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CHAPTER ONE

Js\j:.d\ C..g'.'\::.!\

There are two methods of classification of «..>:
1. According to the number of =, (narrators) in every
link in the ... (chain of narration).
2. According to «Ji L.l 35 (whom the <.~ is attributed).

In the first method there are two types of «..:
1. pel

2. NESN e

This chapter discusses the sl ¢ad)

The Definition of s }
Any &..>~ which fulfils the following four conditions is called ;is.: H
1. It must be narrated by such a huge amount of 3, that their }

2.

3.

agreement to lie and their co-incidental making the same

lie are impossible.

the beginning to the end of the ..

or heard); it must not be based on logic or speculation.

This huge amount of s, must be found in every link from

The end of the ... must be based on something _.s.= (seen 7
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4. It must be J 4. (convincing).

Note: Some people say that the minimum amount of &5, in &4
Sl is ten, while others say twelve and yet others say forty.

However, none of this is correct. The emphasis is not on the
amount of s, as much as it is on the possibility of them

conspiring to lie. There is therefore no specific number in this
regard. That being the case, a lie that is narrated by a huge
amount of people cannot fall under the category of ..

Note: If the <.~ fulfills the first three conditions but not the
fourth, it would be regarded as ,«x.. Explaining this point, Ibn
Hajar comments that accordingly every iz is seis but every
Jses IS NOt i, Some commentators say that in this context the
word js¢is is used in its ¢ meaning. How can gz be i
istilaghi whereas ~dbksl eis is a type of -1 ;= (the direct
opposite of ;is)?

The Ruling of ;s

The correct opinion is that il c.adi results in el sid o,
The opinion that it results in ¢k J is incorrect because even
the .\ (layman) who is unqualified to exercise s and J¥.x.l is
supposed to gain knowledge from il c..4. However, this is
impossible if 50 c.adi only results in ¢ ki ol




So—— 38

0% o0

o —— o

So—— 38

So—— 38

097 o0

o —— o

Note: i) i is of two types; 52l and kil 920 i is such
~= which is attained without having to exercise /L and JY.c..
@) i is such e which cannot be attained without exercising
A= and J¥asa,

The Two Types of ;15!

There are two types of sl epudi:
1. Ll sl
2. sl il

skl 54 is when the actual text is narrated with ;5. According
to Ibn Salaah, probably the only c..~ that is L4 sz is:
S 3 saie Tatls anze s A7
"Whoever intentionally lies in my name should
build his house in the fire."

ss2l il is when only the meaning of the ¢..~ and not the
actual text is narrated with ;5. One example of sgall i is the
issue of raising one's hands while making :\ss; it is mentioned in

approximately one hundred different «.s\-1.

Note: |bn Hajar disagrees with Ibn Salaah and others who claim
that it is virtually impossible to find a single <.~ that is 4 5.
He describes their claim as a result of insufficient awareness of
3. 555 and the conditions which negate the possibility of the s,

having unanimously fabricated the <.,.~. Some commentators

pg. 4
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‘T’ (like Mulla Ali Al-Qaari) are of the opinion that there is actually H
% no difference between the opinion of Ibn Salaah and the S
U% opinion of lbn Hajar because the former was referring to ;s H

H <24 and the latter was referring to ;.. However, it appears H
I from Suyooti's explanation in s, ., that there is a definite |

H difference of opinion between the two. Thus, Suyooti refers to H
ﬂ% a number of s>l as kil sz, For example: H

| - The ¢..~ of the >4 which was narrated by approximately |
‘o% fifty al~o. ‘

U% - The ¢.u> of ;i e = which was narrated by seventy 2. H
Uo - The ..~ of the Qur'aan being revealed in _ > ir.. Which H
H was narrated by twenty seven wl=~.. H
| |
| )
° Cyaal i
l 5
I LEUN | REYER il il |

| l ]
U% il giall sl }
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CHAPTER TWO
e 35\ o

As previously mentioned, <.~ is classified either according
to the number of 3, in every link in the ... or according to the
<) .2 In the first method of classification there are two
types; s, and .\ =, This chapter discusses the definition
and ruling of .1 .

The Ruling of «141 ,>

Every 4>l », irrespective of whether it is jseis, 3= Or ys, is H

e

ither J. (acceptable) or 5,5, (unacceptable).

3930 cs=-Y1 are of two types:

1.

confirmation that the v, is a liar) is found.

Those in which the criterion for rejection is absent but the

Those in which the criterion for the rejection of a «..~ (i.e. H

criterion for acceptance (confirmation of the truthfulness of ’

the <)) is also absent. In this case the <.~ is rejected due

to absence of the criterion for acceptance rather than H

presence of the criterion of rejection.

Uyl &ys-Y1 are also two types:

1. Al sl e
20 all

pg. 6 OH
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While the 4L a1 £ is unanimously regarded as b, there is a
major dispute whether the st (e is also &b or ki Ibn

Salaah, Ibn Hajar, Suyooti and others are of the opinion that it
is k. However, Nawawi and others say that it is sb. Their

argument is that the compulsion to practice on such <.s-1is not

sufficient proof that they are undoubtedly from Nabi sallallahu
alaihi wasallam. Nevertheless this group does concede that _u4

Sk is weightier than the 52l sl e,

The Meaning of ;& Cil)
Literally ;51,2 41 means 'surrounded by factors'. Technically it

is a «..> that gains increased strength and credibility due to
certain external factors.

Examples of .1dy cioal)
1. Those & in the ;>~» which do not reach the level of
Sy, The o513 (strengthening factors) in such «.s-T are:

a. The outstanding rank of Imam Bukhari and Imam Muslim in
the field of ¢.u~.

b. Their excellence over others in differentiating between
=2 and =~ £ narrations.

c. The fact that the 'Ulamaa have whole heartedly accepted
their books. (According to lbn Hajar this overwhelming
acceptance by the 'Ulamaa is a stronger cause of ¢k e

than mere &4 ;5" which does not reach the level of ;is.)

Note: There are two exceptions to the above:
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H - Any ..~ which was criticized by any one of L a5y,
“T’ - When there is a difference of opinion regarding the
meaning of the «..~.

I 2. Those 3seis cusl=i that have many different turuq all of
H which are free from weak &5, and s (hidden defects).

| 3. Y Ll When the ;) in every link is an Imaam and the
‘o% &> is not 2.1 For example, a ..~ which Imaam Ahmed

U% Bin Hambal and others narrate from Imaam Shaafi'ie all of
H whom in turn narrate from Imaam Maalik.

Ho J;\jl\ PE=S

u yall il D sedall

1 See Chapter Three for the definition of .

ooj‘
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CHAPTER THREE
B d o gl

Just as there are two methods of classification of ..,
there are also two methods of classification of a1 ,=:
1. According to the number of s, in every link in
the ...
2. According to its soundness and authenticity.

In the first method there are three types:

1. )5.@..':&!
2. J‘gu';\h
3. W

This chapter discusses these three types of .1, .

)}@-iw-’\

When the number of s, in every link in the ... are three or

beginning and the end of its ... are the same.

2 % OOO Oog OOO OOO OOO O% Ooo — OO OOO — O% OOO — O% OOO — O% OOO :jOO o —‘

more and never less than three, the ..~ is called ,x:s. Some H
Fugahaa refer to se2ll eyudl as =4zl also. According to them, |

there is no difference between the two terms. Other Fugahaa
differentiate between the two saying that:
A &> is only called 24 if the number of s, in the S

However, a ¢..~ is called ,«: irrespective of whether the J

number of s, in the beginning and the end of its ... are the H

pg. 9 H
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same or not. Thus every =iz iS ,s4ie DUt every i is not

The above constitutes the ~>L.l meaning of :l. However,
the word .z is very often used in its ¢ meaning. In such an
instance it refers to such a <.~ which is famous (common)
among the people, irrespective of whether it has many L.l or
only one ... and irrespective of whether it is even ~~- or not.
Allaamah Sakhaawi's w41 woGl deals with ¢.s- of this nature.

2
There are two conditions for a ¢..~ to be classified as ;;:
1. There must not be less than two iy, in any link in the ...

2. There must be only two s, in at least one link.

Note:

1. Abu Ali Al-Jubaa'i Al-Mu'tazili was of the opinion that in
order for a ..~ to be =~ it must fulfil the requirements of

»# at least. Abu Abdillah Al-Haakim seems to have the

same inclination. However, this opinion is incorrect.
2. Abu Bakr Ibn-ul-'Arabi wrote in his of commentary of =~

= that Imaam Bukhaari had stipulated that every ¢..~ in
his o must be at least ;= or higher. This claim is also
baseless. The first and the last c.s\-1 of ¢l =~> and many
other <.»-1 in-between are —.:. The following diagram
represents the ... of the first ¢,a~.

pg. 10
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Rasulullah

Umar b.
Khattaab

'Algamah

Muhammed
b. Ibrahim

Yahya b.
Sa'eed

Ibn Hibbaan said that it is impossible to find a <.~ narrated

by two people in every link . . . If he meant that it is
impossible to find a <.~ that is narrated by only two

persons in every link, he is correct. However if he was
referring to ;;J as we defined it (that the number of 3, in

every link is never less than two, provided that there are
only two narrators in at least one link), his claim is
unacceptable and incorrect. Study the example of the ¢..>:

ol U g odlly g0y r el of OST £ STST g Y

“None of you is a believer until | am more beloved to himself
than his children, his father and all the people."

Anas (ra) narrated this &..~ from Nabi .. 5 «le & - and two of

his students, Qataadah and 'Abdul 'Azeez bin Suhaib, narrated
it from him. Thereafter Shu'bah and Sa'eed narrated it from

Qataadah and

Isma'eel

bin Ulayyah and 'Abdul Waarith

pg. 11
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I |
" narrated it from Abdul 'Azeez. The following diagram shows the °l
H |
H A O this ¢, "H
U" Anas "U
| ' ' ]

Qataadah IAbdul AzeeZ

[ |
‘o% o"o‘
‘ ‘ Shu'bah Isma'eel ‘ ‘
OOO QOO
‘ ‘ Sa'eed Adul- ‘ ‘
Ooo QOO

Waarith

H A H

ﬂ" A &, is called ¢ when there is a single s}, in one or more H
ﬂ% links in the .. H
UO There are two types of . :: H
[l \
Il o
‘o 1. &k 5,41 When the a1¢ (occurance of the single ) is in the ‘
I beginning of the .... An example of slli 5.4 is the ¢.a~ which °l
1L - . . I
‘T prohibits the sale of :¥Ji. This «..~ is gk 5 because: H
‘o‘% o8 ol oo s o Al a4 38 g"o
s Only Abdullah bin Dinaar narrated it from Ibn Umar (ra).2 Pl
i i
Il d
‘O 2 The above phrase is a clear indication that the point of %< is the .t who ’ ‘
ﬁ% narrates from the gl~- and not the y~-. Thus, when lbn Hajar defines g‘"
! !
% Ll as el b ol b, he actually means glwall L il b 5’“"
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2. s When the 216 occurs in the middle of the ... This

happens when a number of 3, narrate a <..~ from one

particular 4>~ or == and besides one of them who has only &

one student, all of them have many students. Explaining the S
meaning of .. >4 Mulla Ali Al-Qaari gave the following )

example: Imaam Maalik and others narrated a ¢..~ from

Naafi' who in turn narrated it from Ibn Umar (ra).
Thereafter only one person narrated it from Imaam Maalik
while a number of people narrated it from the others. In s
this instance the narration of Imaam Maalik's student is s

. The reason why such a narration is called . »; is that
in relation to Imaam Maalik, his student's narration is >3 On

the contrary the narration of the students of the other 3,

from Naafi' are seie. o

Note: Although i and -3k do not differentiate between the o
meanings of 53 and ., the former is used pre-dominantly for
skl 54 and the latter is used pre-dominantly for . >4
However, there is no such differentiation between the verbs s
and 1 - both are used equally for sl 54 and ol 5,3 \
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CHAPTER FOUR
d-lgll o Ul P_..m

The second method of classification of .~ .= is based on its
soundness and authenticity. In this regard there are two types:
1. Jsil
2. 3931

Furthermore, there are four types of a,al 531 L=
1. «d sl
2. &\
3. il el
4. opal )

This chapter is dedicated to these four types of @4l 531 L=l
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There are five conditions in order for a <.+~ to be ©\1J mw:

1.

All the narrators must be J.s (meaning that he must possess
the qualities of ¢ and s3,,4)
All the narrators must be L.zli:u (totally accurate). This

entails an accurate memory and notes. Thus:
The &4, must be able to recall the <.~ at any given

moment.

His notes must be preserved from the time he studied from
them until the time he teaches from them.

The 4. must be La: (continuous) in the sense that every 3,

must have heard the ..~ directly from the «s sy (the

person he is narrating from).
The &> must not be i, (When the narration of a &

(reliable) <9, contradicts the narration of an & (more
reliable) s, the narration of the i ), is called siz.)

The «.u> must be free of «s (a hidden defect which is not
easily detected by non-experts).

Note: Classification of a ¢..~ as =~- merely means that the

above mentioned five conditions are present. It does not
guarantee that the <..~ was definitely uttered by Rasulullah

sallallahu alaihi wasallam, because it is possible for reliable
narrators to err and forget. Similarly, description of a ..~ as ¢

== merely means that some or all of the above conditions are

lacking. It is no guarantee that such a <. is definitely a

pg. 15
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fabrication because it is not impossible for a person who errs
often to narrate something correctly.

All ‘c.;i
All i~ c5\-1 are not of the same level. Instead there are
different levels of i~ based on different levels of 4l.s and L.
The highest level of > ¢l is a ¢~ whose ... was
described by any one of the <.l as 1LY ~-i. Mentioned below
are a few examples:
ol oo s o d L o )
e oo gkl B e e o et
Sgpeen ) o Redle e ol al
o oF @b e e

Note: The preferred opinion is that there is no single ... that is
LA =~ to Rasulullah sallallahu alaihi wasallam. There are,
however, L. that have been classified as ..L.Y1 =i to certain
. For example, you will come across LY =i to Abu Bakr
(ra), 1LY =l to Ali (ra) and LY =i to lbn Abbaas (ra).

Different levels of i~- also demand that preference be given in

the following sequence:
1. Ozl ale gal Lo

2. gdasal b

3. {,wa,;,a;\u
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Ly 3y L
Gl by Gl L
V.stﬂ.bfil a8y Lo

lage Ay b 38l Y e

N ok

@I ]

o |If the L.> of the g, is slightly deficient but the remaining
four conditions of «lU =~} are present, the ..~ is called
W ),

e Although <1 .41 is not strong as <14 =~ it could also be
used for g1 and Jyaz..

® sl .t becomes ol mmall due to Gl 5

Example:
1B e gl ) Lo ) Jsey O 52 T o ek T o g o2 ez s
o JS ke sl o E4Y 2ol e gsT oY
“If I did not fear causing difficulty to my ummah | would have

commanded them to use the miswaak at the time of every
salaah.”

Ibn-us-Salaah explains that although Muhammed bin Amr was
famous for his &.., he was not accurate in his narrations.

Considering his &.- some scholars regarded him reliable.

Others, however, disparaged him due to his weak memory. The
above ..~ is therefore s\ ...~. However, this &~ is narrated

through a number of other &L. Thus, the fear we had as a result

pg. 17




of Muhammed bin Amr’s weak memory is dispelled and the
<> is categorised as o e, g0

GJ,’U M\
o e IS @ L cui- that gains strength and credibility through

a,kll 55" provided the cause of the original ci~> is weak memory

of the s, breakage in the ... or unawareness of who the .,

actually is. However, &Ll does not cause a ciro i tO

become o+ . if the cause of _irz is that the ), is a 5+t or a o

liar. Qo

Haafidh lbn Hajar writes in LJ as5 that the U, of the following

3l become o3 > in the presence of a xl:

- ke Y
- L=l whose =i, cannot be differentiated ‘
el (I ) >
- J M when the &siz is unknown s
S )

The reason for the above being that if the «u,, of these 3, are

viewed independently (without the ~.), they could each be

either correct or incorrect. The presence of a ~u. strengthens s

the possibility that they are correct. Hence, they ascend from 0
the level of _35 to the level of J.s. Nevertheless they are still

weaker than <1 .4, |




Example:

g s o Sl il 5 iy e 0 D s o ) s ol s Bns

o e Sopleny Sl g B e o ok s ade B o A sy S8 e e
5l

This ¢..> is supposed to be to be da’eef because ‘Aasim bin
‘Ubaidillah is da’eef. However, Imaam Tirmidhi declared it .~
(.»#)) because it is narrated through other & besides this.

Question: In the light of the foregoing discussion can we
conclude that Imaam Tirmidhi very often contradicts himself
when he classifies a ¢..> as =~- ~>? According to what was

mentioned above it is impossible for one ..~ to be ..~ and

=== at the same time!

Answer: No, Imaam Tirmidhi cannot be accused of
contradicting himself because:
e [f the <..> has only one .5, he means that there is a doubt

among the xsf whether the ¢..> is .> or z~-. Thus, he
means that the ..~ is =~~~ according to some and ..~
according to others. In short, z>~- .~ is actually v o >
but the ik > is g,

e If there are two &, the meaning of =~ ..~ is that one 5.

is .~> and the other sk is moo.
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Question: Imaam Tirmidhi had mentioned that the L,: of <..4
41 is that it must be narrated from more than one s k. That

being the case, how does he still manage to describe some
ool as —f u««:-?

Answer: Imaam Tirmidhi has his own definition of .4 &l
which differs from the definition of the rest of the . Jiz. He
observes his own definition when he uses the word ..~
independently and he observes the definition of the rest of the
cwi= when he uses the word -~ alongside the words =~ and

.

) sy

When a ¢.u> thatis > or =~ has more than one 3. and one
of the &% has a s:u; (addition) which is not found in the other
3.k, this 4 will be accepted provided it does not contradict a
more reliable s b, because if it does, it will be regarded as sL:.
Some scholars have the misconception that =i el is always
accepted (even if it contradicts a more reliable s.-). However,

Abdur-Rahmaan bin Mahdi, Yahya Al-Qattaan, Ahmed bin
Hambal, Ali Ibn-ul-Madeeni, Al-Bukhaari, Abu Zur'ah, Abu
Haatim and Yahyaa bin Ma'een all preferred the first opinion.

The Definition of 3.:Ji: When a &3, who is i# contradicts a s,

that is more 2 than himself, his =, is called 5.
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Example of il sy that is Acceptable:

While many LU~ narrated the ¢..~ of _IU ¢4y from A’mash,

none of them mentioned the :s\; of 4. besides Ali bin Mus-hir. o
Since this ssu; does not contradict the narrations of the other S
Ll~, it is acceptable. B

Example of i 35y that is Unacceptable:

The &y of &5 ps in the cous:

N e NS P P e
Besides the s.b of wic e aof o= 4y 0 Je 0 s+ NONE Of the other s

3k of this <.u>~ mention this ;. The contradiction between S
this & and the other &b is quite apparent and therefore o
unacceptable. Pl
walil, sadl and sy o

|
If, after suspecting that a <.~ is fard nisbi, we fine another &\~ &
with the same meaning, irrespective of whether the wording is ‘
the same or not, o

e The second ..~ is called w~u. if it is narrated by the same

g~ who narrated the first ... ‘

e The second <.~ is called ww»l: if it is not narrated by the

same u\-~- who narrated the first ¢..~. °l

|

e Some scholars define ~u- as a second ..~ with exactly the s
same words as the first ¢.,.~ (irrespective of whether ‘
narrated by the same -~ or not). Similarly, they define Pl
pg. 21 Bl
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H 1l as a second &.u> with different words but the same

‘T meaning as the first ..~ (irrespective of whether narrated

by the same >~ or not).
e According to the first definition of ~u.there are two types:

U% 1. W W — When the mutaaba’ah commences from the

U% s, himself till the end of the ...

UO 2. oW il — When the mutaaba’ah commences from the
H &+ of the 4, or anybody thereafter.

H . The words ~+ and sl are often used for each other.

‘T . The search for a mt or s is called L=

UO Example:

L e B o 1 g 0l [es
%90

e s o il e e b e Y1 3 mLledl s

I IS B (SCle o 0l 095 3 95 ¥y ISl g5 5 Igngea Db Ogmnd 5 e gl 1

"G 3wl

A sl () 201) of this cuas is:

Dy OF s il |58 5las o dl) s o S0l o iad)) ks o 11 s e ()Ll ol e

U% "o sl 1shasTS (Sle 2 06 " B ey ke ) Lo

Another st (30Ul anlil) is:

Ho Mﬁd‘A&\M@J}f&)dM@wadrﬁudﬂjbuﬂqfd'b‘jju

A .al: of this <.o>~ would be:

"J;B’G | ;.H
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CHAPTER FIVE
a Jsenadl 18 9 4y Jganall

Is it imperative to make L.s on every Jsi. ¢..>? What do you
do when you have two <.s.-i which apparently contradict
each other and both are Js.z.. The answers to these questions
are found in this chapter in which the four types of Jsal . ad

are divided into two types; « Jsems aNd 4 Jsore s

If a Jsis cou> is not contradicted by another Jsis e, it is
2 and « Jyons (Jos Will be made on it).

If it is contradicted by another Jsi. &yu>~, we must first try to
make ~~ between the two. <.t k= and c.ad ke are the
terms used by the c<iz when ~» between two such c.s-Tis

possible.
Example: In one ..~ Rasulullah L. <l & Lo said that

there is no such thing as contagious disease and in another
&s4> he said: "Run from the leper like you run from the

lion". The apparent contradiction between these two c.s-i

is solved by means of ~~ — while the first =..~ denies the

pg. 23
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existence of contagious disease, the second does not
acknowledge it; it is merely a precautionary measure to
protect the oyl of a person who falls ill after coming into

contact with a leper.
If .~ between the two 1,4 ¢.sl-Tis not possible but there is

sufficient evidence that one of the two is =t and the other
iS ¢+, we will implement the .t only.

If there is no evidence to substantiate ~.;, the next step is
that of ~ (giving preference to one ..~ over the other).

If there is not a single reason to give preference to one of
the two «..-1 over the other, we will have to make .is

(neither accept nor reject any one of them).

Recognition of .

& is recognised by means of the following:

1. ~=inthe .-

2. Wearetold by a g~

3. @\ — there is historical evidence that one ¢..~ is ;i& and
the other is L. Hence the ;i is #5ws and the L is &b
and therefore « Jsoxs.

Note:

When the «..~ of one s=~- contradicts the <..~ of another s\~

and one of them had accepted .| before the other, the ¢..~

of the latter cannot be regarded as =t because it is possible
that he did not hear this <.~ directly from Rasulullah 5 <l & J-

pg. 24
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H ~~ but from another g~ who is also an early +. (Hence the

‘T <1~ of the latter -~ will be regarded as = if he makes

Rt

HO Note:

that he heard this particular <.~ directly from Rasulullah & -

ﬂ% gLyl is not ~.u but rather ~.Ji Us. What this means is that if

‘T is Eam

|

H: Jjbjl\

I —

i S obl | ] e kil

s s Ay

| s L Al L

| l

I \ \ ladl)
ﬂ% cL.s.uJ\ dmadd\

¢layiis in conflict with a <..>~ we will not say that ¢y made &
of the &..~; instead we will say that s>y is proof that the c..~
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CHAPTER SIX
393 pod! Eguod)

When .~Ji = is classified on the basis of soundness and
authenticity, there are two types; J-i and 4. In the
previous two chapters we discussed Jsi4. We now discuss

2938,

There are two basic reasons for 3, (rejection) of .-
1. L. (breakage) in the ...
2. b (criticism) of the ),

This chapter discusses the first of these two reasons with a bit
more detail.

Li. (breakage) in the ... is of two types:

1.

»Ub — A Li. which can be detected by non-experts. One
example of L Li. is when the ), is not a - of the ws 5,

or he is, but he never met him.
& — A Li. that can only be detected by an expert who has

proficient knowledge of ¢..4i 3L and LY ls. An example
of this type of Li. is when a 3, who never met the «s ;.-
and therefore does not want to be accused of lying uses a




2 % Oog Oog OOO Oog Oog O% Ooo — OO Ooo — O% Oog — O% OOO — O% Oog :jOO o

o

¢3¥ o which merely creates an impression that he met?
him butis not a = statement* that he did do so.

There are four types of c.s.~f which are sss,» due to sl Li.:

s, Lo, Ladi and Lzl and there are two types which are
3330 due tO o= ki Juband b el

ot

When one or more 35, are omitted in the beginning of the

L as a result of sl U, the eyt is called slee.

There are different types of sls:

1. Omission of the entire ...

2. Omission of the entire ... excluding the gl=~-.

3. Omission of the entire ... excluding the s\~ and the
U,

When a s, omits the name of <1~z and attributes the <.~

to < 4, we will have to see whether <, .5 was also his =:.

If that is the case, there is a difference of opinion whether
this action of the &9, will be called s~ or not. The correct

opinion, however, is that if it is known by means of _= or
¢zl that that the s, who did this had committed _...s on

3He says Jsor .
4 For example, La-
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other occasions, this action of his will also be regarded as
5. On the contrary, if there is no other occasion wherein

he was accused of _.J., this action of his will be regarded as
o sl e.udiis always ss,+ unless if it is mentioned in a ws™ in
which the author has made /4 to mention i~~~ c.s.-T only;
for example, the s, =~ and the b oo
e The reason why sldi is 555 in all other instances is that
unawareness of the unmentioned <, means unawareness

of whether he is reliable or not. Therefore if the
unmentioned ), is identified through another s, this

particular sl should be accepted.

The <k of )t and alwa
1. While all the o\ils Of (o =~ are =~-, there are two types
of wlids in bl s
e Those in which Imaam Bukhaari employs »4 i e.g. Ju,
53, S and s,

e Those in which he employs . 3. €.g. &5 and 5.

2. In the first type the . until the «s sl is definitely zo-.
However, the ... after the « sl is not always z~-. Hence:
e When Imaam Bukhaari says s »1 J6 his . to s ool i

definitely ~>-.

0P 00— 09 09 o 00 00 0 o0 o9 o0 __of o __of __of ___of _of %o |
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e When he says s o) JB 55l JU, the ae is mowe until a5l
only. Thereafter it is <2 because .5l never met s o
3. The second type of «lils does not even guarantee i~. of s
the .. until the «= sle.. Thus, some of these s are Cis.> &
Josall Egtodt Il

1. When L:i. occurs after the U at the end of the ..., the ¢~

is called <. Putting it differently, |\ is when a _~U says:
L s ade ) o S dpey JUTOr L e e S o B J, ! I

(In this instance the Li. is between the _~U and Rasulullah B
o g ade 1 o)) s
2. Thereason for regarding J= 4 &, as 550 is unawareness of o
the credentials of the ), between the U and Rasulullah Pl
e g de & o, .

3. The ), between the _~u and Rasulullah . 5+l & - could \
be a s\~- or another _~u.

4. If heis a g, the rule of all the 2\~ being Js;.c demands

that this ¢..> should be Js.i-.

5. If he is another U, he is either caxs or 2. If he is caxs the ;"
Ead> 1S 355,.. However, if he is iz, he could be narrating from pl
a gbw- or another _~u who is also s> or a&. Logically, this o
cycle can carry on forever. However, we know from ./ . }

that the most this can happen is six to seven times.




6. Due to unawareness of the credentials of the missing <,

the J.» cuu> can neither be Jsis nor »s5,.. The us therefore

neither accept nor reject it. se
7. The i and «<IL always accept it as authorative. 0

Imaam Shaafi'ie only accepts it if it is narrated through a
second, totally different &\ even if this second s\ is also

Jore.
Example of j« i o
Cled ol oo bie oo EA L G Wl o da2 i 1B a3 s 4T Lo Pl

Bl o e g ade 1 o 8 g, OF ol o dne 0 s
This ¢.u> is .~ because Sa’eed bin Musayyib is a ~t and he is

narrating the ¢..~ directly from Rasulullah L. 5 < & Lo

without mentioning i-.ls (link) between himself and Rasulullah

VJ.« 9 ade & Lo, O}
Jranadl J

: . |
1. If at any one place in the ... two or more 35, are omitted, d

the ¢, is called Jaxs.
2. The relationship between Jzx and sl is that of oyex pyes |

iy o — 0Only some (not all) L=~ are sl and vice versa, only
some (not all) sl are Jas. Thus:

e Ifin the beginning of the ... two or more s, are omitted °
one after the other as a result of _iali G123, the ¢ous s ‘
so and L. p
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e |If the above omission of two or more narrators one
after the other does not occur in the beginning of the
L, the cpus is Jaxe Only.

e [f the above omission of two or more :\s, one after the
other is not the result of _uall (a3, the cous is only Jasa.

e If only one &), is omitted in the beginning of the .., the

ol isonly gles

Example of |l

gade B Lo A Jgmy JB JB o UT OF aa wl U e condl) ) ooy S ol L
MDY\M‘JJ&.YJJJ%\{&)J}M&E&‘M IV.LA
This ¢4~ is |2+ because we know from other sources that two

narrators, Muhammed bin ‘Ajlaan and his father, have been
omitted between Imaam Maalik and Sayyiduna Abu Hurairah
(ra).

c\aﬁ;.d\

Considering the ;4 meaning of ¢, the ¢ii used to regard
every broken ... as ski.. However, the ..»U confine sl to
every form of breakage in the ... besides slx, JL.)) and Juzsl. In
their opinion a ..~ with a broken ... will only be called &z if it
is neither sl nor | and |,

Example of ahiw

S U Lagandy OF tlegion Bpd 8 s p i 52 (Bl 4l 2 sl 8] B3 e ol Lo

ol (st

pg. 31
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H Az-Zuhri did not hear this &..~ from Abu Ishaaq; he heard it H

“T’ from Shareek and Shareek heard it from Az-Zuhri. However, H
d areek is not mentioned in the ... Since this Li. is neither ., s
U% NOT lax OF Jans, it S ahiis, H
| |
‘T N IS B B B L I I e e ! Oﬂ
U% N - - e | s |21 H
| |
ﬂ% Jed | oo | = - - ek | s |22 H
H R e = ek | s |23 H
% N T T BRI = e Gl 2.4 &
ﬂ% Jyr = Gmse | s o g | e ) | agd J 3 5"0‘
HO sl | s ot | domss = = AN Jaell 4.1 (J
% sV | ol ol = = Les o) | ded et 4.2 o
1L o
H dyal | olee ) | Bomss = N TS I S T H
‘O‘o oo‘o
s e | e | = | S e - T G = W Pl
ﬁ% s | ple = BEEIRSIS TV WA TRV i) 5.3 gf
l .
" i
I 5
I |
H pg. 32 H
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ot and sl el

1.

When a s, narrates from a -« a ..~ which he never

heard from him, there are two possibilities:

e He had met him.

e He had never met him.

In the first instance the <.~ is called _J.l and in the second

instance it is called & <.

In addition to having met the ... from whom he is
narrating, the <.~ will only be _J.. (with a i=s on the »v) if
the &s, uses a vague :>¥ i which merely creates the
impression that he heard the <.~ from the < ;.. (If he
usesa . thatis ~,- (explicit) in this regard, he is a liar and
his c.i> will be 343,.)

A &5, who makes . is called _J. (with a 5,.5" on the »Y). If
he is J.s, the ¢ca2 only accept those «.s\-Tin which he makes
== that he heard them from the «= ;.

Some ¢ s4= claim that s is when a ), narrates from a -l
a <¢u> which he did not hear from him irrespective of

whether he had met him or not. This is incorrect because:
e If that is true, there will be no difference between _J.

and i jed,

e |If that is true, the ¢.s\-1 of the (w2 should be _Ju
instead of i+ \w.. This, however, contradicts the
agreement of all the Jui i,
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Example of _J.uJi
Ibn Khashram narrates that they were sitting with Ibn ‘Uyainah
when he started narrating a <.~ saying ,» ;= He was asked:

“Did Az-Zuhri narrate it to you?” He kept quite for a little while
and then recommenced the narration saying .+ Ji. This time

they asked him: “Did you hear it from Az-Zuhri?” He replied: “I
neither heard from Az-Zuhri nor from somebody who heard it
from him. Abdur Razzaaq narrated it to me from Ma’mar and
Ma’mar heard it from Az-Zuhri.”

Example of J1 |50
" A o e e s 5 Al s ses b o ale ) ol s
This «..~ is an example of Al-Mursal Al-Khafiy because Umar

bin Abdil Azeez never met ‘Ugbah bin ‘Aamir although they
Were ol

Question: How do we know that the s, never met the «c &;,.?

Answer: We know that the s, never met the << s;,» when we

are informed by the &), himself or an -l who is an expert in &,

and .

Note: The presence of one or more links between the ., and
the ws 4.+ in One 5,1 does not prove that the &% in which such
links are absent is i because this could be an example of .l
LY ez 3. See page 41-42
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[ CHAPTER SEVEN
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I Hadt 5 Saall 5 Sy zally ¢ 4200l

U% There are ten reasons for .~ (criticism) of =,,. Five are related
U% to «.s and five are related to k... The five related to a.s are
ods’, LA g, wes, asw and Ui and the five related to L. are
Lld) b, Lidl oo, alis, ley¥iax” and ol ade. However, the

U% sequence of the following discussion is not based on

U% differentiating between the five that are related to wi. and
U% then the five that are related to .. Instead, it is based on the
U% level and severity of the .--. Since —.is™ (fabrication of «.s-7)
U% is the worst criticism of a ,),, we commence with ¢yl coub,

(This chapter will also discuss <z, Sdand Jixh.)




I s3I N (A el |
| ' ' |
% Lzl 3 ekl laxd) b cpedall o
U% inll ¢ o I gl H
= —
\O\% ala Y13 i< el H
‘T’ 3Ll dalia PPN H
°\ |
< Q@,‘J\ Gl s

H 1. The worst criticism of a <3, is «.ud 3 s (he fabricates H

&3-1). The .- of such a ) is called ¢ 5.

It 2. The ruling that @ c..> is gs2se is sb instead of s because . %
LO <0 e (Liars sometime speak the truth.) ‘
Uo 3. Sometimes a ..~ is declared ¢,>:» due to acknowledgment }
H of the ~=I; (fabricator). However, even in such instances the H
H ruling that the ..~ is ¢s2,. is still s5 because it is possible }

that this acknowledgment is false.

Signs of ¢ s gelt Lol

¢s25H &b is recognised by any of the following:

I e 3 (acknowledgment) of the s, ]




e Something that is equivalent to 3, for example: when
asked about his date of birth or when he heard the «..~

% from the <= s,,., he mentions a date that is after the demise
A of the «e 0.

o e An indication in the ), for example: he is a =i, and the
1S <.+~ he is narrating concerns the .z of the .l Jsl.
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e Anindication in the in the s, for example:

It is in conflict with oTa, 351, 2l OF <kl ¢layl and sy is
not possible.

It contradicts i, >, sl and U and b s
impossible.

Ilts meaning is extremely feeble, for example: it
mentions extremely high reward or punishment for a
small act.

Despite the fact that «..4i .55 took place a long time

ago, it can be found in neither 1 osk; NOr sLla)l g0,
il (intensive and comprehensive) study of a
particular aspect reveals that there is not a single <.\
=~ regarding it. In this case the iz may say
something like:
I 8 e b
"There isn't anything saheeh in this regard."

The Causes of Fabrication

Ibn Hajar has mentioned five basic causes of fabrication:
1. ww; (irreligiousness)
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|

2. e (ignorance) H
3. <ax (fanatic following of an Imaam or a madh-hab. H
4. Pleasing the desire of rulers. ‘
5. o1l (saying something strange in order to gain fame) ‘
The Ruling of ¢ s»se) ol H
There is consensus among the :L. of the w.i sf that: H
- Fabrication of ..~ is a major sin. H
- Itis s~ to narrate a yy>s» <ou> without informing the H
audience that it is ¢ y25.. H
.‘.bj‘.a.‘\ H
The second criticism of a ), is «iSJL . (he is suspected of H
fabrication because: H
- The ¢.u> heis narrating is not narrated by anybody else and ‘
it contradicts the basic principles of the iz, p

- Although he has never been found guilty of fabrication of ‘
&4, he is a confirmed liar in his day-to-day speech. }
97l is the name of the ¢..> of a s, against whom the above H
criticism is levelled. }
<N ‘
The third, fourth and fifth criticisms are: }
3. L x> —he makes too many errors. ‘
4. di —heis negligent and therefore inaccurate. }
pg. 38 OH
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5. s —although his speech and actions constitute s.:, they do H

not reach the extent of . H

el J

1. .= (misconception) is the sixth criticism of a «;, and the H
<1~ of @ sy, who is criticised thereof is called fix. H

2. Examples of such sl are: |

- Heregards the ¢,.>~ as Js-s- Whereas it is | .. H

- Heregards the c..> as Js»s Whereas it is s, H

- He confuses one ..~ with another. H

3. Such ;s can only be detected by means of =i 3" and .o ‘

38 L) go‘

4. However, this area of study is the most difficult aspect of .. H
.4l as a result of which very few o= excelled in it. Some H

of the 3= who excelled in this field are Ali Ibn-ul-Madeeni, }

Ahmed bin Hambal, Muhammed bin Isma'eel Al-Bukhaari, ‘
Ya'qoob bin Abi Shaibah, Abu Haatim Ar-Raazi and Abu ‘
Zur'ahAr-Raazi. .

i

|

i

|

I

|
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[ CHAPTER SEVEN H
l (o) 911 (B bl ]
- slgl g it p
i wwe is the seventh criticism and comprises five different A
H |
% types: o
U% 1.z H
U"o 2. gjﬁl\ o"U
UO 3.0 WLl e 3 gl H
UO 4. ol H
H 5. ol and o2 H
% This chapter discusses the five types of w:w and the issues of P
B Slans) AN aabl &5, s
l, o
| ]
i i
+  The First Type of idsw: ¢, P
o o4 is of two types: 8
o Lo sty e jl
s 2. s oM Pl
l, o
H idw in the dL. of the ... is called si.y! -,.» and occurs in the H
ﬂ% following manners: }
! |
H pg. 40 H
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A group of s, narrate a <.~ with different .sL.i and then
somebody narrates the same <¢..>~ from all of them
incorporating all the different ..l into one.

When a person narrates one part of a «..~ from one person
and the rest of the <.~ from another person, but his
student narrates the whole +..~ from only one of them.
When a 9, narrates two <.s={ with two different .wL.i (one
4 per ¢ua>), but his student narrates both «.s- from him
mentioning only one of the two L.,

When a s, narrates two <.s-{ each with a different ..., but
his student narrates one of them with the correct ... and
adds to it certain points from the other &..- without
mentioning its 4.

A &i2 mentions the s..| of a ;> and then something

happens due to which he makes a statement that is not
part of the «..~. The student does not realise and includes

this statement of the su.i as part of the «..~.

i in the dL- of the cw is called i o+ and occurs when:

1.

»\s” that is not part of the ¢..~ is added to the .. Although
this happens more at the end of the :«., it does happen in
the beginning and the middle also.

A Csecon- is joined to a gye e> without any
differentiation between the two.
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Question: How is 1,5l detected?
Answer: -2 is detected by:

1. A detailed narration in which the addition is differentiated
from the original text.
2. Clarification of the s, himself.

3. Clarification of an expert ;L.

4. The impossibility of that statement being uttered by
Rasulullah L. 5 ade & Lo

The Second Type of idw: < glidl

If :du= is due to & and »=U in the names of the 3, the ¢~ is
called <4i.. An example of <.k is the alteration of Murrah bin
Ka'b to Ka'b bin Murrah.

iz due to < and »=U also occurs in the =.. An example of this
would be the alteration of:
ok, 345 Lo U L Y
to
A 345 Lo aig o Y

in the &..~ of Abu Hurairah (ra) in the sl oo
The Third Type of i Ll fuaze 2 Ayl
This happens when one s, mentions an additional link in the

2. and another s, who is &I (more accurate) does not
mention it.




o

S Ll Jo¥ et
Shu’aib Shu’aib
Yusuf Yusuf
Ahmad

Ibrahim Ibrahim
Moosa Abdullah

1. The above represent two &L of the same ..
2. The difference between the two is the

presence/absence of Ahmad between Ibrahim and
Yusuf.

. The first ... will be regarded as L if:

a. Abdullah is s in comparison to Moosa

b. lbrahim made = of ¢ from Yusuf

. In this instance the second ... will be Lz 3 40

LLAU

. The second ... will be regarded as J.=x if:

a. Moosa is & in comparison to Abdullah or

b. lbrahim did not make .= of s~ from Yusuf

. In this instance the second .. will be = and the

first .. will be & fu)

2 % OOO Oog OOO OOO OOO O% Ooo — OO OOO — O% OOO — O% OOO — O% OOO :jOO o —‘
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e The first ... has an additional link (Abu Idrees) between H

Busr bin Ubaidillah and Waathilah which is not found in the H
second ... [
e If those who do not mention this additional link (Ali bin H

Hujr, Waleed bin Muslim and 'Eesa bin Yunus) are . and H

Busr makes ~,= that he heard this ..~ directly from
Waathilah, their ... will be L2 and the first .. will be & . s

LY Laze,

e If the s, who mentions the additional link (Ibn Mubaarak) o

is & or Busr does not make ~,= that he heard the <.~ H

from Waathilah, the second ... will be regarded as & x5
e The opinion of Imaam Bukhaari and other wsi is that
inclusion of Abu Idrees between Busr and Waathilah is }

incorrect. Hence lbn Mubaarak's <> is Wl Laze 3 da,
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Note: It is clear from the above that in order for L.y Loz 3 oy

to take place there must be = in the i)l x>, (In the above

example, the ssu)l >, is between Busr and Waathilah.)

The Fourth Type of iduw: < aad

1.

If <91 Jiu) is the cause of wd= between two narrations of the
same <..~ and we are unable to give preference to one
narration over the other, the «..~ is called k..

k2l occurs predominantly in st and seldom in cx.
Sometimes J\u) takes place intentionally for the sake of ol
(in order to test a scholar's memory; like what the ;.= of
Baghaad did to Imaam Bukhaari). In this case Jiu} is only
permissible for the duration of the o=z, The s, must desist
from Jiw) the moment the ol is over.

If Jlul occurs intentionally and there is no valid reason for
doing so; the intention is merely <\ or something similar,
the <.~ will be regarded as g s2s-.

If Jw) occurs unintentionally, the <.~ will be either . or

e

The Fifth Type of idbw: izt and Sy

If = is caused by alteration of one <~ or more but the 3,

(appearance of the <»,~) remains unaffected and:
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1. The change is in the dots, the «..~ is called ci~23. Example:_
Abu Bakr As-Souli’s alteration of G. to ks in the ¢uus:

JWJWM?JQL@)(\-&J

2. The change is in the |X:, the ¢..> is called 2. Example:
Ghundar’s alteration of Ubay to Aby in the ¢..>:

Cdod! jlans

Most a2 are of the opinion that <. La=i is permissible
provided the .= has knowledge of the meanings of words and
the ways in which meanings are altered. ,L==!is permissible for
such a s, because:

e He will only delete what is irrelevant. Thus the meaning of
what he is retaining will not be affected.

e He will only omit something which can still be understood
from what he is retaining.

L;JAJU :\.1\3)3\
There are a number of different opinions in the regard:
It is only permissible in «is,2. and not in <.
e Itis only permissible if the «,, remembers the original word

(because only he will be able to choose an appropriate
substitute).

e |t is only permissible for one who forgot the original word
but still remembers its meaning.
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2. However, most o<.= are of the opinion that it is permissible.
One of their strongest proofs is that there is L~ that it is
permissible to explain the 2 to non-Arabs in their native

languages. If it is permissible to substitute Arabic with
another language, it should be permissible to substitute an
Arabic word for another.

3. Nevertheless, there is no doubt that it is better to narrate
the original text without any alteration.

CHAPTER EIGHT
(o) S9N (B opaball
Lol cqw g dsud) 9 digad

In this chapter we discuss the eighth, ninth and tenth
Criticisms Viz. s>, asx and Lt 5ot and o) wd! yadl

There are two reasons for !t dle:
1. The s, has too many descriptions — his name, w5, 4, 1,
> and . — but he is more commonly known by one of

them only. Take the example of Muhammed bin Saa-ib bin
Bishr Al-Kalbi. He is also known as Muhammed bin Bishr,
Hammaad bin Saa-ib, Abu-Nadr, Abu Sa'eed and Abu
Hishaam. Somebody who is unaware of the situation would
think that they are all different individuals whereas they all
refer to the same person.
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2. The &), is unknown to many people because he narrates so

few cusli °°

3. For the sake of brevity the s, sometimes omits the name of o

the <= «,,» and merely refers to him as fulaan, rajul, shaikh, &
w2~ etc. (In this instance the unnamed 3, could be s
identified if it is mentioned in another s 5.) o
The Ruling of w! 31! A
e The .- of .l is unacceptable because the ;
prerequisite for the acceptance of any «..> is dlus of the 9),. -
How do we prove his #i.c if we do not even know who he is? S
e Even if .l ) is described as Ji.e (for example, the the X
person narrating from him says a 3,=0), the c..> is still o

unacceptable because it is possible that while the «s &),

regards him as iz, others regard him quite the opposite. |

e Some . <x= were of the opinion that sl x4, the ¢.u- of

~ ¢o) should be accepted because |-y &3~ -4 However, \

the previous opinion is more correct.)

o) Jsgoms |

If the name of the s, is mentioned but only one person

narrates from him, he is ol Js¢= and must be treated like <)) |

~+ Hence, his <.~ will only be accepted if he is declared « by:

e Somebody other than the person who narrates from him.
e The person who narrates from him provided such a person &
is qualified to do so.
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Jdl Jagoms

When two or more people narrate from a s, but nobody
ever declared him iz, he is known as JW Jse= and sz,
Although some .= accepted the <..~ of such a «J, under
all circumstances, the ¢~ disagree. They say that we can
neither unconditionally accept nor reject his ¢..~. Instead,
we must make s until such time that his condition is
clarified

The Ninth Criticism: is.J

There are two types of e

1. Those whose . is 525,

2. Those whose . is @iwis,

There is considerable amount of =i regarding the cosi>i

of both types.

However, the correct opinion regarding the first type is
that:

- We should only reject the <.s-i of a person who

rejects such a part of deen which is ;s and 5,2l »sles
- Hence there is no harm in accepting the .1 of a gz
who, together with not rejecting any ;= aspect of .3,
possesses the qualities of L., ¢,y and sss.
With regards to the second type of ¢..., there are two
requisites for accepting his ¢.1>:

1. He does not propagate his s,
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This particular ..~ does not lend credibility to his z=.,

This is the opinion of Abu Ishaaq Al-Jawzjaani who was
the &= of Abu Da-ud and Nasa-i.

Some 4= held the opinion that the <.s-1 of both types
of ;»saz. should only be rejected if they believe that it is
permissible to lie in support of their i

There is another opinion that the <¢.s-i of all (sus.

should always be rejected because not doing so
promotes their i=x Even if this opinion is accepted we

should still accept the &..~ of a g1z if it is narrated by

somebody else who is not a g

The Tenth Criticism: ki) ¢ g

There are two types of Libi s,.:

=Y — When the s, always suffered from weak memory.

According to some . s.= the ¢.u> of such a s, is also called

L

s, — When the &3, had a good memory but later on his

memory became weak due to old age, loss of sight, burning
of his books etc. Such a &9, is called Lk= and the ruling

regarding his ¢.s\-i is that:

If we can differentiate between what he narrated before
Lyl and what he narrated thereafter, we should accept

whatever he narrated before L

If differentiation is not possible we will have to make _is
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Note: The difference between the third and the tenth criticism
is that in the third criticism his Ll exceeds his <ls» and in the

tenth criticism his ols- exceeds his Lk

el Egdod) Bylgy
The opinion of the ¢~ is that besides ¢;.5, <. which cannot
be narrated without explicit reference to the fact that it is ¢ 5.,

it is permissible to narrate all other types of ains cosli

provided:
e They are not related to s.is (for example, the wu.- of Allah).

e They do not discuss any zs,: s~ related to JS>~ and »/,~

e They comprise of Lsls., i5and .5, = etc.

However, when narrating such i~s cos-1 without any s}, the
s9, should refrain from direct attribution to Rasulullah. Thus he
should not say . 5 «le & Jo &1 Jyey JU. Instead, he should say:
ek g ade o B sy B ) OF Ll g ade B Lo B gy 3B G
or something similar.

) Cododl feall

The opinion of the s is that it is c>w.. to make Jos On il
ezl regarding JLsY1 Lz provided that:

e The > is not severe.

e The subject matter falls under the ruling of an accepted
principle of the ax,s.
e The i should be Ll instead of L, and w2
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An Important Rule OH

If a &, narrates a particular ..~ from a =, but the = H

emphatically denies having narrated it saying ‘You are
lying’, ‘I have never narrated this ¢..~" etc. the ¢..> will not H

be accepted because one of them — the == or the ¢, — is H
definitely lying. However, this will not disparage either of H
them because we do not know with certainty who exactly is H
the liar.

If in the above situation, the =+ does not emphatically deny H

narrating the ¢..~, but he is not sure whether he narrated it H
or not (for example, he says ‘l do not remember this .., ‘I H
do not know this ¢..~" etc.), the ¢..~ will be accepted and H
the hesitation of the Shaikh will be treated as forgetfulness. H
|
\
|
|
\
|
|
\
|
|
\
|
|
\
|
|
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CHAPTER NINE I

As mentioned in the beginning of chapter one, there are two H
methods of classification of ¢..~: H

1. According to the number of 3, in the sanad. °H

2. According to «Ji ...l . (Whom the <.~ is attributed). H

We have thus far completed the first method of classification H

and now commence with the second method. ]
When ..~ is classified according to whom it is attributed, there H

are three types: H

1. g O}

2. Sl ‘

3. ¢ skl T

e uponed] H
When the ... of a ..~ reaches Nabi L. ; <l &I Lo, irrespective }

of whether it is L= or not and irrespective of whether all the s\, ‘

are Jie and L\> or not, the ¢..> is called ¢ It is therefore }
possible to find a ¢+ &.a~ that is Guss ‘

QO‘O

There are two types of ¢l c.ub o

pg. 54 OH
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1.

o2l when there is i4,- 6Lz to Rasulullah Lo 5 ole & Lo
S when the sLz) to Rasulullah (Lo 5 «de &1 L is not 4,

However, even if the Lz to Rasulullah o 5 «le & Lois not iz,

the ..~ will only be &> ¢4 if:

1.
2.
3.

The g~ who narrates it does not narrate any <ukLi,.|
There is no scope for sz! in the subject matter of the <.
It is neither related to a nor .4 %, for example:

It concerns something which happened in the past (the
beginning of the creation, stories of the previous Ambiyaa
etc).

It tells us of future events (>, %, s etc.)

It tells us of specific reward or punishment for doing certain
actions.

The reason for regarding such c.s\-Tas ¢4, is that if the subject

matter of the <.~ is not based on jjtihaad, the s~- who

narrates it must have been informed by somebody. This
informer could only be Nabi .L. s <l & L- or somebody who

narrates from the previous scriptures. Hence, when a 3\~ who

does not narrate —U.i,. narrates a «..~ which cannot be the

result of his sl and which is related to neither  nor .3 -,

his ..~ will be regarded as ¢ even though he did not make
i%,.- L) to Rasulullah W 5 «le o Lo
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A Few More Types of S ¢ 55,1

Here are a few more types of S&i¢54:

1. When a ~U narrates a ..~ from a s~ using a phrase that
is zs” for w12 to Rasulullah v 5 «le & L. Thus he utters one
of the following:

By, oy yasn a dayagn e Wy

2. When a 3=~ says s e o

3. When a s says 1S bl or 1S 5 Ls

4. When a gl says 1is Jeis LS

5. When a s=~- describes a particular action as il Or 4.2~

148" ! R
Most (5= regard this statement of a = as S ¢5.. [bn Abdil

Barr says that there is L2} in this regard. (In fact, he also says

that even a non-Sahaabi utters this statement it will be
regarded as -S>¢s5+ so long as he does not make zLs| to

anybody other than Rasulullah L. ;<\ & Lo, Therefore, the
statement .pea)l 2 iS NOt oS> £530.)

Abu Bakr Ar-Raazi, Abu Bakr As-Sayrafi and Ibn Hazm never
regarded the 1ise.i - statement of a jl~- as -S> ¢4 Even

Imam Shaafi'i has two opinions in this regard.> These :LJs argue

that «. is not confined to the actions of Rasulullah ;+l & Lo

5 Ibn Abdil Barr's claim that there is ¢lalin thisissue is therefore debatable.

pg. 56




. Thus an action of a 4\~ is also called .. The answer of the

,s¢~ is that when the 11— used the word ., it is very unlikable

that they were referring to anybody other than Rasulullah &1 L s
o g ade, &

135 U,el and 1S 6 g

The <=1 in this issue is similar to the <=1 in the previous

issue. The s¢a classify this statement of a gl~vo as S 5550

because when the z~.- make such a statement it is very

unlikely that the .7 or st whom they are referring to is e
anybody other than Rasulullah L. 5 <l &1 Lo, &

PPN (U

When the ... of a ..~ reaches a ;s\~ only and does not reach

Rasulullah L. 5 «le & Lo, the ¢~ is called <sis- even if the 4. is \

not L=x and all the s, are not .« and kL. Thus, there are

saheeh and da'eef w5550 sl &

g sadel) )

When the ... of a ¢..~ does not reach furthter than a ~u, ~u

<~ or somebody thereafter, the «..~ is called ¢ ski..

Note: The difference between ¢ki- and #ki. is that former is a I
description of a ¢.4~ in relation to its ¢ and the latter is a N

description in relation to its ... &
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The Definition of a s~v

A s~ is a person who met Rasulullah ... 5 «le & L in a state

of okl on Rasulullah L. 5 4l & L and was in a state of okl when

he passed away even though he may have become s, in-

between.

Note:

1.

The meaning of meeting Rasulullah L. 5 <l & Jo is el

There is therefore no difference between sitting with
Rasulullah L. 5 <l & s, walking with him or merely

reaching him without having an opportunity to converse
with him.

It is inaccurate to define a y~- as a person who saw
Rasulullah .. s i & _L- because that would mean that

Abdullah bin Ummi Maktoom who was blind was not a

Insertion of the clause of ok is important because if we do
not do so those ,us who met Rasulullah L. 5 «le & Lo will
also be ..

It is also important to stipulate ok on Rasulullah , b & Lo
+ in order to exclude those who had ¢k on Nabi Moosa

and Nabi ‘Eesa (the Jews and Christians) but did not have
okl on Rasulullah Loy ale &1 Lo,

We understand from the clause of ok at the time of death
that a person who met Rasulullah L. 4k & Lo in a state of
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okl and later became .. (for example, Abdullah bin Jahsh
and Ibn Khatl) is not a gl=-.
The clause ‘even though he may have become a s, in-

between’ is based on the more preferred opinion that a
person who met Rasulullah . 5 <4 & Lo in state of o,

then became .- but later repented and reverted to . is
still a s~ even if he did not meet Rasulullah L. <l &1 Lo
after reverting to »L.| for the second time.The proof that

this is the more preferred opinion is the story of Ash’ath bin
Qays. There is no difference among the scholars in including
him among the z~- and recording his «.s\> in the ... and

other books of <.~ even though he turned ., for some
time after meeting Rasulullah L. 5 «le & L in a state of o).
(In fact, when he re-entered the fold of .|, Abu Bakr gave
him his sister in marriage.)

The Definition of a U

A b is a person who met a -~ and possessed o\ at the time
of his death.

Note:

1.

Here too the meaning of meeting a g\~ is ¢le. Thus a person
will be a ~u even if he did not actually speak to the ;- he

met.
It is incorrect to stipulate that in order for a person to be a

gub
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e He must have been old enough to understand.
e He must have actually heard the \~-.

e He must have stayed with the g~- for a considerable

period of time.
3. While the requisite for a =~ to be a 4=~ is that he had to

have cul on Rasulullah L. 5 «le & - when meeting him, it is
not required of a ~t to have had o when he met the ;..
Thus a 25" who met a Sahaabi and later accepted Islaam but
thereafter never met any g~ is also a ~u.

The Definition of =

The (x22 are people who lived in «ls> and .| but never met
Rasulullah L. ;5 <l & _L-There is a difference of opinion among
the scholars whether they should be included among the x4\~
or =G, The correct opinion, however, is that they are senior
o irrespective of whether they accepted L. in the lifetime of

Rasulullah L. 5 «le & Lo (for example, Najaashi) or thereafter.

NESN
When the scholars of ¢..> refer to a <.+~ as ... they mean that
it is ¢~ (attributed to Rasulullah . 5 <l & Ls), narrated by a

g2 and its ... is apparently |:.. Thus:
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i ]
| |
e The ¢ <> of @ ~U or anybody after him cannot be ..
‘T The former is |- while the latter is either lzxs Or sl H
® A<, cannot be s if its 1. is apparently wai.,

o A .- will still be i if the glazit in its 4. is 4+ (as in the wae
U% of the _Ju and the -\ whose meeting with the «e s is H

U% not established). H
H |

ﬂ% The above explanation is in accordance with Haakim’s H
definition of .i.l. Khateeb, however, defined .l as L.

According to this definition a s .~ that has a Jez s
should also be regarded as ... Although Khateeb claims that
there are wg,. el with alew Ll he acknowledges that such

narrations are few.

I CHAPTER TEN |
L M\ éjb 9 ;\biﬁ\ @.p ‘
[l \
1L y
H In this chapter we discuss: H
ﬁ% e The various & (words) which the i, employ ‘

|

when narrating ¢.s\-i,

e The methods of £ (gaining knowledge) of

L‘O S, &

There are eight degrees of <Y1 &
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Level One IS
Level Two ale BI3 ¢ gy
Level Three AUl ade T3
Level Four ol

Level Five &9t

Level Six el

Level Seven dres

Level Eight &

The word &« is the highest and clearest degree; it is even
clearer than i~ because while a _J. could use i~ in the
meaning of 3= (in which instance there will be a .|,
between the s, and the «= ), there is no possibility of
any iy (unmentioned link) between the &3, and the «s s,
when the ), says Eas.

The first two words ( &~ and £3i~) are only used when the
&+ spoke (narrated the <..~), the student heard and there

were no other students with him. If there were other
students with him, he will use the words tx~ and .

The words 3, and &3 are used when the student read the
&4~ to the =+ and he was the only student. If there were

other students with him, he will say =1 or uis.
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e The above differentiation between ,.=| and <¢..£ (usage of

Eae and &3 in the first instance and u,=i and i3 in the

second instance) is based on the -3k of the :si= of the o
3s. As far as i is concerned, there is no difference S0
between the two. Hence there is no difference between o

them in the -3\ of the ).

e efuly 4l 13 is used when one student read and the others

listened. In such an instance it would be better for the
reader himself to say &is instead of y,=I. g

Note: The ,.+~ regard =)\ s isl4 (reading to the ~=) as one of

the methods of J:£. Imaam Maalik and other scholars of

Madeenah strongly opposed those scholars of Iraqg who

disagreed. In fact, some of them exaggerated the issue giving

preference to 13l over z2)l k4l . ¢l (hearing the <.~ recited \

by the ~:). However, Imaam Bukhaari and many other scholars

are of the opinion that both methods are equal. \

sy Qo
\

e Asfaras w and the -3kl of the (lix are concerned, there ‘
is no difference between :L (usage of 4Uf) and .= (usage .

of ux=7). According to the .. »k, however, Ui is like the word |

2#; they are both used for §\-1.

e The e of @ ol is interpreted as ¢\~ unless if he is a . |

Some scholars like Ali Ibn-ul-Madeeni and Al-Bukhaari °l
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stipulate that in order for the w~s of the ,-lx. to be regarded
as ¢ there must be evidence that the ), and the «e s,
met at least once — otherwise there is a possibility that the

&t is = Lo (This second opinion is preferred.)
dodlaall
i=-3L2ll is when the s, received verbal 3| from the «c ;... Thus
when the s, uses the word Lz, he means the «s s+ gave him

5= verbally.

L)

In the -3k of the latter-day scholars (..#1), 250 is when the
ws 9,0 posted the ..~ and the ;- to the ss,. However, in the
kvl of the earlier scholars (i) it is used when the «e ¢,
posted the «..~ to the s, irrespective of whether he gave him
5=} or not. Nevertheless many scholars from both groups are of
the opinion that it is permissible for the <3, to narrate on the
basis of . that was not accompanied with ). There
argument is that if the «= «s,» did not want to confer the .,
with &), why would he even post the «..~ to him? There

seems to be no reason for this w3 other than &)
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There are two types of #sL.:

1. When the shaikh presents his student with his i (original) S

or a copy thereof and says: ‘This is my )5, from so-and-so. s

You may narrate it from me.’
2. The student shows the shaikh a copy of the shaikh’s w,

from someone and upon checking it, the == says: ‘This is

my a5, from so-and-so. You may narrate it from me.’

Note:
1. In order for dsulL w5 to be valid, the shaikh has to have

verbally permitted the student to narrate from him. If this is
the case, #,UlL 4151 is the highest form of sl-1. s

2. With regards to the first type, it is also necessary for the s
shaikh to make the student the owner of the |-f (or a copy |

thereof). If he cannot make him the owner, he must at least
loan it to him so that he can make a copy of it and then
compare his copy it with the original. &
3. However, if the shaikh showed him the |- and took it back d

immediately thereafter, there will be no difference |
between this st and izl 5=y (The meaning of i &=y is

that the shaikh gives the student permission to narrate
from him a specific - in a specific manner.) S0
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4. If there was no verbal ;- at the time of #,, the dsts will be
treated the same as & (when the shaikh posted a copy of
the ¢.s\-1to the student from one city to another)

830l
i34l is when a person finds a <.+~ in written form and he

recognizes the handwriting as being that of so-and-so’s. In this
instance it will be permissible for him to narrate saying: ‘l found
this <..> in the writing of so-and-so.” However, it will not be

permissible for him to say o™ .=l (so-and-so informed me)

unless if so-and-so had previously given him permission to
narrate from him.

ie gl
iy Means to bequest. Some w7 among the i were of the
opinion that when a shaikh bequests his |- (or J.-f) to a

specific person, it will be permissible for that person to narrate
from the shaikh on the basis of this <.-s. However, the ,+ say

that this person may only narrate from the shaikh if he had
previously received 3| from him.

P!
Syl is when a shaikh informs a particular student that he

narrates such-and-such ot from so-and-so. In this instance,
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the student will be permitted to narrate this particular o
from the shaikh provided he did also receive &\~ from him.

Thus this s will have no significance in the absence of &\

Note:
1. wWis-Y is not recognized by the scholars as a valid method
of Jx£. Examples of @i 5~y are when a shaikh gives &\~| to

all the Muslims or ‘everybody who is presently alive’ or all
the inhabitants of a particular city etc.

2. Similarly, Jse=l 3=y and psaead 5=y are also invalid. An
example of »s.=.ll 5-y1 is that he says ‘I give 5\~ to any child
that will be born to you.’

3. bl 5Y1 is also invalid if it is sles (depended) on somebody

else’s consent.

CHAPTER ELEVEN
Jednd! g Cﬁ‘“

The iu# use various phrases for L o -4 Just as these

phrases are not equal in strength and meaning, some of them
do not necessarily mean that the ..~ under discussion has to

be totally rejected. This chapter discusses the various phrases
and degrees of L.l s -4 and a few related issues.
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The Degrees of ¢ ~J!

1. The severest form of -~ is to describe a s, in a manner

that is indicative of wL.. The clearest phrases in this regard

are those which are on the scale of J.zill a.-; for example,

o oIS Also in this category are the phrases ¢4 & el &) -

(he is the limit in fabrication) and i) :5; s» (he is the pillar %

of lies). B
2. The next degree is when a ), is described as Jw-s, ¢35 and

~\is. Although these words also indicate /L., they are not

as severe as those mentioned above.
3. The weakest degree of -~ is when a ), is described as ., s

Ladl soe OF JUis 45, S

4. Statements like Jazs, Lil., Ll :>U and c.ad S are more Pl
severe than statements like cixc, 53t J and Jus <. Pl

|

The Degrees of ji.w &
1. The highest form of L. is also when a ), is described in a }
manner that is indicative of iL.. Here too, the clearest o
phrases are those that are on the scale of .zl i.; for o
example, W & and . <57, Also in this category is the o
phrase .l 3 gzl 4. .

2. The next degree of L. is when the ), is described with !

one or two qualities indicating that he is J.=; for example, &

i, af 4, bl 1, bils Jue etc. \
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The lowest degree of | is when the phrase used to
describe the ), is close to the weakest level of -~; for

example, &%, &> sy, 4> e etc.

A Few Rules

1

a5 () of @ &), is only accepted if the person making zsj is
acquainted with its wL.7 (causes).

If the person making a5 is fully acquainted with its wL.j, his
w55 of the ), will be accepted even if he is the only person
doing so. Comparing =575 to s some people claim that the
155 of a single person is unacceptable; there must be at least
two people making 1s5. However, this is incorrect. 55 is like
the judge’s .<~. Just as the .- of a single judge is valid (and
therefore binding), the is; of a single person should also be

accepted.
Both -~ and L. should only be accepted if pronounced by

a person who is Jus and Liz (alert). Hence we should not
accept the -~ of a person who exaggerates issues thereby
making -~ for reasons which do not necessitate rejection of
the «..~. Similarly we should not accept the +s; of a person
who only considers the s> qualities and behaviour of a 3),.

When somebody has made -~ of a ), and nobody has
made s, the preferred opinion is that the -~ will be

accepted even if the ... for the -~ was not mentioned.
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‘T (Howev.er, this is on condition‘that the person who made H
H the -~ is fully aware of the L.l of - ~.) H
o 5. If there is -~ and . of a particular <), the -~ will be &
U% given preference if: H
H a. The .. is mentioned. H
H b. The -~ is pronounced by somebody who is acquainted H
H with the oLl of - H
‘T 6. Hence, s will have preference over - if one or both of H

the above-mentioned conditions are absent.
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APPENDIX

Ibn-ul-Humaam and many subsequent scholars have contested
the soundness of the division of ~~u) .t into seven

categories, the highest being a <.~ that is recorded by Imaam

Bukhaari and Imaam Muslim (ra). The gist of their argument is
that i~ is based on the L, of these two Imaams. Hence,

when a ..~ that neither Bukhaari nor Muslim recorded fulfils
their L,.2 it should be included in the same category as a <.~

recorded by both of them. As argued by ‘Allaamah Qaasim, the
s of a «.u> depends on its J~, rather than its presence in such-

and-such ous

Furthermore, Imaam Bukhaari and Imaam Muslim’s judgement
that a particular ), fulfils their L, is not .k (categorical) and

could contradict the actual situation. For example, Imaam
Muslim (ra) recorded <.s-i from a number of narrators who

were never disparaged by any of the scholars. On the other
hand, there are some 4 .\< narrators in the Bukhaari. Hence,

such judgement is ultimately based on the s~ of the ‘ulamaa.
In fact, the same is true with regards the L, Accordingly, if
one Imaam stipulates a particular -,z and another does not, the
latter will not be obliged to observe the L,: of the former in
instances of i)« Hence, a <.~ cited by the latter would suffice

for i) Of the ..~ cited by the former even though it lacks his

Ly
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Shaikh Ahmad Shaakir (ra) also alluded to the inconsistency of

the above division of ~~.2) =..4 He writes in his introduction to s
the i>- of Hammaam bin Munabbih which is recorded by s
Imaam Ahmad (ra) in his Musnad that: This i~ is proof that 2

<p»l-f recorded by Imaam Bukhaari and Imaam Muslim do not

always belong to a higher level of i~ than a «..~ recorded by
only one or none of them. What has to be considered in all of

this is fulfilment of the L,z of i~- or the Ly2 Of izl wlsys L °
irrespective of the «..~ and whether it was recorded by Imaam s
Bukhaari and Imaam Muslim or not. &

Shaikh Abd-ul-Fattaah Abu Ghuddah explains that there are
one hundred and fourty two ¢.s-f in the above i~.- Twenty <

three are found in both books Bukhaari and Muslim, sixteen are S
found in Bukhaari only and fifty eight are in Muslim only. The
1. for all these &1 is: |

o gl o8 plR s ene e B s
This ... does not fall under the category of ~~ sl Hence, the °l

claim that a ¢..~ recorded by Imaam Bukhaari and Imaam o
Muslim is more =~ than any other «..~ (at least with regards ‘
the twenty three <.s~1 of the above wi~.). Pl

Shaikh Abd-ul-Fattaah Abu Ghuddah raised a few other issues. }

However, for the sake of brevity (lest this appendix becomes °
too long for the actual book), we will suffice with one more o
. \
issue. \
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H Imaam Bukhaari (ra) is s,: in the narration of ceratin ¢.s-iin
“T’ the w7 of which there . .35, while Imaam Muslim (ra) is
>4 in the narration of ceratin ¢.s>-fin the wL.l of which there
are No ¢ s 3y, How can a ¢.u> in Bukhaari that has a S 4,

U% « be more =~ than a ..~ in Muslim that does not have any J,

s

H For further details refer to Shaikh Abdul-Fattaah Abu Ghuddah (ra)’s
< footnotes on Shaikh Taahir Al-Jazaa’ri (ra)’s Tawjeeh-un-Nadhar
I (Pg.290-296).




