 133, 165b.

Van;ﬁM‘JWQ}QQTJ\JL‘Uﬁ&‘ by)b\)B)TwsﬁédVB;b‘jl)\?)y
oLl o5 claaza LU OIS 5o | Il sl L skad s 1 s g ol JS 0585 O p 3k 1553

In both passages, al-Samarqandi expresses that a sentence cannot intend an

actual and metaphorical meaning at the same time.

(J) Another comparison is found in Table 16 over the use of the concept taghyir
in place of the concept daf".
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Table 16.
Comparison on using taghyir in place of daf‘ in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar, Sharh al-Fusul, and Sharh

al-Qistds

Sharh al-Fusil Sharh al-Qistas

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar
Al-Samarqandji, Sharh

Al-S di, Sharh al-
amarqandi, onari a al-Qistas, critically ed.

Sharh al-Mansha’, #88. Fusul, The Public Library

N ttin Pehlivan, p.
of Burdur 133, 154b. ecmettin Pehlivan, p

680.
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Al-Samarqandi explains the term daf* with the concept of taghyir in all three
texts given in Table 16. Even in Sharh al-Fusul where he uses relatively more
explanatory expressions, he states that the term taghyir al-mudda‘a to only be able
to be referenced when making man‘ (objection) and mu'drada (counter-objection)
is impossible. Makhzan al-Adab Jar Allah Efendi (d. 1151/1738) states that
the concept taghyir al-mudda‘a is used by logicians, whereas the writers of figh
methodology use the concept intigal (shifting one’s ground).® Therefore, the
distinction between logicians and the people of khilaf, as mentioned by al-Turkani
while criticizing al-Samarqandi on the issue of the distinction between luzimi and
ittifaqi, also appears in the context of choosing taghyir. This is because al-Nasafi
uses the concept taghyir in al-Fusul, Sharh al-Fusil, Mansha’, and Sharh al-Mansha’

in the aforementioned context.

65  For details, see Necmettin Pehlivan & Muhammed Celik, “Zamani Olsayd: Daha Kisa Yazacakt:: Birgivi
Mehmed Efendi’nin Risale f'l-adab’t” Balikesirli Bir Islam Alimi: Imam Birigivi, Eds. Mehmet Bayyigit,
Mehmet Ozkan, Ahmet Ali Canak¢i, Asem Hamdy Abdelghany (Balikesir: Balikesir Biyiiksehir
Belediyesi, 2019), vol. III, pp. 433-434.
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(K) Here is another comparison, this one over using the same examples for the
same subjects:
Table 17.

Comparison over using the same examples for the same subjects in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar and Sharh

al-Fusil

Imkan (contingency)

Sharh al-Fusiil
Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar arh al-Fusu

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusil, The Public

Sharh al-Mansha’, #41. )
Library of Burdur 133, 125a.
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Al-Samarqandi gives the example of the concept of imkan as a criticism against
the approach that “a thing cannot be lazim (necessary) for two things that are
simultaneously contrary to each other;” he implies that this concept is necessary
both for actual (bi-I-fi'l) existence and actual non-existence. He gives the same
example in Sharh al-Fusul to explain that taldzum occurs without depending on the
external existence of lazim and malzim. Accordingly, because the concept of imkdn
comes to the fore in terms of the truth of things, the existence of contingent things
is not necessary in the external world. Therefore, the concept of imkan is used as
an example in both passages in relation to existent and nonexistent things in the
external world.
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Table 18.

Comparison between Sharh Mansha ' al-nazar and Sharh al-Fusul on Khadra’

Khadra’

Sharh al-Fusul

Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar

Al-Samarqandji, Sharh al-Fusul, The Public

Sharh al-Mansha’, #72. )
Library of Burdur 133, 158a.

oS WP ks e bl Jo 6 (S
G oo podl e G el 31 LP 1p0 e

o by Gopnlll ol pat s oS P oSl s 538
L SCTUN[FORPPE PO R (W

In both works, the same hadith from the Prophet is used as an example for
metaphorical expressions. Considering the variety of examples that can be used to
help understand a subject, that the same examples are used in both works is quite
noteworthy. In our opinion, this situation can only be explained by the fact that the

works have the same author.

\

In conclusion, we have identified the existence of two new works belonging to
Shams al-Din al-Samarqgandi in this article. We put forward the following pieces of
evidence in support of our claim: (1) The passages for the hamdala and salwala in
al-Samarqandi’s works and those of the two works are almost identical to each oth-
er; (2) the author’s statement “we have mentioned them in al-Qistas and al-Anwar”
in Sharh al-Nikat; (3) al-Turkani, who wrote a hdashiya on al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-
Fusul, stating in his hdshiya that al-Samarqandi wrote the commentary both on
Mansha’ al-nazar and on al-Nikat; (4) The identicalness of the concepts used in the
introduction of Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar with the concepts used in the other in-
troductions of al-Samarqgandi’s works; (5) the identicalness of the discussions on
dalala (signification) in Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar with the discussions on daldla in
Sharh al-Fusul; (6) al-Samarqandi’s criticism against the author’s “ignoring the dis-

tinction between luzami and ittifdgi ijtima‘ and the distinction between universal
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and particular necessity (mulazama)” also occurs in Sharh Mansha ' al-nazar; (7) de-
fending the idea that “plurality of intention is impossible” in both works; (8) using
the concept of taghyir in the sense of the concept of daf, and (9) and the preference
for the same examples in explaining the same subjects.

Another matter we would like to emphasize on the occasion of this article is
the chronology of al-Samarqgandi’s works. We believe that, after dealing with the
disputation theory at the end of his logical works such as al-Qistdas, al-Anwdr, and
al-Mu‘tagadat, al-Samarqandi started to develop it in his commentaries on his
teacher’s works, such as Sharh al-Fusiil, Sharh al-Mansha’, and Sharh al-Nikat. He
then crowned it with al-Risdla. Despite its importance, he does not refer to this last
work in his other books, and that makes us to think he may have written it as one

of his last works close to his death.

In this article, we have presented an important text on disputation theory,
which has created a unique tradition in Islamic thought in terms of its belonging
and content. Future studies should be planned on applying the theoretical structure
put forward by such texts in any branch of science in the way planned by Rukn al-
Din al- ‘Amidi. As we have promised in this article, we will try to do such a study

using al-Samarqandi’s Sharh al-Nikat.

Vi

We have already given detailed information about the copies that we used in
the critical edition of Sharh Mansha’ al-nazar. Here we would like to present the
symbols used in the critical edition:

(i) The symbols of the manuscripts:

Burdur 133/9: It is the main text followed in the critical edition, and

¢ serves as its symbol in the critical edition.

Reistlkiittab 1203/8: _ serves as its symbol in the critical edition.

Sehid Ali Paga 2303/6: (& serves as its symbol in the critical edition.
(ii) The symbols used in the critical edition:

+ Reading that indicates additional expression.

- Reading that indicates lack of expression.

(... Reading that indicates expression completely wiped out

from the text for any reason.

<< Reading that indicates repeated expression.

I+

Reading that indicates another preference of expression
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on the line or edge that does not change the meaning.

-<xxX> Reading that indicates the expression was deleted from
the text by striking through it.

+<xXX> Reading that is struckthrough but that points to the
phrase from the text.

>< Reading that indicates before and after the expression.

# Reading that indicates the expression was corrected in

line or on the edge.
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