IN DEFENCE OF ABU JA'FAR AL-
RAZI AND HIS VERACITY
AS & TRANSMITTER OF
NARRATIONS:
A& REPLY TO “ADEEL” AL-MAJHUL

Praise be to Allah that is due from all grateful believers, a
fullness of praise for all his favours: a praise that is abundantly
sincere and blessed. May the blessings of Allah be upon our
beloved Master Muhammad, the chosen one, the Apostle of
mercy and the seal of all Prophets (peace and blessings of
Allah be upon them all); and upon his descendants who are
upright and pure: a blessing lasting to the Day of Judgment,
like the blessing bestowed upon the Prophet Ibrahim (alaihis
salam) and his descendants. May Allah be pleased with all of
the Prophetic Companions (Ashab al-Kiram). Indeed, Allah is
most worthy of praise and supreme glorification!

The following is a succinct response to the claims of an internet forum'
contributor calling himself “Adeel” with his personal description mentioning
that he is 20 years old and his “avatar” shows a masked unknown figure. The
latter point is thus a true reflection of his “scholarship”, as will be
demonstrated from recourse to the masters of Hadith, Figh and Tafsir of the
past in the main, as part and parcel of this riposte Insha’Allah.

Adeel al-Majhul said:

! http://forums.islamicawakening.com/showpost.php?p=183446&postcount=8



The fact remains that Abu Ja'far Ar Raazi is weak even if your Abul Hasan tries his
best to prove with his self proclaimed scholarship otherwise, by violating a number of
principles.

Firstly, Abu Ja'far is weak according to majority and this is even what Haafidh Ibn
Hajar said in Taqrib for him. The principle the majority consider someone weak then
he is weak.

Secondly, even if this is not the case the Jara'h on Abu Ja'far is Mufassirenough not
to regard his lone narrations as Sahih or Hasan and if they are from Mashahir they
are to be regarded as Munkar. He "errors a lot" And he is "weak in memory" is
sufficient to destroy the credibilty of a narrator. Ibn Hibban also said that his lone
narrations are not to be taken as proof.

Thirdly, Ibn Maee'n regarding his trustworthy is true as that document said but Ibn
Maee'n also said as narrated by Ibn Abi Maryam from him that he commits mistakes
or forgets as in Tahzeeb Tahzeeb. As far as Al Madini is concerned he also said
regarding him as narrated by his son from his father that he said:

"He(Abu Ja'far) is to me like Musa bin Ubaidah"

And regarding Musa bin Ubaidah he(Al Madini) said:
dudal) (s 4

And Al Madini regarding him is trustworthy was narrated by Muhammad bin Uthman
bin Abi Shaybah and he is regarded weak by some. This is half truth which Abul
Hasan did not say in this document as he is quite well known for this.

Reply:

“Adeel” the 20 year old Hadith critic and opponent of the gradings of the true
Huffaz of Hadith said in his sarcastic and puerile manner:

The fact remains that Abu Ja'far Ar Raazi IS WEaK even if your Abul Hasan tries
his best to prove with his self proclaimed scholarship otherwise, by violating a
number of principles.

Insha’allah, we have tried our best not to speak from our own selves or make
overall declarations from personal whims without having a precedent from the
great Imams of Hadith. This is what was done in the initial document that this
20 year old “Muhaddith” could not realise or fathom; hence, he made no valid
response to all the quoted references. He claimed that Abu Ja’far al-Razi is




weak (da’eef) — and thus, this is his own personal grading on a narrator’s overall
veracity. The latter grading being at complete odds with the later Huffaz like
al-Dhahabi, Ibn Hajar Asqalani and others who knew most of the attributed
Jarh (disparagement) or Ta’dil (praise) on the veracity of Abu Ja’far al-Razi as a
narrator of Hadith.

On the contrary, the unknown “Adeel” is the one who has demonstrated his
own claim to Hadith Mastership by wilful misinterpretation of the reality on
Abu Ja’far al-Razi. This is evident by the fact he was very selective in quoting
what seemed to benefit his call that al-Razi is outright weak and his narrations
are thus rejected. The words he directed at us about “.by violating a number of
principles” — will be shown to apply more to his biased and incompetent research
which is unsupported by the findings that shall be presented below with Allah’s
help and the quotation of scholarly authorities from the past and present, from
Ahlus Sunna wal Jama’a and his pseudo-Salafi sect.

“Adeel”, whose adala is questioned, continued to state:

Firstly, Abu Ja'far is weak according to majority and this is even what
Haafidh Ibn Hajar said in Taqrib for him. the principle the

majority consider someone weak then he is weak.

Secondly, even if this is not the case the Jara'h on Abu Ja'far is Mufassirenough not
to regard his lone narrations as Sahih or Hasan and if they are from Mashahir they
are to be regarded as Munkar. He "errors a lot" And he is "weak in memory" is
sufficient to destroy the credibilty of a narrator. Ibn Hibban also said that his lone
narrations are not to be taken as proof.

I say:

The fair reader may observe his poor grammatical skills when he said about al-
Razi that he “errors a lot” and as for his claims that the majority of the
Mubhaddithin regarded al-Razi to be weak, including as he claimed, al-Hafiz Ibn
Hajar, is a total distortion and open lie against the Ash’arite Imam, Ibn Hajar
al-Asqalani (ra) and what can be deduced from the Imams of the past. Our
case will be presented with precise evidence and quotations from the eatlier
scholars and some contemporary examples from “Salafi” writers who are
editors of the books of Hadith lore etc.

I quoted Ibn Hajar’s final grading from his Taqrib al-Tahdhib in the initial lines

of my earlier article as follows:



If one was to look at the final ruling on this narrator in Ibn Hajar’s al-Taqrib al-Tahdhib
one wonld notice that he was declared to be truthful (Saduqg). but poor at preserving
narrations - specifically from Mughira. "This tells us a lot, for what 1bn Hajar said is based
on the verdict of Ibn al Madini from one report recorded from him, as well as from Ibn
Ma’een. Both of these two last named Imams also declared Abu Jafar to be Thiga. Here is
what is found in 1bn Hajar'’s al-Tagqreeb:
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Hence, it is very apparent that Ibn Hajar did not declare al-Razi to be da’eef
(weak in Hadith) but he said that he is Saduq (truthful) but he was poor in
preserving his narrations specifically from the narrator known as Mughira (ibn
Migsam).

Additionally, Ibn Hajar mentioned Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his Lisan al-Mizan
(7/457, Hyderabad edn) as follows:
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The reader may observe that al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar did not mention any of the
Jarh on Abu Ja’far al-Razi except one Ta’dil (praiseworthy remark) from Imam
Ibn Ma’een whom he quoted as declaring al-Razi to be Thiqa (trustworthy).

An author by the name of Ali ibn Na’ief al-Shahud mentioned the following in
his work entitled: a/-Hafiz ibn Hajar wa manbajibi fi Tagqrib al-Tabdhib (al-Hafiz
ibn Hajar and his methodology in Tagqrib al-Tahdhib, p. 264):
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He mentioned that Abu Ja’far al-Razi is Saduq sayy al-hifz (as Ibn Hajar
mentioned) and that Ibn Hajar had indicated al-Razi’s narrations to be Hasan
(good) in his Taghliq al-T2’liq and Talkhis al-Habir, and ibn Khuzayma also
narrated via al-Razi in his Sahih (see below).

I have also observed that what al-Shahud mentioned in the above named work
on al-Razi is a mere replication of the findings of the late author, Dr. Walid ibn
Hasan al-Aani, as mentioned in the latter’s work entitled: Manhaj dirasa al-Asanid
wal hukm alayha.”

Indeed, we have already shown that al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar himself quoted
narrations from Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his famous Fath al-Bari as follows:
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> See p. 117, printed by Dar al-Nafa’is, Amman, Jordan, 1997, with a foreword by a “Salafi”’ from
Jordan known as Umar Sulayman al-Ashqar



e al 41 5y B 3 01 DB g STy (el ot o ol ) ki Sty B A O
B dield 1n 0 0 0is O 0 1 o) 3 g 30 (53U (Al 3 g & AlB (L oy Vil Y )
Jedl 1 b o a0 bl (S 11 By 1 pead B 1 g b B tad) ) 5 ol s S
Baphee Yy dapn Y am (SO Yy 208 Y BLa UL Uk 4l 1J6 Sl ) aad b Oy 988 sy 03

sl i 8, W) Jed &) JB (g b W o oy W g a1 JB) o bty SV o i o (&3 o 0156
5 Wl J sl JB) AT (A b W g Sy W g 11 J8) gomas (o (o BUI ) DBl ol (U ) a0
Josi Wy 1 gl (D) (s V) 231 b I P d (e (2O 8 = sl By o = I 85 Y
o e O J5 JB (34 cor OV 1J6 — b Y T - e 3 Y) sl (o ol (adns) O 1
U | gl @81 Y 5 cogale 353 15300 @S0 5 oges S Y IS8 (o 1 g el 5l iy g ol
Al L) gl W (O guzgh dit sl Of L) gy

QM‘J"’Q“ ?L‘?M_“as)\’u‘tf""’cf" ‘&-‘5)\-:-“@3
D1 o gl e dll Oy i ol << OT A s i <<t Wi

e TR ) T .\.su.eaj\..mu\ el Ya 4 g W\}dﬁjw\}u | $2T u,.u\ @iy
Mqa,do;ﬁopwud\du

- (adedy A1 0 gBlu g USQS} \K(&?\(@\&OM&W}&\OD :d}qb,/:od}é el

Al gl ot a1 (sl B 830y AT dis ads 0315 1 8o WY i J) 1 B

e BT G gy "I T ) 5 e I o8 Y1 Sl W T il g 03T G b

Osharg) B G pbe o oo dondb gl 0 Jo b (0 s plall aoy (O g O by 1ol () ) 1 B
e et aSS Wl gl I8 815 S U 4 Oy ol (g3 e O 0 1 JB (o e

Olias d) a1 0555 OF Juztt 1 chd (oSl y U8 oo 1l y oSl 093 b () 8Ll L) (8 s B 5
AU W3 ) iy | SLEY) s 55 Y SOy bl g oo Laged O guo gl 4y ol (3LEY! y e

& s ety

If the 20 year old “Adeel” knew a little about Fath al-Bari he would have
realized that when Ibn Hajar remained silent on the status of an isnad or matn
(text) of a narration it is usually a Hasan (good) chain of transmission (isnad) or
its text is, unless he clarified its status elsewhere.



The ruling of Dr Abdal Majid al-Shaykh Abdal Bari in his a/-Riwayat al-Tafsiriyya
/i Fath al-Bari (p. 26)° on the Tafsir narrations via the routes of Abu Ja’far al-
Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas from Abul Aliyya:

Yaany gl oo W Gl o il I o8 S e gl il p oS o gl o8 35y b ST
25 3 el G s e ol 035 By AIW 4T e B e damyy ol 486 s I o

&6 ghr 3l o g JI 1Sy -l £ o Bgko 31 1 phar ] O Ol e 3wl Wag )

B9 B o8 Oy o calad o g Y o ) ST el o o iar gl agp b OY cplag
il ke oS> egian g cpdnall HUS Lgaa 3BTy ¢ Sl e e o) BB L Wy 5 ) st i
gl o8 ol ot gt 8 I S gl g S B b (S gl Ll " B (el s

G AR5 oS phaan G @SN IS5 | S e Flm gl ol g ol 7 T By (s Sl a g cas W)
LR

The above named author has clearly mentioned how al-Hafiz ibn Hajar made
an isnad via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas to be Hasan
in his Fath al-Bari and he also mentioned that the narrations of Abu Ja’far from
al-Rabi are not from what they related from memory but via what they related
in a written mode (from a nuskha). This latter nuskha is an emanation of the
Sahabi Ubayy ibn Ka’b’s tafsir based narrations to his student, Abul Aliyya who
related it to al-Rabi who passed it onto Abu Ja’far al-Razi. This isnad was
declared to be Sahih by Imam al-Suyuti and others (see later).

Indeed, Dr GF Haddad also quoted Abu Ishaq al-Huwayni (a leading Egyptian
student of Nasir al-Albani’s) as part of his statement on al-Rabi ibn Anas and
Abu Ja’far al-Razi the following points:

However, Ibn Hajar in Tahdhib al- Tahdhib (entry "Abu Ja far al-Razi") cites Ibn "Abd
al-Barr's remark that the scholars considered Abu Ja'far al-Razi a master of tafsir
narrations (thiqga “alim bi-tafsir al-qur'an). Indeed, Abu al-"Aliya's tafsir comes to us

through him and "it is likely he took care of its narration and polished it" as mentioned
by al-Huwayni in Nathl al- Nabal bi-Mu jam al-Rijal (4:1772-1773).

The reader may observe that in both cases from Fath al-Bari above that the
common link is Abu Ja’far al-Razi from Rabi ibn Anas. Ibn Hajar’s silence

% See here for details of this book: http://www.tafsir.net/vb/showthread.php?t=6200




on these two narrations is evident that they are not weak narrations, and nor is
Abu Ja’far weak to him as the majhtl 20 year old claimed!

I also mentioned an example from Ibn Hajar’s Nata’ij al-Afkar (2/130)
where he specifically declared a Hadith via the route of al-Razi to be Hasan
(good). If this is not sufficient for the enquiring reader then let the thirst be
quenched further by noting other places where al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani
narrated chains of transmission containing al-Razi without discrediting him as
being weak or rejected in any manner.

In Ibn Hajar’s Taghliq al-Ta’liq one may see the following examples:
Taghliq (4/26):
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The above two examples from Tafsir al-Tabari (2/196, Shakir edn) and Tafsir
Ibn Abi Hatim (no. 724) contains the chained link under discussion, viz: Abu
Ja’far al-Razi — al-Rabi ibn Anas — Abul Aliyya

Also, Taghliq (4/27):
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Another example that al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar mentioned in his Fath al-Bari:

Additionally, 1 have already shown two examples of Abu Ja’far al-Razi’s
narrations being utilised in the Sahih of Ibn Khuzayma. The second example
shown in the initial article being:
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The last narration from Ibn Khuzayma (no. 1479) had the following footnote
by the editor, Dr Mustafa al-A’zami:
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He declared the sanad via this route containing Abu Ja’far al Razi to be Sahih
and said that al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar in his Fath al-Bari (2:128) indicated this by
referencing this narration to Sahih Ibn Khuzayma, Mustadrak al-Hakim and the
Musnad of Ibn Hanbal. Note also, that al-Albani looked over this edition of
Sahih Ibn Khuzayma and added brief notes here and there, but he did not
oppose what Dr A’zami mentioned abovel

Indeed, the above narration from Sahih Ibn Khuzayma was mentioned in Fath
al-Bari (2: 128) as follows:
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These examples from Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani serve to prove the point that Ibn
Hajar regarded Abu Ja’far’s narrations to be at least Hasan if not Sahih.

The above natrration is also found in the Mustadrak of al-Hakim as indicated
above and it has been mentioned in the eatlier article that Imam Abu Abdullah
al-Hakim (d. 405 AH) declared a number of chains of transmission (asanid) via
Abu Ja’far al-Razi to be Sahih with the agreement of al-Hafiz al-Dhahabi (d.
748 AH).

Indeed, al-Hafiz Badrud-Din al-Ayni (d. 855 AH) also mentioned al-Hakim’s
above narration with its authentication by the latter as follows in his Sharh on
Sahih al-Bukhari known as Umdatul Qati (5/162):
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Saduq sayy al-hifz does not mean the narrator is
da’eef (weak) in Hadith overall

The 20 year old “Muhaddith” has made it patently clear that he thinks that the
grading of Saduq sayy al-hifz (Truthful but poor at preserving narrations) is
synonymous to the narrator being da’eef to the likes of al-Hafiz ibn Hajar
Asgalani!

Looking at Ibn Hajar’s Taqrib al-Tahdhib one may see some further examples
of this grading by al-Hafiz on the final status of a narrator:

i) Yahya ibn Sulaym:
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This narrator is found in the Sihah Sitta: Sahih Bukhari, Sahih Muslim, Jami al-
Tirmidhi, Sunan Abu Dawud, Sunan al-Nasa’i and Sunan ibn Majah.

Two examples from Sahih Bukhari:
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In Sahih Muslim:
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ii) al-Nu’man ibn Rashid
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This narrator is found in Sahih Muslim

iii) Sa’d ibn Sa’eed
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This narrator is also found in Sahth Muslim

These three examples exemplify the point that if a narrator is generally Saduq
(truthful) but may have been shown or suspected of erring by some eatly
Muhaddithin, it does not mean that all of his narrations are automatically
rejected or that such a narrator is weak by default. If they did, then the likes of
“Adeel” are now faced with the dilemma of declaring the above three narrators
declared to be Saduq sayy al-hifz by al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar to be now absolutely
da’eef, including their narrations found in Sahih Bukhari or Sahih Muslim.

“Adeel” said:

The principle the majority consider someone weak then he is weak.

This holds true if the majority of the Jarh is detailed criticism (Jarh Mufassar)
and not of the vague kind (Jarh mubham). “Adeel” claimed:

Secondly, even if this is not the case the Jara'h on Abu Ja'far is Mufassirenough not
to regard his lone narrations as Sahih or Hasan and if they are from Mashahir they
are to be regarded as Munkar. He "errors a lot" And he is "weak in memory" is
sufficient to destroy the credibilty of a narrator. Ibn Hibban also said that his lone
narrations are not to be taken as proof.

The Jarh on Abu Ja’far is not so severe that he be labelled as da’eef and nor is
all of it explained sufficiently (mufassar) by those who made some form of
disparagement (tajrih). The 20 year old “Adeel” initially posted the follow Jarh
on Abu Ja’far by mentioning:

Abu Ja'far Ar Razi (Isa bin Mahaan) in the eyes of the Imams of Jarah wa Ta'dil:
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He has given the impression that he is the author of the above order of

quotation, but in reality he plagiarized them by cutting and pasting from
Abdullah al-Khalifi.”

What “Adeel” conveniently avoided mentioning was the Ta’dil (praise) on Abu
Ja’far al-Razi that was mentioned on p. 10 of the named work by al-Khalifi who
quoted the following Ta’dil from Ibn Ma’een (who was quoted here from al-
Duri that al-Razi was Thiga but he made mistakes when relating from
Mughira), Ibn Ammar al-Mawsili, al-Hakim, Ibn Abdal Barr, Ibn Sa’d and Abu
Hatim al-Razi only:
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7 Who mentioned these quotations of Jarh on al-Razi in his reply to Hasan al-Saqqaf known as al-
Difa’a an Hadith al-Jariyya that is found here - http://saaid.net/book/10/3502.doc (see pp. 9-10).

13



i WS\ J8

uTﬁtM;uwﬁuﬁﬂ\deG)

P

MOK-\M&JG}

Cgddl E Lo B g 48 Gl i JB

It is also patently clear that al-Khalifi just like his blind copier “Adeel” were
selective in their quotations when it came to the praise (ta’dil) on Abu Ja’far al-
Razi, and the former also left out the names of others who praised or indicated
that Abu Ja’far is a sound narrator.

On the contrary, Dr Abdal Aziz ibn Salih al-Luhaydan (who may be a
“Salafi” like the above two named) from Imam Muhammad ibn Sa’ud
University in Riyadh mentioned a lot of the Jarh and Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-
Razi in his work entitled “Shuyukh Shu’ba alladhina da afubum al-Imam Abmed” (p.
118). He concluded after mentioning the Jarh and Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-Razi
by declaring him to be:
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Meaning, that al-Razi is Saduq (truthful) and there is no harm in him. This
summation is more balanced and just in comparison to the verdict of the

unknown 20 year old “Adeel”’and his authority, al-Khalifi.
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A summarised look at the Jarh and Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-Razi as
recorded in Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani’s Tahdhib al-Tahdhib (vol. 12):
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From the above we may observe some Jarh and Ta’dil on al-Razi as
summarized below:

1) Abdullah reported his father, Ibn Hanbal as saying that al-Razi was not
strong in hadith, while Hanbal reported Ibn Hanbal saying that he was Salih al-
Hadith (good in Hadith) — This was omitted by al-Khalifi and his copier
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ii) Ishaq ibn Mansur reported Yahya ibn Ma’een declaring him to be Thiqa
(trustworthy), Ibn Abi Maryam reported Ibn Ma’een saying that his hadiths are
written but he had some errors, Ibn Abi Khaythama reported Ibn Ma’een
declare him to be Salih (good/passable), al-Duri reported Ibn Ma’een saying
that he was Thiqa and he would make mistakes when reporting from Mughira

iif) Abdullah the son of Ali ibn al Madini reported his father saying that he was
like Musa ibn Ubayda and he would confuse what he narrated from Mughira
and like him

iv) Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn Abi Shayba related Ibn al Madini saying that
he was Thiqa to them - This was not mentioned by al-Khalifi

v) Ibn Ammar al-Mawsili declared him Thiqa

vi) Amr ibn Ali (al-Fallas) said that there is weakness in him and he is from the
people of truthfulness though poor at preserving narrations (sayy al-hifz)

vil) Abu Zur’a said he is a Shaykh suspected in a lot (of his narrations)

viii) Abu Hatim said he was Thiqa (Trustworthy), Saduq (truthful), Salih al-
Hadith (good in Hadith)

ix) Zakariyya al-Saji said he was truthful but not precise

x) Nasa’i said that he was not strong

xi) Ibn Khirash said Saduq but poor at preserving

xii) Ibn Adi said that he had good ahadith, the people narrated from him, his
ahadith are generally upright, and he hoped there is no harm with him — This
ruling by a contemporary to Ibn Hibban was omitted by al-Khalifi and his
copier!
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xiif) Ibn Sa’d declared him Thiqa

xiv) Ibn Hibban went to the level of saying that he would relate rejected
narrations singularly from well known narrators, and that his narrations are not
used as evidence unless in agreement with trustworthy narrators. This
judgement by ibn Hibban does not appear to have an eatlier precedent from
the Imams before him, and he was born in the year 270 AH and died in the
year 354 AH. Ibn Hibban’s verdict was unsupported by the experts of Hadith
who lived in his time or came immediately after him like: Ibn Shahin (b. 297
AH - d. 385 AH), Ibn Adi (b. 277 AH - d. 360 AH), al-Daraqutni (b. 306 AH -
d. 385 AH), al-Hakim (d. 405 AH), al-Bayhaqi (d. 458 AH), Ibn Abdal Barr (d.
463 AH) and others. See below for the views of these named scholars of
Hadith.

xv) Al-Ijli said he is not strong (Laysa bil Qawi) though in the printed edition of
his Ma’rifatul Thiqat (no. 2108) it mentions his saying that Abu Ja’far al-Razi is
da’eef al-hadith (weak in hadith)

xvi) Al-Hakim said he was Thiqa

xvii) Ibn Abdal Barr said that he was to them (meaning the Hadith scholars)
Thiga and a scholar of Qur’anic exegesis®

Looking at the above quotes in Arabic from Tahdhib al-Tahdhib it may be

suggested that those who made some form of Jarh include:
1) Ibn Hanbal — as one report from his son Abdullah indicated

2) Ibn al-Madini as reported from his son Abdullah (this will be revisited
below)

3) Amr ibn Ali

¥ Al-Hafiz Ibn Mulaqgqin said in his al-Badr al-Munir (3/623) that the quote from Ibn Abdal Barr
is found in his “al-Istigna”, which is a work listing the names of narrators according to their
kunya
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4) Ibn Ma’een as reported by Ibn Abi Maryam — though this Jarh is clarified in
another report from al-Duri from ibn Ma’een to apply to Abu Ja’far’s
narrations from Mughira. There is far more accreditation (tawthiq) from Ibn
Ma’een on al-Razi as will be seen below

5) Abu Zur’a al-Razi — whose Jarh was not explained in detail in the case of al-
Razi relating from Rabi ibn Anas.

6) Al-Nasa’i

7) Ibn Khirash who admitted that al-Razi was Saduq but poor at preserving
narrations — this Jarh doesn’t explain if he meant this for all narrations that al-
Razi related from Rabi ibn Anas

8) Zakariyya al-Saji — whose grading was not severe against al-Razi as he
mentioned that al-Razi was Saduq but not precise. On the contrary, Dr. Abdal
Aziz ibn Salih al-Luhaydan mentioned the above grading from al-Saji to be
actually a form of ta’dil and not Jarh in his work known as ‘“Shuyukh Shu’ba
alladhina da’afubum al-Imam Abmed” (p. 118).

9) Al-Ijli

For arguments sake let us presume that 8 (or 9 if one counts the name of al-
Saji) Hadith scholars made some form of Jarh as listed above, of which Ibn al-

Madini, Ibn Hanbal and ibn Ma’een were attributed with two variant views that
shall be analysed below. Now, let us list the Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-Razi:

1) Ibn Hanbal — as reported by his nephew Hanbal

2) Ibn al Madini as reported by Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn Abi Shayba (see
the latter’s Su’alat (no. 148))

3) Ibn Ma’een as reported by a number of students (see below)
4) Ibn Ammar al Mawsili
5) Abu Hatim al-Razi

6) Ibn Adi

18



7) Ibn Sa’d
8) Al-Hakim
9) Ibn Abdal Barr

This makes an equal tally (of 9 on both sides) if we count the grading
emanating from al-Saji to be a form of Jarh, but if the latter’s grading is
counted as a form of Ta’dil (as Abdal Aziz al-ILuhaydan did) then there is more
Ta’dil than Jarh on Abu Ja’far al-Razi.

What is also in need of mention here are the names of those who made explicit
Ta’dil or indicated that Abu Ja’far al-Razi’s narrations are acceptable in some
format but were not explicitly listed above in the Tahdhib al-Tahdhib of ibn
Hajar:

1) Amir al-Mu’minin fil Hadith, Shu’ba ibn al Hajjaj was one of those who
took from Abu Ja’far al-Razi as mentioned in the above quote from ibn Hajar’s

Tahdhib al-Tahdhib. Ibn Abdal Barr mentioned in his al-Tamheed (1/17) that
Shu’ba took from trustworthy narrators.

This is a general rule that applies to most of his teachers and Shaykh Zafar
Ahmed al-Uthmani (d. 1974) also mentioned this point about Shu’ba in his
Qawa’id fi Ulum al-Hadith (p. 217) with the editing of his student, Shaykh
Abdal Fattah Abu Ghudda (d. 1997) who mentioned in the footnote also from
ibn Hajar’s Tahdhib al-Tahdhib (1: 4-5) the following:
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2) Imam al-Bukhari remained silent on the status of Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his
Ta’rikh al-Kabir (6/403) and Ta’rikh al-Saghir (2/104). The silence of al-
Bukhari on a natrator in his Ta’rikh works is taken by some later Ulama’ to be

? Like the late Shaykh Abdal Fattah Abu Ghudda and his Shaykh, Zafar Ahmed Uthmani. See the
formers editing of Shaykh Abdal Hayy al-Lucknawi’s al-Raf wa Takmil and the latter’s work known
as Qawa’id fi Ulum al-hadith (p. 223)
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an indication by some that the narrator is not absolutely da’eef but his
narrations can be utilised in some form.

Indeed, Imam al-Mizzi (the Shaykh of al-Dhahabi and ibn Kathir) mentioned
the following in his Tahdhib al-Kamal (18/265, Awwad edn) from al-Hafiz
Abu Muhammad al-Ishbili (d. 522 AH), who quoted from the manuscript of
the Ta’rikh of al-Bukhari that he had in his possession (though it is not found
in the present copies of the Ta’rikh):
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This last quote is taken by some contemporaries as a proof that those narrators
who had no Jarh on them in the Ta’rikh works of al-Bukhari may be utilised in
some format.

Note also, that Imam al-Bukhari did narrate via Abu Ja’far al-Razi on an
occasion in his al-Adab al-Mufrad:
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3) Imam Ibn Khuzayma (d. 311 AH) has listed two narrations via the route
of Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his Sahih as was shown in the earlier article. Hence, it
is likely that al-Razi was Thiqa to him.

4) Imam Ibn Shahin (d. 385 AH) declared Abu Ja’far to be Salih (good) as
tfollows in his Ta’rikh Asma al-Thiqat (a book of trustworthy narrators)
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5) Imam al-Daraqutni (d. 385 AH) also related a narration regarding Qunut
in Salah in his al-Sunan (2/39) via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi
ibn Anas:
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He is said to have declared this isnad to be Sahih containing al-Razi (see below)

6) Imam Abu Abdullah al-Qurtubi (d. 671 AH) in his Tafsir (2/241, under

Sura Aal Imran: 128-129) mentioned this narration from al-Daraqutni by saying
that its isnad is Sahih:
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Likewise, Ibn al-Mulaqqin in his Badr al-Munir (3/624) also mentioned
similarly from 7) Imam Abul Abbas al-Qurtubi’s (d. 656 AH) Muthim
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While it has already been mentioned in the initial article that this narration was
also discussed by 8) al-Hafiz Waliud-Din al-Iraqi in his Tarhi/ Tathrib
(2/149)" where he mentioned that not only did al-Daraqutni declare it to be
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Sahih, but other Shafi’i Imams like 9) Abu Abdullah al-Bajali, Abu Abdullah al-
Hakim, al-Bayhaqi, 10) al-Nawawi'' and other than them.

This indicates that Abu Ja’far al-Razi is at least Saduq if not Thiqa to al-
Daraqutni, al-Bayhaqi, the two Qurtubi’s, al-Bajali, Nawawi and al-Iraqi.

11) Al-Hafiz Abu Bakr al-Bayhaqi (d. 458 AH) the student of al-Hakim
mentioned the narrations of Abu Ja’far al-Razi in several of his hadith
collections. In his al-Sunan al-Kubra (no. 2927) he mentioned the following
narration via the route of al-Hakim running via Abu Ja’far al-Razi:
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This is an indication that al-Bayhaqi was inline with al-Hakim that the above
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sanad is Sahih and the narrators are trustworthy, inclusive of Abu Ja’far al-Razi.
Al-Bayhaqi also mentioned some tawthiq on al-Rabi ibn Anas

12) Al-Hafiz Ibn Tahir al-Maqdisi (d. 507 AH) said that he hoped that there
is no harm in (the narrations) of Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his Dhakiratul Huffaz

(3/1774):
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This seems to be based on the judgment narrated from Ibn Adi (d. 365 AH).

13) Imam Abu Bakr al-Hazimi (d. 584 AH) in his Kitab al-I'tibar (p. 90)
mentioned a narration which he related via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi as
tollows:
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He declared the isnad to be Muttasil and all the narrators are trustworthy, and
he also mentioned some points of ta’dil in the main on al-Razi and did not
mention any form of acceptable Jarh on al-Razi even though he knew that Ibn
Hanbal had differing views ascribed to him on the rank of al-Razi. Note also
that al-Hazimi reported the tawthiq made by Ali ibn al-Madini on al-Razi alone
and not the Jarh reported by Abdullah the son of Ali Ibn al-Madini.

14) Al-Hafiz Diya al-Maqdisi al-Hanbali (d. 643 AH) has recorded a
number of narrations via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas
in his al-Mukhtara. All of these routes were Sahih to al-Maqdisi; hence, he
must have considered al-Razi to be at least Saduq if not Thiqa. Some examples

from al-Mukhtara with the grading of its editor (Abdal Malik Duhaish) in
brackets:
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15) Al-Hafiz Al-Dhahabi (d. 748 AH) has already been mentioned as agreeing
with al-Hakim’s authentication of certain narrations in his Mustadrak al-Hakim
via the routes of Abu Ja’far al-Razi."

Al-Dhahabi mentioned the following Jarh and Ta’dil in his Mizan al-I’tidal (no.
6595) on Abu Ja’far al-Razi:

gia;m.cjcwwy‘gb.Qx}-\tu.g}\)\pﬁhouu[};]nguw

c P A g e iy DI aul we Sgy L ) bl g Bl Wy sl B3y 2Ly
Yjme O 5 1 gl Cudd dy . Olakedd Jjme s o (1) % (2elr) ¥ 09 2Ty c i) o do
Goe (1) [a8] : fbr o JBy sl o © Lty ual JBy . &85 : e o) JB (7). Olabl
.w\/w:wﬁw\d@).%MY!@-\:;A&:S,:—JG).L&OKZES:@J&\&\J\B;.
by ¢ el o Flm )5 IS e ey) wF JBy L Ll e SUL 3y Ol ) JB
s gl o8 R Gl oo T a1 o Y S gl 8 pa sy cdeg i pey Sl
Wy s o Bloel . 1z 8 SCn BUIT ad 21l (8 Sy b b sy acke 1 Lo A1 0 0
W e Ul B gty b I ud Ty cwgs o ) s Wi 1 WB  edl Ca g
| s b s g ks ) o A1 01 1 il 8 ¢ il B 8 B e ol Vg L (311 e
g;.hﬁj\.d\s\q-;f.QJ.U\QJG&Q@JJ‘%HQH\‘}MT}.AS;;-W}Q

Al-Dhahabi knew very well the Jarh recorded from the eatlier authorities like
Ibn Hanbal (one report from him), al-Nasa’i, Ibn al-Madini (as attributed to
him with a sanad back to Abdullah the son of Ali ibn al-Madini), al-Fallas, Ibn
Hibban, Abu Zur’a, but despite all this, his personal judgement was that Abu
Ja’tar al-Razi is Salih al-Hadith (good in Hadith). The latter was ignored by the
likes of “Adeel”. This goes to show that al-Dhahabi did not consider the Jarh
on al-Razi to be too damning enough to reduce the level of Abu Ja’far al-Razi’s
narrations to be weak or rejected in every single case under examination.

> See Mustadrak of al-Hakim (2/276), (2/373), (2/399-400) and other places with the Talkhis of al-
Dhahabi printed beneath it as published by Da’iratul Ma’arif, Hyderabad, India
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While he also mentioned some Jarh on al-Razi in his al-Mughni fil du’afa, al-
Dhahabi also graded al-Razi to be Saduq (truthful):
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Al-Dhahabi also mentioned in his Siyar a’lam an-Nubala (7/346) that Abu
Ja’far al-Razi was the scholar of the city known as Rayy (Alim al-Rayy).

One of the students of al-Dhahabi known as 16) Imam Abul Mahasin
Muhammad ibn Ali al-Hussaini (d. 765 AH) compiled a work listing the

short biographies of the narrators found in 10 books of Hadith under the title:
Tadbkira bi ma’rifa Rijal al-Kutub al Ashara.

In the latter work, al-Hussaini only recalled some of the Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-
Razi from Ibn al-Madini and Ahmed ibn Hanbal:
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Since he did not mention any form of Jarh on al-Razi, there is indication to
suppose that al-Hussaini considered al-Razi to be a sound narrator.

17) Al-Hafiz Nurud-Din al-Haythami (d. 807 AH) in his Majma al-Zawa’id
also implied that Abu Ja’far al-Razi has some kalam upon him (meaning Jarh)
but this does not harm him and according to al-Haythami, Abu Ja’far is Thiqa
(trustworthy):
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18) Al-Hafiz Ahmed al-Busayri (d. 840 AH), who was a contemporary to al-
Hafiz Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani in his Ithaf al-Khiyara (6/164, no. 5583) mentioned a
narration via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas as reported
in the Musnad of Ishaq ibn Rahawayh:
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The above narration was declared to have trustworthy narrators (Thiqat) in its
isnad; hence, Abu Ja’far al-Razi was Thiqa to al-Busayri.

19) Al-Hafiz Sibt ibn al-Ajami (also known as Burhanud-Din al-Halabi, d.
841 AH) mentioned a short biography on Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his al-Ightibat,"
and despite knowing of some of the Jarh and Ta’dil on al-Razi declared him in
the opening line to be :

&y ¢ e — Good in Hadith

B See p. 376, no. 122, edited by Alaud-Din Ali Rida, Dar al-Hadith, Cairo, 1988
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Alaud-Din Ali Rida who was the editor of one edition of this work printed
this work with his extensive footnotes to the narrators listed by Sibt ibn al-
Ajami under the title Nihayatul Ightibat (p. 378). The editor mentioned most
of the Jarh and Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-Razi and concluded by stating that Abu
Ja’ftar is Saduq in himself though there is some weakness in his Hadiths,
specifically from Mughira (ibn Migsam). The latter is a good judgment in
similar nature to the stance of al-Hafiz Ibn Hajar in his Taqrib al-Tahdhib.

20) Al-Hafiz ibn Hajar al-Asqalani (d. 852 AH) has already been quoted
earlier in accepting a number of narrations coming via the routes of Abu Ja’far

al-Razi in his Fath al-Bari, Taghliq al-Ta’liq and his Nata’ij al-Afkar

21) Imam Badrud-Din al-Ayni al-Hanafi (d. 855 AH) has also been quoted
above mentioning a narration from the Mustadrak al-Hakim via Abu Ja’far al-
Razi without weakening or rejecting al-Hakim’s claim of the isnad to be Sahih

22) Imam Jalalud-Din al-Suyuti (d. 911 AH) mentioned in his al-Itqan fi
Ulum al-Qur’an' the following point:
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This point from al-Suyuti mentions that a large work mentioning the narrations
from Ubayy ibn Ka’b (ra) were transmitted with an authentic chain (Isnad
Sahih) via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi’ ibn Anas from Abul
Aliyya from Ubayy (ra). Many narrations from this route can be seen in the
Qur’anic commentaries of Ibn Jarir al-Tabari and Ibn Abi Hatim, as well as
some narrations in the Mustadrak al-Hakim and Musnad Ahmed.

23) Imam Muhammad ibn Yusuf al-Salihi (d. 942 AH) in his S#bu/ al-Huda
wal Rashhad fi Sira Khair al-Abbad  said:

'* 4/498, Dar al-Fikr, Beirut, 1996, edited by Sa’eed al-Mandub
"% 3/38, Darul Kutub Ilmiyya edn, Beirut, 1414 AH
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Thus, al-Salihi declared Abu Ja’far al-Razi to be saduq al-hifz (truthful in his
preservation of narrations).

Further examples of classical and “Salafi” scholars
declaring the route (sanad) of Abu Ja’far al-Razi via al-
Rabi ibn Anas to be Hasan or Sahih

1) Allama Abu Muhammad Ibn Hazm al-Zahiri (d. 456 AH) mentioned an
isnad via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas in his famous
book of Zahiri figh known as al-Mubhalla as follows:
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Such a narration appears to be authentic to Ibn Hazm based on his words in
the introduction to al-Mubhalla (p. 1) as follows:
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2) The Mujaddid and Muhaddith of his age, Imam Jalalud-Din al-Suyuti (d.
911 AH) has already been mentioned as saying in his Tafsir known as al-Itqan
fi Ulum al-Qur’an'® the following point:

1© 4/498, Dar al-Fikr, Beirut, 1996, edited by Sa’eed al-Mandub

29



ae W Gl o 5l o 1 8 I el g 8 B s S o gl el
@MJM!\;\AJ
°M«}43‘TJ‘\§)MQ§‘}"fj‘ﬁf%ﬁft’giw‘}ﬁfw‘cfiﬁj

Hence, al-Suyuti declared the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas
from Abul Aliyya from Ubayy ibn Ka’b (ra) to be Sahih.

3) After Imam al-Suyuti, the well known Islamic literature expert known as
Haji Khalipha (d. 1067 AH) in his Kashf al-Zunun an-Asami al-Kutub wal

Funun,'” mentioned:
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Hence, Haji Khalipha declared the isnad for the route Abu Ja’far al-Razi from
al-Rabi ibn Anas from Abul Aliyya (who took from the Sahabi, Ubayy ibn
Ka’b, radiallahu anhu) to be Sahih just al-Suyuti had before him.

4) The Indian “Salafi” scholar known as Nawab Siddiq Hasan Khan (d. 1307
AH) has also affirmed with identical wording to Haji Khalifa that the isnad
Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas from Abul Aliyya is Sahih in his
Abjadul Ulum'®:
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5) Shaykh Muhammad ibn Abdal Azim al-Zarqani (d. 1367 AH) also
declared the said isnad via Abu Ja’far al-Razi back to Ubayy ibn Ka’b (ra) to be
Sahih in his Manahil al-Irfan fi Ulum al-Qur’an':

'71/429, Darul Kutub Ilmiyya, Beirut, 1992/1413
'8 2/179, Darul Kutub Ilmiyya, Beirut, 1978, edited by Abdal Jabbar Zakkar

9 2/13, Darul Fikr, Beirut, 1996/1416 AH
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6) Hamza Zayn in his continuation of the editing of the Musnad of Ahmed
ibn Hanbal (no. 16748) that was left incomplete by the “Salafi” editor known
as Shaykh Ahmed Shakir declared the isnad to the following hadith via the
route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas to be Sahih:
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7) Dr. Wasiullah Abbas (a well known “Salafi” from the Indian subcontinent
and currently based in Makka) who has frequented England on a few occasions
declared an isnad via the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi to be Hasan (good) in his
editing of the work known as Fada’il al-Sahaba (1/139-140) of Imam Ibn
Hanbal as shown in the following scan:
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8) Dr Muhammad Hussain al-Dhahabi mentioned the authenticity of the

link containing Abu Ja’far al-Razi in his well known work entitled, al-Tafsir wal
Mufassirun (2/24):
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And again in the same work (3/7) he declared the chain to be Sahih via Abu
Ja’far:
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9) Dr Muhammad ibn Muhammad Abu Shuhba in his al-Isra’iliyyat wal
Mawdu’at fi Kutub al-Tafsir (p. 204) also mentioned that the Tafsir based
narrations from Ubayy ibn Ka’b (ra) emanate from a bulky written compilation

transmitted via a Sahih isnad from the route of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi
ibn Anas from Abul Aliyya from Ubayy (ra):
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Much of the Tafsir via this route is found in the Tafsir collections of al-Tabari,
Ibn Abi Hatim and also some in the Mustadrak al-Hakim and Musnad Ahmed
according to the above named author.

Other objections of “Adeel” al Majhul

“Adeel” said:

Thirdly, Ibn Maee'n regarding his trustworthy is true as that document said but Ibn
Maee'n also said as narrated by Ibn Abi Maryam from him that he commits mistakes
or forgets as in Tahzeeb Tahzeeb. As far as Al Madini is concerned he also said
regarding him as narrated by his son from his father that he said:

"He(Abu Ja'far) is to me like Musa bin Ubaidah"
And regarding Musa bin Ubaidah he(Al Madini) said:
dudall Chaua 45

And Al Madini regarding him is trustworthy was narrated by Muhammad bin Uthman
bin Abi Shaybah and he is regarded weak by some. This is half truth which Abul
Hasan did not say in this document as he is quite well known for this.

A look at Imam Yayha ibn Ma’een’s stance on Abu Ja’far al-Razi

“Adeel” has admitted that Ibn Ma’een declared al-Razi to be trustworthy, but

he also claimed that Ibn Ma’een - also said as narrated by Ibn Abi Maryam from
him that he commits mistakes or forgets as in Tahzeeb Tahzeeb.

In the Tahdhib al-Tahdhib of ibn Hajar al-Asqalani that was quoted eatlier, one
may have noticed that the following was ascribed to Ibn Ma’een by his various
students:
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Hence, i) Ishaq ibn Mansur reported Ibn Ma’een saying that al-Razi was Thiqa,

i) Ibn Abi Maryam reported Ibn Ma’een saying that his (al-Razi) hadiths are
written but there are errors in them, iii) Ibn Abi Khaythama reported Ibn
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Ma’een saying that al-Razi is Salih (good), iv) while al-Duri reported ibn Ma’een
as saying that al-Razi is Thiqa but he used to err in what he reported from
Mughira.

The reader may observe how “Adeel” was also selective in what he quoted
trom Ibn Ma’een when he mentioned the Tahdhib al-Tahdhib of Ibn Hajar! It
is patently clear that what Ibn Ma’een said to Ibn Abi Maryam is not a detailed
Jarh, but the only explained Jarh on al-Razi by ibn Ma’een was clarified
specifically to al-Duri, who reported Ibn Ma’een saying that al-Razi is Thiqa
and his errors are due to what he narrated from Mughira. This last point was
conveniently hidden by “Adeel” in his own pick and choose methodology of
selectively quoting what serves his personal pseudo-Salafi agenda of denial of
any evidences of Ta’wil from al-Salafus-Salihin.

Additionally, “Adeel” also conveniently avoided mentioning the point that Ibn
Abi Maryam actually mentioned from Ibn Ma’een that al-Razi’s narrations are
written despite his errors! These errors are generally clarified to be from
Mughira as Ibn Ma’een told al-Duri.

It may also be added, that Ibn Ma’een has been reported to have made tawthiq
(declaration of a narrators to be trustworthy) by his other students on Abu
Ja’far al-Razi.

Ibn Hajar did not mention that in the Ta’rikh Baghdad of al-Khatib al-
Baghdadi (11/1406) it is mentioned from al-Ghallabi that Ibn Ma’een declared
him Thiqa and similarly this declaration of al-Razi being Thiqa is reported by
Ibn Muhriz in his Su’alat (2/90) from Ibn Ma’een. Also, in the work printed
under the title, Min Kalam Abi Zakariyya Yahya ibn Ma’een based on the
transmission of Yazid ibn al-Haytham ibn Tahman al-Badi (d. 284 AH), Ibn
Ma’een declared Abu Ja’far al-Razi to have no problem with him:
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The term: Laysa bihi ba’s is another way of saying the narrator is Thiqa to Ibn
Ma’een as Ibn Hajar mentioned in the introduction to Lisan al-Mizan from Ibn
Abi Khaythama:
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Hence, this is also another form of tawthiq from Ibn Ma’een. Thus, Ibn
Ma’een made tawthiq on Abu Ja’far al-Razi and only made explicit Jarh on al-

Razi’s narrations from Mughira. All of this was misunderstood and ignored by
“Adeel”.

A look at Imam Ali ibn al Madini’s stance on Abu Ja’far al-Razi

“Adeel” said:

As far as Al Madini is concerned he also said regarding him as narrated by his son
from his father that he said:

"He(Abu Ja'far) is to me like Musa bin Ubaidah"

And regarding Musa bin Ubaidah he(Al Madini) said:
dudal) (i 4

And Al Madini regarding him is trustworthy was narrated by Muhammad bin Uthman
bin Abi Shaybah and he is regarded weak by some. This is half truth which Abul
Hasan did not say in this document as he is quite well known for this.

Reply:

What is actually mentioned in the Tahdhib al-Tahdhib of Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani
trom Ibn al-Madini is the following:
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“Adeel” claimed that we made in his own words: “.. half truth which Abul Hasan
did not say in this document as he is quite well known for this.”

36



Rather, if this self styled “Muhaddith” had been fair and just he should have
admitted that the original document was not geared towards mentioning all the
Jarh and Ta’dil on al-Razi, but rather to mention examples of some major
scholars who authenticated narrations via the routes of al-Razi.

On the contrary, the reader who has reached this point of the document will
have realised that it is this majhdl calling himself “Adeel” — who is the one who
selectively quoted Jarh on Abu Ja’far al-Razi by intentionally plagiarising from
his pseudo-Salafi authority, Abdullah al-Khalifi. “Adeel” has been shown to
have exclusively avoided the presentation of the Ta’dil on Abu Ja’far al-Razi,
not to forget his disgraceful lie against al-Hafiz ibn Hajar al-Asqalani.

Moving onto the above points attributed to Ibn al-Madini, the first point
mentioned by Ibn Hajar was that Abdullah ibn Ali ibn al-Madini was said to
have reported from his father (Ali ibn al-Madini) that he said that al-Razi is like
Musa ibn Ubayda, and he would confuse what he narrated from Mughira and
(others) like him.

Once again, “Adeel” quoted what seemed to suit him and he left out the last
portion of the statement attributed to Ibn al Madini, that al-Razi would confuse
what he narrated from Mughira. This indicates that the weakness in Abu Ja’far
al-Razi mainly stems from his reports from Mughira specifically as Ibn Hajar al-
Asqalani concluded in his Taqrib al-Tahdhib (see eatlier for this quote). There
is no general problem with Abu Ja’far al-Razi’s narrations from al-Rabi ibn
Anas unless he contradicts the narrator(s) who are more trust worthier than
himself in the wording of a specific text.

Secondly, Ibn Hajar mentioned the report from Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn
Abi Shayba from Ibn al-Madini that the latter was said to have considered Abu
Ja’tar al-Razi to be Thiqa.

“Adeel” attempted to discredit the tawthiq attributed to Ibn al Madini on al-
Razi by Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn Abi Shayba by saying:

And Al Madini regarding him is trustworthy was narrated by Muhammad bin Uthman
bin Abi Shaybah and he is regarded weak by some.

It is true that there is Jarh on the above named Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn
Abi Shayba (Abu Ja’far), and he is the author of Kitab al-Arsh that is relied
upon in pseudo-Salafi circles these days. Assuming that Muhammad ibn
Uthman is rejected outright as a narrator by “Adeel”- then the latter is also
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faced with rejecting the contents of the Kitab al-Arsh that he transmitted as a
whole. One would expect “Adeel” to pass his verdict on the reliability of Kitab
al-Arsh elsewhere.

The verdict of Ibn al-Madini apparently declaring al-Razi to be Thiqa is found
in the Su’alat (p. 122) of Muhammad ibn Uthman ibn Abi Shayba as follows:
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As for the Huffaz of Hadith, it has been shown above that some of the later
one’s preferred the Tawthiq ascribed to Ibn al-Madini, rather than the Jarh
ascribed to him via the route of Ibn al Madini’s son (Abdullah). The reader
may look back at the scanned quote from Imam Abu Bakr al-Hazimi’s (d. 584
AH) Kitab al-I’tbar (p. 96) and Imam Abul Mahasin Muhammad ibn Ali al-
Hussaini’s (d. 765 AH) Tadhkira bi ma’rifa Rijal al-Kutub al Ashara, where they
both mentioned only the Tawthiq from Ibn al-Madini and not the Jarh ascribed
to him. Similarly, Dr Wasiullah Abbas only mentioned the tawthiq from Ibn al-
Madini.*”

A look at Imam Ahmed Ibn Hanbal’s stance on Abu Ja’far al-Razi

If one looks back at the initial entry quoted eatlier on the background of Abu
Ja’tar al-Razi in the Tahdhib al-Tahdhib of ibn Hajar, one may note that the

following point was mentioned:

“Abdullah reported his father, Ibn Hanbal as saying that he was not strong in hadith, while
Hanbal reported Ibn Hanbal saying that he was Salih al-Hadith (g00d in Hadith) — This
was omitted by al-Khalifi and bis copier.”

Hence, there are two reports attributed to Imam Ibn Hanbal. It may be that
Ibn Hanbal did make Jarh on Abu Ja’far at an earlier time, but later on he made
ta’dil on him and what proves that Ibn Hanbal was probably in favour of Abu
Ja’far al-Razi’s narrations is the fact that he has included a number of narrations
via the route of al-Razi in his various works.

20 See the earlier scan from his editing of Fada’il al-Sahaba of ibn Hanbal.
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Examples:
A) From the Musnad of Ahmed ibn Hanbal:
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B) From the Kitab al-Ashriba of Ibn Hanbal:

39



d;«j‘uw\qf&&ia@)\yéj\)\pﬁiwb:JG@S)L'&.\?:J\SJ.,:’&.\.?TL:S.\?
ale (SUaf o drl i gghomd B0 o 130 } ¢ gd U5 ol L) aol O3 Jie o s 8 058
b oy i g Uy e 08 A i sy e 1 o D sy g 0l 2 06

C) From the Fada’il al-Sahaba of Ibn Hanbal:
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The above narration was mentioned eatlier with the editing of Wasiullah Abbas
and his declaration of the sanad to be Hasan (good).

Examples from Ibn Taymiyya and his disciple, Ibn Kathir:

From the Majmu Fatawa of Ibn Taymiyya:

5/224:
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5/229:
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From ibn Taymiyya’s al-Jawab al-Sahih:
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Imam ibn Kathir utilised the narrations of Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn
Anas in many places of his famous Tafsir of the Holy Qur’an. One may refer
to the following references to the Darul Fikr edition of Tafsir ibn Kathir to see
these examples:

In Volume 1:

Pages: 34, 40, 50, 56, 62, 72, 83, 84, 806, 92, 97, 103, 105, 114, 115, 136, 137,
155, 180, 192, 208, 211, 218, 230, 266, 309, 578, 632

In Volume 2:
Pages: 19, 113, 135, 175, 234, 287, 322, 329, 379, 410, 413, 492, 662

In Volume 3:
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Pages: 25, 29, 141, 352, 354, 568, 611
In Volume 4:
Pages: 304, 311, 697

We have already mentioned that there are many examples of the narrations of
Abu Ja’far al-Razi from al-Rabi ibn Anas in earlier Qur’anic commentaries like
the Tafsirs of Ibn Jarir al-Tabari, Ibn Abi Hatim al-Razi, plus some in Tafsir
Mujahid, Tafsir Abdar Razzaq al-San’ani and Tafsir al-Qurtubi.

Conclusion:

Abu Ja’far al-Razi is Saduq (truthful) and his narrations from al-Rabi ibn Anas
are at least Hasan if not Sahih to a number of major scholars mentioned above.
His narrations are acceptable with the stipulation that he does not contradict a
narrator(s) who is more trust worthier than himself, and specifically so his
mistakes are more apparent when narrating from Mughira. Finally, the readers
may make their own judgement on the status of “Adeel” and his cohorts who
are indirectly challenging the judgements of the major Masters of hadith quoted
above. Wallahu a’lam.

Our last word being all praise is to Allah and peace and blessings upon
Sayyidina Muhammad.

Abul Hasan Hussain Ahmed
London, UK
Muharram 4% 1430 AH /January 1% 2009
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