NOTES ON AN ACCOUNT
OF THE SHURA APPOINTED BY
‘UMAR B. AL-KHATTAB

By M. J. KisTER

Document no. 6 in Professor Nabia Abbott’s Studies in Arabic
Papyri,? dealing with the assassination of ‘Umar and the appoint-
ment of the Shiiri (i.e. the council destined to settle the succession
to the caliphate), is an important piece of early Islamic historio-
graphy. The papyrus has been admirably edited by Professor
Abbott, who proves that it is a leaf from Ibn Ishaq’s Ta’rikb al-
Kbulafz’. She has also added a translation and a valuable com-
mentary and discusses in full the document’s date, provenance,
and significance. It seems, however, that a few passages were not
correctly read, and since their accurate interpretation is of rele-
vance for the understanding and evaluation of the historical
events related in the text, they deserve to be examined in detail.

1

A sentence from the speech addressed, according to Ibn Ishaq, by
the dying ‘Umar to ‘Amr b. al-‘As and remonstrating with him for
trying to enter the Shira (second half of verso, line 1; p. 81,
transl. p. 82) is read and translated by Abbott as follows: L Yy

Gk b pb L Tyl Zwab “and had you not coveted it for
Mu‘awiyah it would not have been coveted by anyone who was set -
free [after the victory of Mecca]”. She comments:2

So far no direct early parallel text has come to light in support of this
teamwork between ‘Amr b. al-‘As and Mu‘dwiyah b. Abi Sufyia in
reference to the caliphate at this early date. But confirmation of ‘Umar’s
concern about Mu‘iwiyah’s ambitions as well as about those of
‘Abdallah b. Abi Rabi‘ah are reflected in Irdbab, 11, 745 in a passage that
gives no indication of its earlier sources. Mu‘awiyah’s caliphal ambi-
tions, according to Mu‘awiyah himself, are said to date back to a con-
versation between him and Muhammad, whom he quotes as saying:
“Should you be in command, fear God and render justice™ using, it
should be noted, some of the very terms that ‘Umar used in addressing
‘Ali and “Uthmin. Cf. ‘Igd, i, 229; Nawawi, p. 565; Isdbab, m1, 887.

! Vol. 1, Historical Texts (Chicago, 1957). 2 P. 85, verso L. 12,
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For the crucial wotd read by Abbott fami‘ta Dietrich proposes
in his corrections sama‘fa;’ this would not affect Professor
Abbott’s proposition -about the “‘team-work betweean ‘Amr b.
al-‘As and Mu‘awiyah”. The correct reading is, howevet, sana‘fu:
Gb Y peb b Liglasy cae L Y'y)y: which means: “were it not for
what I did for Mu‘iwiyah, not one of the aagi’? would have
coveted it [i.e. the caliphate].”

The passage recto 1. 17 to verso L. 2 consists of two statements
by ‘Umar. The first is a pronouncement that he would not have as
Caliph anyone who had carried arms against the Prophet. This
statement has its parallel in al-Balidhuri’s Ansdb, v, 17 (as quoted
by Abbott) and in Ansgb, MS. 860b; in both cases it is reported
on the authority of al-Wagqidi.? The second statement, with which
we are now dealing, is elucidated by al-Baladhuri in a significant
report in .Ansab, MS. 8605:

w'“u‘“r“‘“u‘*’du-!r-ru“s*’u|o-°*“b-!*‘”‘u““
Y Yy okl alay Y LUt O e ouL....Lmu..,,.;JL. < JU
UL......U.,lu.,.x.,,.,C._LL.u,.,_L_.tL..‘_;,.JU.,,.Lz.|,J,.w.J|

el e Lphaazat OF Zyglasy

Mub. b. Sa‘d>al Wiqidi’>Kathir b. Zaid»al Muttalib b. ‘Abdallah.s
‘Umar said: “ This affair [i.e. the Caliphate] is not fit for the fwlagd” nor
the sons of the fulagd’. Had I foreseen {the course of] my affair as I do
now that I see the consequences of it, Yazid b. Abi Sufyin and

awiyah b. Abi Sufyin would not have coveted to be appointed as
governors of Syria.”

According to this tradition “Umar on his death-bed regrets
that he appointed Mu‘4dwiyah as governor of Syria: and that is
* exactly the idea expressed in our text in verso 1. 1. On the point
of death he the consequences of appointing to high posts
tulaga® of the type of Mu‘awiyah and ‘Abdallah b. Abi Rabi‘ah:
they are dangerous- for orthodox Islam; they have grown so

! Der Islam (1959), p. 205.

1 L*A. s.v. tlg gives two opinions about the meaning of the word; cf. also
Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr, a/-IntigZ’, p

’Iwnldnotﬁndthc:.mdd“tnwdbackagunto ‘Amr b. Maimin”
(Abbott, op. 2. p. 85, L 1) in the work of al-Balidhuri.

4 See Tabdhib al-Tabdblb, vini, 414; he was the transmitter of al-Muttalib b.
‘Abdallah b. al-Hantab. |

5 See Isdhab, no. 4627 (s.v. ‘Abdallzh b. al-Hantab) and no. 8oz1 (s.v. al-
Muttalib b. al-Hantab); and see L‘A. s.v. fngh; Tabdhib, x, 178; Diwdn al-
Farazdaq, p. 92, ed. al-§awl.
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powerful that in the event of disagreement among the men of the
Shiird they are in a position to intervene and even seize power.
The passage quoted by Abbott in her comment on verso 1-2
(mentioned above) and in her comment on verso 3—4 (p. 83),
from the Isgbab, 11, 745 (the biographical notice of ‘Abdallah b.
Abi Rabi'ah; in ed. Cairo 1go7—vol. 1v, 64 inf., no. 4662) also
_ containg a warning by ‘Umar. The passage in question reads:
Tglas WSale prikic] Of oSG6 Ll Y 2 gppdl Jall JU e O QUi
-pﬁ-‘iuwrgabﬁ”g‘g“}-‘hﬂjd| C,.;A.LH ) rl.‘.J‘ o
cGll oy Yy oWl by Y WY1 e O
And it is said that ‘Umar told the men of the Shiiri: “Do.not disagree
among yourselves, for if you disagree Mu‘dwiyah will enter upon you
from Syria, and ‘Abdallah b. Abi Rabi‘ah from the Yemen. They will
not respect the fact that you were the first to accept Islam™. . ., etc.

Abbott remarks (comments on verso 1-2, 3—4) that the source
of this report is not specified. Fortunately, however, it can be
discovered. Ibn ‘Asikir quotes this very report in the article
“Mu‘dwiyah”, f. 125 2, under the following ismdd: Ibn Sa‘d>Muh.
b. ‘Umar (i.e. al-Waqidi)>Kathir b. Zaid>‘Abdallah b. al-Hantab>
‘Umar. This is exactly the same imdd as given by al-Baladhusi for
‘Umat’s warning quoted above (p. 321) from the 4nsdb, MS. 860b.

. Another such warning is included in the report of Sufyin b.

‘Uyayna? told on the authority of Abii Hartin (i.e. Mas‘Gd b. al-
Hakam al-Madani).? Here ‘Umar warns the men of the Shiird not
to disagree among themselves lest Mu‘dwiyah seize power [i.e.
the Caliphate] for himself ( yastabiddubs dsinaksm).+

In a remarkable tradition told on the authority of Habib b. Abi-
Thabit (sec below, p. 326, n. 1) ‘Al is said to have stated that he
accepted the Caliphate only for fear that a billy-goat from among the -
Bant Umayya might leap at it and play with the book of Allah.s

All these reports are clearly anti-Umayyad. The same tendency
is clearly reflected in a peculiar conversation between al-Aswad b.
Yazidé and ‘A’isha. He asked ‘A’isha: “Do you not wonder .
how a man from among the fwagd’"can contend for the Caliphate
against the Companions of the Prophet?” ‘A’isha answered:
“Why do you wonder at it? It is the power (sw/#dn) of Allah, He

1 ’I'hisa:ﬁdcwaswpiedformclatcthchloessingct&omtthmascm

- MS.

1 See al-Khatib’s Ta’rikb: Baghddd, x, 174.
3 See Tahdhib al-Tabdbib, x, 116. + Ibn ‘Asildr, op. 2. £. 1:.417

s A‘-Bn.lldht_l.d, Ansdb, MS. 158a. 6 Isdhab, 1, 108.
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grants it to the pious and the wicked; Fir‘aun ruled Egypt for

400 years.”!

Abbot remarks that “Mu‘dwiyah’s caliphal ambitions, accord-
ing to Mu‘awiyah himself, are said to date back to a conversation
between him and Muhammad” (see above, p. 320). This tradi-
tion cannot serve, however, to establish the date at which
Mu‘adwiyah actually began planning to win the Caliphate, since
traditions about thc Prophet foretelling the rule of Mu‘awiyah,
exhortations of the Prophct on behalf of Mu‘dwiyah, and the
enumeration of his virtues by the Prophet, are fabrications of
Umayyad propaganda. Traditions of this kind are found in
al-Balidhuri’s Ansdb? and in Ibn ‘Asikir’s Ta’rikb.3 There is a
curious tradition, breathing the spirit of the Jahiliyya, in which
the Prophet is said to have given Mu‘dwiyah an arrow with
which he would meet him in Paradise.4# Another specimen of
transparent Umayyad fabrication is given in al-Balidhuti’s Ansdb,
MS. 3744, on the authority of Abid Hurayra: Gabriel told the
Prophet: “God entrusted the revelation to me, to you and to
Mu‘awiyah.”s

In conclusion it may be said that, if correctly interpreted, the
papyrus contains no evidence of collaboration between Mu‘dwiyah
and ‘Amrb. al-‘As. The passage discussed stresses the background
of the fwlagd’ and purports to prove that ‘Umar considered their
regime as a menace to Islam; it shows, as has already been pointed
out by Sir Hamilton Gibb in his review of Abbott’s book,5
an anti-Umayyad tendency.”

! Ibn “Asiikir, op. cit. f. 1304; the tradition about the sxagd’ mentioned by
Abbott, ap. . p. 85, L 23, is told by Ibn Abzd (5%, not Ibn Abzi)}—see
Tabdkth aI—Tabdeb, VI, 132 note 2 inf.; some anti-Umayyad traditions are
recorded in al-Suylitl’s a/-Dwrr al-mantbér, 1v, 191.

3 See Levi della Vida-Pinto: I/ Califfo Mw“dwiyab, 1, nos. 319, 322, 321, 323
and 316 n.; and see Pellat: “Le culte de Mu‘dwiyah au Ile sidcle”, Smdic
I.rlaama,vx, §3—66 (esp. pp. 56-7).

3 Op. cit. chapter “Mu‘dwiyah ™.

+ Ibn ‘Asikir, op. ait. p. 118; and sce Fracnkel, “Das Schutzmcht der
Araber”, Or. Stud. Néldeks, 1, 294.

3 Levi della Vida-Pinto, op. a2, no. 3z0. 6 ].N.EJ‘. XVII, 222-4.

7 It may be pointed out that ‘Abdallzh b. Abi RabI‘ah was governor, not of
Najd (p. 85, L 20), but of Janad in Yemen; cf. Ibn ‘Abd al-Barr, a/-Isf@b, no.
1515; al-Balidhurl, Assdb, MS. 804a. Verso L 4: read (yy9lix instead of
O9y9lss. Verso L 5 is read 22 L 1y)6 and translated: “They asked: ¢ What

. is it you wish [to say]’”’; Dietrich took fs-amma to be a slip of the scribe and
Ja-m3 (Der Islam, 1959, p. 205). The correct reading is, however,
cis U J3 16 : “They said: ‘Say what you wish [to say]”.”
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11

Professor Abbott transcribes verso 1. 10-11, a passage of ‘Uth-
min’s speech in which he defends himself from al-Miqdad’s
attacks, as follows: ‘
o ot A Jpay \ Ly Wby gals dl gy () U

This is translated: ““So the Messenger of God—may God bless
him and give him peace—took the oath for me by grasping his
(own) left hand (furthermore) the Messenger of God specified
bounty to come to me.” Dietrich accepts this reading, adding
only J before al Jyy in 1. 11.1

The correct reading of the passage is, however, as follows:

gt (o) o A Ay I\ Lty Wity el Ul Sy J b
“So the Messenger of Allah—may Allah bless him and give him
took the oath for me by grasping his [own] left hand, and
the left hand of the Messenger of Allah is better [than]? my right
hand.” This indeed is the expression which occurs in ‘Uthman’s
answer to ‘Abd al-Rahmin b. ‘Auf as rcported by al-Zurqani in
his Sharp al-Mawabib3
et o et Ay Jlti

Commenting on this passage containing al-Miqdad’s attack on
‘Uthmin, Abbott remarks that ““the direct attack of al-Miqdad on
‘Uthmin and the lattet’s speech in defence of himself are no-
where reported in this setting, though the substance of the
passage is frequently met with in the sources in various other
settings and versions”.4 Abbott suggests that the passage may be
traced to the lost work of ‘Awina on the Umayyad dynasty, and-
repeats that “Miqdad is nowhere else in the sources associated
directly with the passage. Neither does the passage itself appear
in any of the sources in connexion with ‘Uthmin at the time of the
elective council .5

These remarks are correct as far as Sunni sources are concerned.
This account, however, seems to be of Shi‘ite character, and is in
fact found in the .Amd/r of al-Shaykh al-Mufid (died 413 A.H.)S

1 Der Islam (1959), p- 205.

2 min was dropped; oﬁlusuchomsmonsmdxscnssedbyAbbott,p 83

 inf.

3 Vol. o, 208; for various other versions see: Ibn Kathir, Tafdr, 1v, 186;
also al-Suydtl, Ta'rikb a)-Kbulafd, p. 152.

4 Op. eit. p. 86 (comments on verso 7-13).
. s Ibid. p. 96. ¢ Bd. Najaf 1367 A.1., p. 66.

324


http://jss.oxfordjournals.org/
Ofir
Rectangle


THE SHURA APPOINTED BY ‘UMAR B. AL-KHATTAB
and copied in the Bibér a/- Anwér.' The report in the Amdli reads
as follows:
Wl as o e Bae JU dpdl dh o Joe gundl il 2] DU
Y Ao () gy Wi JU i dems (g et Wi JU LY
2 AU el ol o e o T o el (e o A e W JU
IS Al aamy (TN 35§l oy 3Gl 0l (552 101 gl pam L)
b Bl QS gl ek o5y bl e D Gl oK gkso]
Aty o Ray ymp s A0 axal B3] LT QUi a3 ale 15U L 0 Hymandy
Olte JUS . Olaandl & pyoy A2 pa= el Olad )l nz mln oy
+ JU ot ol O3 W JeUat ey ) s Gy o ally Lt
o el Ay Ol &t 2Tl 0y I 5333 ol ol 1,21
B L ek ade o (o35 Oly 5O (AUl dlamy 2 Ui 0 e Cidy
LI SRS Y R { WA PR SR JUYR] JPHETE S T S  Y
e pay (pabe) dome ool o tia Jhe gy OF Cant 15T i L
el
{Isndd] . . .Habib b. Abi Thibit said: When the people assembled in the
court to attend the Shiird, al-Miqdad b. al-Aswad al-Kindi came and
said: “ Take me in, for I have some advice to give for the sake of God
and your owngoodl”Thcyrcfuscd.Thmhcsaid: “Let me put my
head [in the door] and listen to me.” They refused. Then he said:
“Since you have refused I recommend [at least that you] do not swear
allegiance to 2 man who was not present at Badr, did not swear the
Ridwin oath of allegiance, who was put to flight at the battle of Uhud
and at the battle when the two armies met.” Whereupon ‘Uthmin said:
“Should I become ruler [i.e. caliph] I will return you to your first
master.”’? When death came upon al-Miqdid he said: “Inform “‘Uthmia
that I am going to be returned to my first and last Master.” When
‘Uthmin was informed of his death he came, stood at his grave and
said: “God grant you His mercy, you were [scil. excellent], you were
[excellent] ’—extolling him thus. Al-Zubayr recited to him [‘Uthmiin]:
1 know that you will bewail me after my death
But in my lifetime you did not provide me with provision.

1 Vol. v, 352.
2 The verse is attributed to ‘Abld b. al-Abmag (sec Diwds, ed. Husayn

Nagsdr, p. 48).
3 He was a jalif of the Banti Zuhra; secI,rdbab no. 8179,
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‘Uthmin then said: “O Zubayr, do you think that I would want sucha
Companion of Muhammad—may Allah bless him and give him peace—
to die while wroth with me?”

The setting in the Amd/i of al-Mufid and the role played by al-
Miqdad are the same as in the papyrus text of Ibn Ishiq; in the
account of the Amdli, however, ‘Uthmin resorts to threats
instead of defending himself.

There is no doubt that the account in Ibn Ishiq’s work is of
Shi‘ite character. Itis enough to note that one of the transmitters
of the account, ‘Ubayd Allih b. Mis3 al-‘Absi was a notorious
inventor of Shf'ite traditions.! Gibb rightly classifies Ibn
Ishiq’s account as Shi‘ite Dich#ung.2 It may be mentioned that al-
Jahiz denies the authenticity of all the traditions transmitted on
~ the authority of al-Miqdid which support the rights of ‘Ali to the
caliphate or deny those of Abi Bakr. Al-Jahiz stresses that al-
Miqdad bore a grudge against “‘All because ‘Al tried to prevent
the marriage of al-Miqdid with al-Dubi‘ah bint al-Zybayr b.
‘Abd al-Muttalib.3

All in all it is difficult to share Abbott’s opinion that the account
in the papyrus “gives no inkling of partiality for either of these
two major candidates and hence calls into question the accusa-
tion that Ibn Ishiq favoured the Shi’ite religio-political party”.4
On the contrary, the text preserved in the papyrus clearly shows
his Shi‘ite inclinations.s

! See Tabdhlb al-Tabdbib, vi1, s0-3.

2 LN.ES. xviI, 224.

3 _AJ-“Urbmainsyya (ed. ‘Abd al-Salim Hirlin), pp. 180-1.

4 Op. ¢it. p. 97.

5 In 1L 11~12 of the verso the correct reading is neither sdkinatam nor
sdkitatan as suggested by Abbott, nor mudkinubs as suggested by Dietrich, but
shdkiyatan; in fact the other sources have mar?datan, or »ajl‘atan (in al-Baihagl,
al-Sunan al-Kubrd, v1, 193), which are synonyms of shikiyatan.
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