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Abstract

The article seeks to study the work of Fakhr al-Din
al-Razi (543-606 A.H/1149-1209 A.D), entitled al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th. This work is still available in
manuscripts and has not hitherto been published yet.
This paper discusses the authorship of the above
work by al-Razi. This encompasses the issue of the
ascription of the work to al-Razi, the title, the
originality and year of the authorship, and
information related to the manuscript and its location.
This article also describes the nature and the content
of al-Khalg wa al-Ba‘th as one among al-Razi’s
works in the field of Kalam.

Keywords: Fakhr al-Din al-Razi; al-Khalg wa al-
Ba'th; ‘llm al-Kalam; Manuscript; Koéprill; Hagia
Sophia.

Khulasah
Artikel ini bertujuan untuk mengkaji satu karya Fakhr
al-Din al-Razi (543-606 H/1149-1209 M), yang
bertajuk al-Khalg wa al-Ba‘th. Karya ini masih
dalam bentuk manuskrip dan belum diterbitkan.
Makalah ini membahaskan tentang penulisan karya
tersebut oleh al-Razi. Ini merangkumi persoalan
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penisbahan karya tersebut kepada al-Razi, judul,
keaslian dan tahun penulisannya, serta maklumat
berkaitan manuskrip kitab tersebut dan lokasinya.
Artikel ini juga menerangkan sifat dan kandungan al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th sebagai salah satu karya al-Razi
dalam bidang llmu Kalam.

Kata kunci: Fakhr al-Din al-Razi; al-Khalq wa al-
Ba'th; llmu Kalam; Manuskrip; Kopriali; Hagia
Sophia.

Introduction

Al-Razi is widely recognized as a prolific and versatile
scholar whose works spanned various disciplines ranging
from kalam, philosophy, jurisprudence, Islamic legal
principles, logic, dialectics, literature, rhetoric, grammar,
ethics, geometry, medicine, physiognomy, astrology, to
Quranic exegesis.’ Many Muslim biographers view al-
Razi as one of the most outstanding and brilliant
philosophers, a prolific author and sui generis scholar of
his age, a leader of the mutakallimin, a great scholar and
master of various sciences, the greatest later scholar, and
the most prominent scholar of the rational sciences (al-
‘uliim al-‘aqliyyah) who has a long commentary on
various sciences. By virtue of such achievements, when
commenting on a Hadith which states that in every
century God will send a renewer (al-mujaddid) to the
Muslim community, al-Munawi (952-1031 A.H./1545-
1622 A.D.) regards al-Razi as the renewer of the sixth
century Hijra.?

! See Muhammad Salih al-Zarkan, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi wa Ara’uhu

al-Kalamiyyah wa al-Falsafiyyah (Beirut, Dar al-Fikr, 1963), 62-
118. Hereinafter cited as Fakhr al-Din al-Razr.

2 Muhammad al-Mad ‘@ al-Munawr, Fayd al-Qadir, 2" ed., 10 vols.
(Beirut: Dar al-Ma‘rifah, 1972), 2: 282. See also Shams al-Din
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As far as al-Razi’s works are concerned, the most
striking feature of his intellectual legacy is his works on
kalam, a science within which he is celebrated as a
prominent mutakallim. It is for this reason a large humber
of scholars who study al-Razi’s intellectual legacy pay
great heed to his works on kalam. But although al-Razi
has left a great number of intellectual legacies, some of his
kalam works have yet to be properly studied. As a result,
some studies on al-Razi’s kalam have not studied some of

Muhammad ibn Ahmad al-Dhahabi, Tarikh al-Islam, ed. ‘Umad
‘Abd al-Salam Tadmuri, 53 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-‘Arabi,
1990), 43: 211-223; Muhammad ibn Ahmad al-Dhahabi, Siyar
A’lam al-Nubala’, ed. Bashshar ‘Awwad Ma‘raf and Muhyi Hilal al-
Sarhan, 25 vols. (Beirut: Mu’assasah al-Risalah, 1984), 21: 500-501,
Abiu Bakr ibn Ahmad ibn Muhammad ibn ‘Umar Qadi Shuhbah,
Tabagat  al-Shafi iyyah, 4 vols. (D@’irah al-Ma‘arif al-
‘Uthmaniyyah: Hyderabad, 1979), 2: 81-84; Ahmad ibn Muhammad
al-Adnarwi, Tabaqat al-Mufassirin, ed. Sulayman ibn Salih al-
Khiziyy (Medina: Maktabah al-'Ulam wa al-Hikam, 1997); T3j al-
Din al-Subki, 7abagat al-Shafi iyyah al-Kubra, ed. ‘Abd al-Fattah
Muhammad al-Huluww and Mahmid Muhammad al-Tanahi, 61" ed.,
10 vols. (Cairo: Dar Thya’ al-Kutub al-‘Arabiyyah, n.d.), 8: 81-97;
Ibn al-‘Imad, Shadharat al-Dhahab fi Akhbar man Dhahab, ed. ‘Abd
al-Qadir al-Arna’at and Mahmud al-Arna’at, 10 vols. (Beirut: Dar
Ibn Kathir, 1986), 7: 40-42; Abt ‘Abd Allah ibn As‘ad ibn ‘Aliyy
ibn Sulayman al-Yafi'i, Mir’'at al-Janan wa ‘Ibrah al-YaQzan, 4
vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-‘Timiyyah, 1997), 4: 6-11; Abu al-
‘Abbas Shams al-Din ibn Khallikan, Wafayat al-A ‘yan, ed. lhsa
‘Abbas, 8 vols. (Beirut: Dar Sadir,1977), 4: 248-252; Jamal al-Din
al-Qifti, Ikhbar al- Ulama’ bi Akhbar al- Hukama’ (Cairo: Maktabah
al-Mutanabba, n.d.), 190-192; Salah al-Din Khalil al-Safadi, al-Wafi
bi al-Wafayat, ed. Ahmad al-Arma’at and Turki Mustafa, 29 vols.
(Beirut: Dar Thya’ al-Turath al-"Arabi, 2000), 4: 175-182; Ibn Abi
Usaybi‘ah, ‘Uyiin al-Anba’ fi Tabagat al-Afibba’, ed. Nazar Rida’
(Beirut: Dar Maktabah al-Hayah, n.d.), 462-470. The last three
works will be cited as Ikhbar al- Ulama’, al-Wafi, and ‘Uyin al-
Anba’ respectively.
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those texts, although those texts are very much important,
and to a great extent represent al-Razi’s kalam
development.

This paper is an attempt to bring to light one of al-
Razr’s kalam works which is still available in manuscripts
but has hitherto neither been edited nor published, namely
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th. The fundamental matters related to
the authenticity of the authorship of al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th
including its author, its title, the year of its writing, and its
copies will be carried out. It is hoped that this study can be
a source of new information regarding al-Khalg wa al-
Ba‘th and contribute to scholars and students of
Fakhrurrazian studies.®

The Author of the Manuscript
There is no single scholar who disputes that al-Khalg wa
al-Ba ‘th is written by al-Razi.* Nevertheless, this section

This term is borrowed from Adi Setia. See, Adi Setia, “The Physical
Theory of Fakhr al-Din al-Razr” (Ph.D. diss., International Islamic
University Malaysia, 2005); Adi Setia, “The Theologico-Scientific
Research Program of the Mutakallimiin: Intellectual Historical
Context and Contemporary Concerns with Special Reference to
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi,” Islam and Science 3, no. 2 (Winter 2005):
131, 145, 146; Adi Setia, “Atomism Versus Hylomorphism in the
Kalam of al-Fakhr al-Din al-Razi: A Preliminary Survey of the
Matalib al-‘Aliyyah,” Islam and Science 4, no. 2 (Winter 2006); 118.
* See al-Qifti, Ikhbar al- Ulama’, 192; al-Safadi, al-Wwafi, 4: 179;
Usaybi‘ah, ‘Uyiin al-Anba’, 470; al-Zarkan, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi,
71; Isma‘1l Basha al-Baghdadi, Hadiyyat al- ‘Arifin, 2 vols. (Beirut:
Dar Ihya’ al-Turath al-‘Arabi, 1955), 2: 107, Fath Allah Khalif,
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (Egypt: Dar al-Ma ‘arif, 1969), 167, Fath Allah
Khalif, A Study on Fakhr al-Din al-Razi and His Controversies in
Transoxiana (Beirut: Dar al-Mashrig, 1986), 194; Muhammad al-
‘Uraybi, al-Munglaqat al-Fikriyyah ‘ind al-Imam) al-Fakhr al-Razt
(Beirut: Dar al-Fikr al-Lubnani, 1992), 113. Further citations of the
last four works will be referred to Hadiyyat al- ‘4rifin, Fakhr al-Din
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will describe some of the proofs demonstrating that al-
Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th is indeed the work of al-Razi, namely
al-Raz1’s citing al-Khalq wa al-Ba ¢k in his other works,
the fact that the work has been mentioned by Muslim
biographers of the past, and the consensus of modern
scholars who have written about al-Razi.”

In attributing a text to a particular scholar, the highest
degree of certainty is reached when the author mentions
within the work itself that the text in question is indeed his
work. In such cases, the author may mention explicitly the
title of the work, be it on the title page, in the introduction,
in the body of the text (matn), or in a footnote (zurrah). In
the absence of such evidence, other methods must be
turned to in determining authorship, one of which is by
referring directly to the author’s other works.®

With regard to the work under discussion, al-Razi has
alluded to al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th in his Shark ‘Uyiin al-
Hikmah and al-Ma#hsal fi ‘llm Usal al-Figh. In Sharh
‘Uyiin, al-Razi says, “And concerning this issue, there are
complicated and profound studies which have been
explained in my book entitled al-Khalq wa al-Ba th.”’
Meanwhile, in al-Mahsil, al-Razi says, “We say that the

al-Razi, A Study on Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, and al-Munflagat
respectively.

For more detailed about the authenticity of the real author of a
manuscript, see ‘Abd al-Majid Diyab, Tahqig al-Turah al- ‘Arabr
Manhajuh wa Tazawwuruh (Cairo: Dar al-Ma‘arif, n.d.), 137; ‘Abd
al-Salam Muhammad Hartun, Tafgig al-Nusi swa Nashruha, 7" ed.
(Cairo: Maktabah al-Khanji, 1998), 43. The last work will be cited as
Tahgiq al-Nusis.

¢ 1bid., 36-38.

Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, Sharks ‘Uyan al-Hikmah, ed. Ahmad Hijazi
Ahmad al-Saqa, 3 vols. (Teheran: Mu’assasah al-Sadiq, 1994), 3: 94.
Hereinafter cited as Shar. ‘Uyiin.

175



Arif Munandar & Wan Suhaimi, “On the Authorship of Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th,” Afkar Vol. 23 Issue 2 (2021): 171-224

originated being (al-kadith) is in need of it [the effecter]
(muftaqir ilayh) due to the consensus of the Muslims.
Even the consensus of the discerning people (al- ‘ugala’)
is in accordance with it. And a more detailed exploration
on it (al-istigsa’ fih) has been mentioned (madhkir) in our
book entitled (al-musamma) al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th.”®

In addition to the above, we find mention of al-Raz1’s
other works made in al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th such as Shar#
al-Isharat wa al-Tanbihat,” al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah
ft Ilm al-llahiyyat wa al-Tabi iyyat," al-Mulakhkhas fi
al-Hikmah wa al-Manyiq,* al-Hayiila wa al-Sirah,** and
Nihayat al- ‘Ugiil fi Dirayat al-Usil.™ This fact provides
us with further certainty that al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘4 is truly
written by al-Razi.

Further proof can be found when we turn to the
works of the Muslim biographers of the past such as al-
QIiftt (568-646 A.H./1172-1248 A.D.), al-Safadi (696-764
A.H./1297-1363 AD.), Ibn Abi Usaybi‘ah (600-668
A.H./Z1203-1270 A.D.), and al-Baghdadi (d. 1339
A.H./Z1920 A.D.), all of whom attribute al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th to al-Razi. ™

For the above reasons, modern Muslim scholars
writing about al-Razi have ascribed with certainty al-

® Fakhr al-Din al-Razj, al-Mapgil fi ‘Ilm Usil al-Figh, ed. Ta Ha Jabir
Fayyad al-‘Alwani, 3% ed., 6 vols. (Beirut: Mu’assasah al-Risalah,
1997), 6: 109-110. Hereinafter cited as al-MaAsil.

® The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 67a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 40b.

10 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 50a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 29b.

1 The Képriili Ms., Fol. 50a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 29b.

12 The Kapriilii Ms., Fol. 96b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 59b.

13 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 97b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 59%.

1% See al-Qiftt, Tkhbar al- Ulama’, 192; al-Safadi, al-wafi, 4: 179;
Usaybi‘ah, ‘Uyiin al-Anba’, 470; al-Baghdadi, Hadiyyat al-‘Arifin,
2:107.
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Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th to him. Al-Zarkan, for instance, asserts
that al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is authentically the work of al-
Razi. Similarly, al-‘Uraybi categorizes the book under the
classification of “the works of al-Razi of whose titles an
original manuscript we know, but have yet to be
published.” ** Meanwhile Altas has with certainty
determined the year of authorship of al-Khalq wa al-
Ba th*®

It is interesting to note that despite al-Khalq wa al-
Ba ‘th being mentioned as a work of al-Razi by so many
Muslim scholars and biographers of both past and present,
the modern Orientalist biographer, Carl Brockman, fails to
make mention of this work in his celebrated Geschichte
der Arabischen Litteratur.*’

Furthermore, linguistic evidence can be marshalled in
support of the conclusion that al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is the
work of al-Razi, in the form of similarity of expressions
between those used by al-Razi in Muhassal Afkar al-
Mutaqaddimin wa al-Muta’akhkhirin and Nihayat al-
‘Ugul and those found in al-Khalg wa al-Ba th. Some
brief examples of such similarity of expression in the
above-mentioned three works are shown hereunder:

15 Al-Zarkan, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, 56-71; al- Uraybi, al-Mun falagat,
111-113.

16 Altas, Kronolojisi, (Kronolojisi) 127-128; Altas, Fakhr al-Din al-
RazT’s Epistle, (Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s Epistle) 64, 70.

7 carl Brockelmann, Geschichte der Arabischen Litteratur, Erster
Supplementband. I (Leiden, Brill: 1937), 920-24.
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The expression from
al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th

The expression from
Mu fassal

The expression from
Nihayat al-"Uqil
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8 The Koprili Ms., Fol. 5b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 4a.

% Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, Muhassal Afkar al-Mutagaddimin wa al-
Muta’akhkhirin, with introduction and commentary by Samih
Daghim (Beirut: Dar al-Fikr al-Lubnani, 1992), 28. Hereinafter

cited as Mu/assal.

2 Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, Nikayat al- ‘Ugitl fi Dirayat al-Usiil, ed. Sa‘id
‘Abd al-Latif Fudah, 4 vols. (Beirut Dar al-Dhakha’ir, 2015), 1:
168. Hereinafter cited as Nihayat al- ‘Ugiil.
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2L The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 5b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 4a-4b.
22 Al-Razi, Muhassal, 29.
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23 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 4b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 3b.
24 Al-Razi, Muhassal, 35.
% Al-Razi, Nihayat al- ‘Ugil, 1: 166.
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%6 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 4b-5a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 3b.
21 Al-Razi, Muhassal, 35.
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28 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 5a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 3b-4a.
2 Al-Razi, Muhassal, 35.
%0 Al-Razi, Nihayat al-‘Uqiil, 1: 166-167.
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No less important is the fact that besides being cited
by Muslim biographers of the past, a Muslim scholar such
as Burhan al-Din Abi al-Hasan Ibrahim ibn ‘Umar al-
Biqa‘iyy (809-885 A.H./1407-1480 A.D.) also made use
of the work’s content. In his voluminous Nazm al-Durar fi
Tanasub al-Ayat wa al-Suwar, for instance, al-Biga‘iyy
does not merely paraphrase al-Razi’s expressions but
quotes them directly.** Although from the published Nazm
al-Durar available to us there is found no explicit
information telling us that al-Biga‘iyy has quoted al-

81 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 5a-5b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 4a.

82 Al-Razi, Muhassal, 35.

3 See Khayr al-Din al-Zirikli, al- ‘4/am, 8 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-‘IIm li
al-Malaytn, 2002), 1: 56.
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Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th, yet since al- al-Biga‘iyy lived after al-
Razi, we can be reasonably certain that the quotations in
guestion were taken from al-Razi’s al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th.
This clearly shows that al-Khalq wa al-Ba th was
already known at this time and had already attracted the
attention of scholars. The content quoted by al-Biqa‘iyy is
related to the miraculous anatomy of the human body,
which al-Razi puts forth as proof for the existence of God.
For the purpose of comparison, a slight sample of al-
Biqa‘iyy’s expression juxtaposed with that of al-Razi is

shown below:

Al-Biga‘'iyy’s expression

Al-Razi’s expression
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%  Burhan al-Din Abi al-Hasan Ibrahim ibn ‘Umar al-Biqa‘iyy, Nazm
al-Durar fi Tanasub al-Ayat wa al-Suwar, 22 vols. (Cairo: Dar al-
Kitab al-Islami, 1984 ), 21: 126 ff.
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In conclusion, evidence derived from the great
scholars of the past as well as from a study of the work of
al-Razi himself leaves almost no room for doubt that al-
Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th is authentically the work of al-Razi.

The Title

Establishing the title and date of a manuscript is another
fundamental matter in manuscript verification, yet it can
be challenging, especially when the manuscript does not
contain a clearly stated title or date. A title or date can be
absent from a manuscript for several reasons, such as the
author neglecting to mention them, a missing first folio, or
the effacement of the title or date from the manuscript. It
also happens that every so often a manuscript does
provide a clear title, but the content of the manuscript does
not represent the title. ®* In light of the above
considerations, how can we achieve certainty as regards
the title of al-Razi’s al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th?

As with the question of the authorship of al-Khalq wa
al-Ba ‘th, its title has never been an issue of dispute among
scholars. In mentioning the title, the following variant
wordings, bearing no significant difference, are known to
exist: al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th, Kitab al-Khalq wa al-Ba th,
al-Risalah Kitab fi al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th, or Risalah li
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi—all of which have been cited by al-

% The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 106a ff.; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 65b ff.
* Harin, Tahgiq al-Nusiis, 43; al- Awniy, al- Unwan al-Sahih, 25.
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Razi and al-Safadi,®’ the Muslim biographers, and the
manuscripts respectively.*®

Aside from the Hagia Sophia, most references are in
agreement in calling the work in question al-Khalqg wa al-
Ba ‘th. Slight differences occur only in the words kitab (the
book), al-risalah (the treatise), and kitab fi (the book on)
respectively. Such differences are not significant, they are
all grammatically and logically acceptable.

In fact, the nature of the Arabic language itself gives
wide and flexible opportunity for interpreting the
grammatical and linguistic case in question. Similarly,
when Muslim scholars begin their title with a noun in the
genitive case (idafah or majriir), as in al-Razi’s al-Arba ‘in
fi Usal al-Din. Here the genitive case seems to occur with
no specific cause, but the cause is actually the idafah or
majrir construction caused by a preposition not explicitly
stated, hence we can interpret the title to be either al-Kitab
fi al-Arba ‘in fi Usal al-Din (The Book on Forty Issues
Concerning the Principles of Religion), Fr al-Arba in fi
Usial al-Din (On the Forty Issues Concerning the
Principles of Religion), or Kitab al-Arba ‘in fi Usil al-Din
(The Book of Forty Issues Concerning the Principles of
Religion). Again, all of these interpretations are
grammatically and logically acceptable.

In summary and based on what we have discussed
above, the slight differences in the title of al-Razi’s al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th are not really essential and of little
consequence. Thus after taking into account how al-Razi
refers to the work himself, how the Muslim biographers

87 Al-Razi, Shark ‘Uyiin, 3: 94; al-Safadi, al-Wafi, 4: 179.

8 AI-Qifti, Ikhbar al- Ulama’, 192; Usaybi‘ah, ‘Uyiin al-Anba’, 470;
al-Baghdadi, Hadiyyat al- ‘Arifin, 2: 107.

% The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 1b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 1b.
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cite it, and how it appears on the manuscripts, we may
confidently ascribe it the title al-Khalqg wa al-Ba h.
Moreover, al-Razi’s conjoining the phrase al-musamma
(entitled) to the title al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is something
that needs to be borne in mind when settling the
discussion on this matter.*

The Originality

Now that we are certain that al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th can be
ascribed to al-Razi, the next question to be dealt with is
the issue of the manuscript’s originality. Is the manuscript
at our disposal now really al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th of al-Razi
and not another of his works? We know that it is
commonplace in manuscript studies to encounter mistakes
made by a copyist in the giving of a particular title to a
particular work.** Furthermore, in the manuscripts under
discussion, al-Razi does not mention that it is his al-Khalq
wa al-Ba ‘th.

In establishing that the manuscript in question is
indeed al-Razi’s al-Khalq wa al-Bath, we will use
evidence derived from reading Sharsz ‘Uyan and al-
Mahsil, wherein al-Razi himself cites his al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th.

The citation of al-Khalg wa al-Ba ¢ in Shark ‘Uyin
is basically al-Razi’s commentary (shark) on Ibn Sina’s
view concerning contingent being (al-mumkin). Ibn Sina
says that in order for contingent being to exist, it needs a
determinant (murajjiz). Al-Razi then gives his own
commentary on the issue, explaining that there are two
views: first, the view which argues that knowledge of the

40 Al-‘Awniy, al- Unwan al-Sahih, 37-38.
41 ‘Abd Allah al-Kamali, Kitabat al-Bahth wa Tahgig al-Makhzizah
(Beirut: Dar Ibn Hazm, 2001), 97.
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need of a determinant is self-evident knowledge (badihi);
and second, the view which argues that knowledge of such
issue is inferential knowledge (istidlal).**

The above discussion can also be found in al-Khalq
wa al-Ba ‘th where the issue is discussed and elaborated in
a complicated and profound explanation, as opposed to the
concise and brief form in which it is discussed in his
Sharh ‘Uyiin.*® Samples of the similar discussion of the
idea in both texts are given as follows:

The expression from
Sharh ‘Uyin al- Hikmah

The expression from
al-Khalq wa al-Ba th
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42 Al-Razi, Shark Uyiin, 3: 93-94.
3 The Képrili Ms., Fol. 21b-33a;
20a.

The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 12a-

191




Arif Munandar & Wan Suhaimi, “On the Authorship of Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th,” Afkar Vol. 23 Issue 2 (2021): 171-224

SVl aly Ol Ly | fade
16 oL ale pgian o) i
b ey Gl pr Sl
e bl LAl ol b
Ol )l 1 Jguz O =Y
oy 4ly slgay) LU Lasle
CVOSE 2 ROV SUN
ier Rasle Sl Al s
" el s 3 s

44."&&:5\3

¢ Uy

dl kol Ol g lgae
Iy 1oLy OLudYI &3 jiast ool
N R
bbb S 3ty 13) i)
GO Lk as Ol S
R RC N T
of e du s s el ol
35 Belill eds (gypall (el
Cseo a 13 g b &ugh &
OV VI Lylp eds e asd
IR WCER
sf ot BEH sy Lapes
Loy du2d)l sda 05 ol

oo Js s Ul Cadll U
Seorly Vo] aedal) ol ok
Gl S0 e B L
N e I IS ErCu

4 Al-Razi, Shark Uyin, 3: 93-94.
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Another piece of evidence leading us to conclude that
al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is al-Raz1i’s work is his statement in
Sharh  ‘Uyian. After briefly presenting the above
elaboration, al-Razi says, “And concerning this issue there
are complicated and profound studies which have been
explained in my book entitled al-Khalq wa al-Ba th.”*

5 The Koprillii Ms., Fol. 21b-23b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 13a-
14b.
46 Al-Razi, Shark Uyin, 3: 94.
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A similar citation of al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th can also be
found in al-Mahsil where al-Razi is discussing al-
istishab, whose validity as a legalistic proof is a disputed
issue (al-adillah al-mukhtalaf fiha) among the scholars of
usul al-figh. In defending the validity of al-istishab, al-
Razi presents several arguments, the most interesting of
which, perhaps, being those which are infused with his
views on kalam.

Al-Razi says that immediate knowledge of the
realization of a command (takaqquq amr) leads to its
subsisting (baga’) knowledge in the future, for the
subsister (al-bagi) does not need the effecter (al-
mu’aththir) whereas originated being (al-kzadith) is always
in need of the effecter (muftagir ilayh); and something
which does not need the effecter has a preponderant
existence over something which needs the effecter. Al-
Raz1 then asserts that a more detailed discussion of the
issue has been elaborated in his book entitled al-Khalg wa
al-Ba th.*’

The above citation in al-Maksil can be found in al-
Khalqg wa al-Ba ‘th, more precisely in the chapter | (al-bab
al-awwal), sub-chapter 111 (al-fasl al-thalith) when al-Razi
is discussing the fourteen doubts raised by those who
doubt that contingent being is in need of an effecter. The
relevant citations from al-Maksal and al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th appear as follows;

47 Al-Razi, al-Mahsil 6: 109-110.
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The expression from
al-Mahsul fi ‘Ilm Usil al-
Figh

The expression from
al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th
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We can conclude therefore that what is written in
Shark ‘Uyiin and al-Maksizl bears a similarity which
cannot be ascribed to chance with that which is written in
al-Khalqg wa al-Ba ‘th, leading us once again to assert with
confidence that the manuscript in question can be none
other than the al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th of al-Razi.

The Year

Now let us turn to a discussion of the year of the text’s
authorship. This is an issue of particular importance in the
study of the development of al-Raz1’s thought, as knowing
the year of authorship of a specific work can help us
understand developments, changes, or revisions of thought
undergone by him throughout his career.

Deciding the year when a work was written is also a
challenge in manuscript studies, especially when the
available manuscripts are not originally written by the
author. This is because if there is a copy from the author
himself, the stated date of the manuscript could be the
most probable date when the book was written. If,
however, the available manuscripts are not of the author’s
copy, then any date stated on the manuscripts is actually
the date of the manuscript’s copying and not that of the
work’s composition.

Deciding the date of a book’s composition is
exacerbated further still in cases wherein the available

49 The Koprilli Ms., Fol. 23b-24b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 14b-
15a.
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manuscripts are neither of the author’s copy nor have been
given a proper date. It so happens that such is the case
with the present study. Here we find no author’s copy
stating the year of authorship, and the manuscripts that we
do have provide no explicit information about the year of
the text’s composition.

In light of the above, the only way to broadly assign a
date to al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is by referring to al-Razt’s
other works. Toward this end, we have two pieces of
information, as discussed above. First, al-Razi’s citing of
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th in his other works, implying that al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th pre-dates the work in which it is cited,
and second, al-Razi’s citing of his other works within al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th itself, implying conversely that al-
Khalqg wa al-Ba ‘th post-dates the works which it cites.

Employing the above reasoning we can therefore
conclude that al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th pre-dates both al-
Mahsiil™ as well as Shari Uyin,> and post-dates Shar#
al-Isharat, °* al-Mabahith  al-Mashrigiyyah,  al-

% Quoting al-Khalq wa al-Ba th, al-Razi says, Lis & s ab slaiayly'
"eadly 34 .l (And a more detailed exploration on it has been
mentioned in our book entitled al-Khalq wa al-Ba th). Al-Razi, al-
Ma/sil, 6: 109-110.

Quoting al-Khalg wa al-Ba th, al-Razi says, wass Sl Gl 1is 3 Wy
"eadly g el s 3 LSS aws (And concerning this issue, there are
complicated and profound studies which have been explained in my
book entitled al-Khalq wa al-Ba th). Al-Razi, Sharh ‘Uyin, 3: 94.
Quoting Shark al-Ishardt, al-Razi says, sy zale Glal BV sds 3 of JLoy"

51

5

R

"saleyl @ 3l S syl -5 3 50 (And know that in this proof there are
a lot of vague discussions. All of them have been mentioned in the

Sharj al-Isharat, hence there is no need to repeat it). The Koprilu
Ms., Fol. 67a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 40b.
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Mulakhkhas,*® al-Hayila wa al-Siarah,®* and Nihdyat al-
‘Uqil >

With regard to the first fact, viz. that of al-Razi’s
citing al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th in his other works, we may
make use of al-Zarkan’s summary exposition with regard
to al-Razi’s view on essence and existence. Yet, pertaining
to the issue of essence and existence, al-Razi has
undergone five distinct stages in his career:

1. In the first stage, al-Razi is indecisive regarding
the issue of essence and existence. Such a stance
is found, for instance, in al-Isharah fi ‘Ilm al-
Kalam and al-Khamsin fi Usil al-Din.

2. In the second stage when concurring with Abt
Hashim al-Jubba’i, al-Razi contends that existence
is superadded to essence and that existence is one
common conception (mafham wahid mushtarak)
between all existents (al-mawjidar). Such a
standpoint was expressed by al-Razi in his al-
Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah, al-Mulakhkhas, Shark

%3 Quoting both al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah and al-Mulakhkhas, al-
Razi says, "exllly oLl 3,50 o5 ol5" (And the complete account of it
has been mentioned in al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah and al-
Mulakhkhas). The Koprili Ms., Fol. 50a; The Hagia Sophia Ms.,
Fol. 29b.

5 Quoting al-Hayiila wa al-Siirah, al-Razl says, & 5 S s i ol
s el Uodl 8 0l @ Llis 34 Ul (And the complete account of
this discussion has been mentioned in a specific treatise that we have
written to explain the negation of hyle. Please refer to it). The
Koprili Ms., Fol. 96b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 59b.

55 Quoting Nihayat al- Ugiil, al-Razl says, Lo & Joid 2l 3 i lpms”
"aw s sl (And the answer to it has been mentioned in Nihayat
al- Ugal in the Chapter Six. Please refer to it). The Kopruli Ms.,
Fol. 97b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., Fol. 59a.
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al-Isharat, Lubab al-Isharat and Nihayat al- ‘Ugiil
respectively.

3. In agreement with Abt Hasan al-Ash‘ari, in this
period al-Razi changes his view saying that
Existence of God is identical with His Essence
and that existence is not a common attribute (wasf
mushtarak) between all existents. In this regard,
existence is the same as essence and is not
supperadded to essence.

4. In this phase, al-Razi reasserts what he upheld in
the second stage, asserting that existence is
supperadded to essence, and that existence shares
a common conception (mafhim mushtarak)
between all existents. Such a viewpoint was
expressed by al-Razi in his later works, namely
al-Maralib al- ‘Aliyah min al- Ilmi al-1lahi.

5. In the last period of his life, al-Razi once more
shows his indecisive intellectual bearing
pertaining to the issue of essence and existence.
He says that all the studies on essence and
existence, none have ever come to a convincing
conclusion.®®

In al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th, al-Razi says that existence
is a common conception between Necessary Being and the
contingent being and that existence is the effect (ma ‘lil)
of essence.” It is obvious here to conclude that al-Razi’s

% See al-Zarkan, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, 170-174. Cf. Khadijah
Hammadi al-‘Abd Allah, Manhaj al-Imam Fakhr al-Din al-Razt
bayn al-Asha ‘irah wa al-Mu ‘tazilah, 2 vols. (Damascus: Dar al-
Nawadir, 2012), 1: 250-253. Henceforth cited as Manhaj al-Imam
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi.

57 The Koprilli Ms., Fol. 48b, 50a, 57a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., 28b-
29b, 34a.
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view on essence and existence, as written in al-Khalg wa
al-Ba ‘th, accords with his view in the second and fourth
stages. Now, it could not have been written in the fourth
period, for as al-Zarkan asserts, it is in this period which
al-Raz1 wrote his last works, the al-Matalib and the Shar#k
‘Uyun, the latter of the two in fact containing citations of
al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th.

Therefore we may conclude that al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th was written in the second stage of al-Razi’s views
on essence and existence. This is witnessed by the fact
that in al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th al-Razi does not elaborate the
issue of God’s Essence and Existence in detail since it had
already been discussed before in his works which pre-date
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th. Therefore, in al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th
al-Razi says, “And the discussion on this issue has been
discussed in detail in all our books” ( 4liwall s & 23Sl )
Wi jlu 4 ) S clatin) e ® What al-Razi means by
“our books” are his works which pre-date al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th and have already discussed the similar issues, such
as al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah, al-Mulakhkhas, Shar#
al-Isharat, and Nihayat al- ‘Ugiil.*®

Pertaining to the second fact, namely the citing of al-
Razi’s other works within al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th, we may
use several studies that have made attempts at specifying
the years of some of al-Razi’s works.® From all the

58 The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 48b; The Hagia Sophia Ms., 28b-29a.

% See, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah fi llm al-
Ilahiyyat wa al- Tabi iyyat, ed. Muhammad al-Mu ‘tasim bi Allah al-
Baghdadi, 2 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kitab al-* Arabt, 1990), 1: 106-130;
Al-Razi, Nihayat al- ‘Uqal, 1: 349-350; Al-Razi, al-Arba n fi Usil
al-Din, ed. Ahmad Hijazi al-Saqa, 2 vols. (Cairo: Maktabah al-
Kulliyyat al-Azhariyyah, 1986), 1: 143-148.

80 Altas, Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s Epistle, 69.
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available studies, it can be said that thus far Shihadeh’s
and Altas’ works represent the most extensive efforts at
specifying the years of some of al-Razi’s works,
especially Altas’ work in which he mentions clearly the
exact year of al-Raz1’s al-Khalq wa al-Ba th.**

Although Altas has decisively concluded that al-
Khalg wa al-Ba'th was written sometime in 596-597
A.H./1200-1201 A.D, we must make some remarks on the
evidence he has used to arrive at this conclusion. Altag
claims, for instance, that certain facts in al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th, particularly in the introduction, indicate the year of
its composition. Unfortunately, he does not state what
these facts are nor indicate where they can be found, even
though he uses the the Koprill copy as his reference.®? As

81 Altas’ years of some of al-Razi’s works where al-Khalq wa al-Ba th
cites al-Raz1’s other works and vice versa are as follows:
1.  Al-Mabahith al-Mashrigiyyah fi Tlm al-Ilahiyyat wa al-
Tabi iyyat (574-575 A.H./1178-1179 A.D.).
2. Nihayat al- 'Uqil fi Dirayat al-Usal (575-576 A.H./1179-1180

AD.).

3. Al-Mulakhkhas fi al-Hikmah wa al-Manriq (576 A.H./1180
AD.).

4. Al-Mahsil fi ‘Ilm Usil al-Figh (575-576 A.H./1179-1180
AD.).

Sharh al-Isharat wa al-Tanbihat (576 A.H./1180 A.D.).

Al-Hayila wa al-Sirah (596 A.H./1200 A.D).

Al-Khalq wa al-Ba th (596-597 A.H./1200-1201 A.D.).

8. Sharh ‘Uyin al-Hikmah (605 A.H./1208 A.D).
Altag, Kronolojisi, 151-154; Ayman Shihadeh, The Teleological
Ethics of Fakr al-Din al-Razi (Leiden-Boston: Brill, 2006), 7-11.

82 Altas is also incorrect in mentioning the folios or pages that he refers
to the Kopriili copy. A case in point is when he mentions mistakenly
the folio or page of al-Mabahith (48a), al-Mulakhkhay (48a), Shark
al-Isharat (49b), and al-Hayula (96a). In actual fact, al-Mabahith
and al-Mulakhkhas are mentioned on 50a, Shark al-Isharat is
mentioned on 67a, whereas al-Hayila is mentioned on 96b instead.

No g
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a matter of fact, when we read the Koprulli copy and al-
Razi’s introduction to his al-Khalg wa al-Ba th
thoroughly, nothing affirms Altag’ hypothesis in reference
to the year of authorship of al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th %3

Another reason proposed by Altas to establish the
year of al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is that the book was
completed when al-Razi was living during the reign of the
Ghurids dynasty. Indeed, al-Razi spent his life under the
Khwarazmshahs and Ghurids, both of whom provided him
with a significant patronage throughout his career,® but
there is no historical evidence provided by Altas to
support his hypothesis that the book was completed during
the reign of the Ghurids. Up to this point, Altas’
arguments are still disputable.

Another piece of evidence which might be helpful in
establishing the year of al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th is the year
given by al-‘Alwani for the writing of al-Mahsal. Al-
‘Alwani says that al-Maksi/ was written in 576 A.H./1179
A.D. (this year is later used by Shihadeh and Altas) when
al-Razi was 32 years old. If we take Altas’ year of al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th (596-597 A.H./1200-1201 A.D.), this
also means that al-Ma/sil pre-dates al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th.
Although from the citation available, as we have already
discussed, al-Khalg wa al-Ba th is cited in al-Mahksiil,
which implies that the latter work post-dates al-Khalg wa
al-Ba th.

Al-"Alwani argues that the establishment of the year
of al-Ma#sul is based on the last folio of the Manuscript

Altas, Kronolojisi, 127; The Koprili Ms., Fol. 50a, 67a, 96b; The
Hagia Sophia Ms., 29b, 40b, 59b.

83 See The Kopriilii Ms., Fol. 2a-4a; The Hagia Sophia Ms., 2a-3b.

8 See Frank Griffel, “On Fakhr al-Din al-Raz7’s Life and the Patronage
He Received,” Journal of Islamic Studies, (2007): 315, 334.
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al-Ahmadiyyah Aleppo with the number 416 under the
title usiz/, which mentions the year of al-Mahsal. Al-
‘Alwani says, “And he [al-Razi] completed its writing
after his knowledge becomes mature, in front of his
teachers, in the year 576 A.H. At that time, he was 32
years old” (gl e alall dniai JLiS) 2y 4dlls e £ i
Lo 32 il jeal) (e dly 575 dius Slld 5 asiilu).

However, if we take al-Alwani’s year for al-Mahsii/
(576 A.-H./1179 A.D) and Altas’ year for al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th (596-597 A.H./1200-1201 A.D), this means that al-
Mabhsil quotes al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th, a work which will
be written 20 years later. Altas asserts, therefore, that
because the years between al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th and al-
Mahsal still leave us with a considerable enigma, the
chronology needs to be studied further.®

Up to this point, such are the facts regarding al-Khalq
wa al-Ba th that can be gathered. From what we have
discussed above, it can be said that thus far the most well-
founded facts regarding the year of al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th
is the fact that al-Khalq wa al-Ba 4 is cited in al-Raz1’s
other works and the fact that al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th cites
al-Raz1’s other works. This is because the two pieces of
information are clearly mentioned in al-Khalg wa al-
Ba ‘th—during which al-Razi devoted a great deal of
attention to produce the kalam works, including al-Khalq
wa al-Ba th.*®

8% See al-*Alwani’s introduction to the al-Ma Agil in al-Razi, al-Ma fsitl,
1: 58, 63, 6: 186; Altas, Kronolojisi, 128.

% See Ayman Shihadeh, “From al-Ghazali to al-Razi: 6th/12th Century
Developments in Muslim Philosophical Theology,” Arabic Sciences
and Philosophy 15 (2005), 171-172; al-Zarkan, Fakhr al-Din al-
Razi, 170-174; The Koprili Ms., Fol. 48b; The Hagia Sophia Ms.,
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The Manuscript Copies

The present study has been able to acquire two
manuscripts of al-Razi’s al-Khalq wa al-Ba th. The first
manuscript is in the Képrall Library, Istanbul (Ms. 816),
and the second manuscript is in the Hagia Sophia, Istanbul
(Ms. 2257).5" Each of the aforementioned manuscripts will
be described in what follows.

The Koprialt (Ms. 816)

This manuscript uses the naskh script, is catalogued under
Kitab Usul al-Din and is entitled al-Risalah Kitab fi al-
Khalg wa al-Ba th.®® In general, the condition of this
edition is very good, readable and consists of a complete
text. Based on the information from the catalogue, the
manuscript dates back to the 7" century A.H., even though
the manuscript itself does not tell us any single
information as to the year of its copying. Likewise, the
catalogue tells us that this manuscript belongs to Es‘ad
Efendi,®® whereas its copyist is unknown. This edition has
111 folios, each folio is comprised of two (16.9 x 24.5 cm)
pages (a and b), and each page consists of 15 lines.”

The beginning of the manuscript is as follows:

28b-29a. Cf. al-*‘Abd Allah, Manhaj al-fmam Fakhr al-Din al-Razi,
1: 250-253.

87 Ramadan Sesen et. al., Catalogue of Manuscripts in the Koprili
Library, 3 vols. (Istanbul: IRCICA, 1986), 1: 396; Ramadan Sesen
et. al., Mukhtarat min al-Makhgifat al- ‘Arabiyyah al-Nadirah fi
Maktabat Turkiya (Istanbul: ISVAR, 1997), 655. Further citation of
these works will be cited as Catalogue of Manuscriapts and
Mukhtarat respectively.

68 Catalogue of Manuscripts, 1: 385, 396.

% 1hid., 1: 396.

0 1hid.
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e &) BL YL s Ly e ) 2 S
gl LS o gty apdl der P gty
The end of the manuscript is as follows:
o ay Gl eds B8 ] Sl SLaY) oa Vg
Slally bl ) & by L assdl Ay o)

Originally, this edition seems to have had
unnumbered folios, for although we do find numbering on
the folios now, they are written in a hand that is clearly
not that of the copyist. The new folio numbering is well-
organized, except for the fact that the folios are numbered
in two different ways: the first way numbers the folios by
tens (10, 20, 30, 40, 50), leaving the subsequent folios
(e.g. 11, 12, 21, 22 etc.) unnumbered; the second way,
numbers the folios completely, starting from 58 on
through to the end.

Right under the title on the recto of the first folio, we
find the name of the manuscript’s author; but
unfortunately almost all the words written on the name of
the author are distorted.”* A few words, however, can be
read clearly, such as: min tasanif Mawlana; al- ‘ulama’
afdal al-muta’akhkhirin; nasir al-Islam wa al-Muslimin;
wa al-muftarin; Abt ‘Abd Allah; ‘Umar ibn al-Husayn al-
Razi; wa ardah; wa ja‘ala al-jannah ma’wah. 1t seems

™! Regarding the nature of the title page of a manuscript, see Francois
Déroche et al., Islamic Codicology an Introduction to the Study of
Manuscripts in Arabic Scripts, trans. Deke Dusinberre and David
Radzinowics, ed. Muhammad Isa Waley (London: al-Furqan Islamic
Heritage Foundation Publication, 2006), 311-317. Hereinafter cited
as Islamic Codicology.
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that some of the distorted words in the name of the author
are epithets showing deep respect towards a scholar, as
used to be the custom in Muslim scholarship.

Beside the name of the author, there are also some
remarks, partially unreadable, written by another hand on
the title page of the manuscript. But from the words that
can be read, we can discern clearly words of wisdom
taken from hadith and other wise sayings. Just like the
words ... e 4nbay ., alall g oY) £d5 L g which perhaps
have been taken from Abiu Mansur ibn Abi Muhammad
al-Hamshadtyy al-NaysabiirTyy’s saying:

LS s Lemlioy ¢ mdly Wy OISYI wis Ly

RUSPYY
Etiquette, forbearance, and pilgrimage will not

benefit; their possessor upon completion will
die.”

There is also a saying taken from a hadith narrated by
Imam Muslim:
Y5 i V5 oD Y5 g G B L
folhx 2 e Al BN g A s 739};.
No pain, hardship, sickness or grief befalls a
believer, not even worry that befalls him, but
some of his bad deeds will be expiated.

"2 See Ibn Salah, Tubaqat al-Fugaha’ al-Shafi iyyah, ed. MuhyT al-Din
‘Al Najib, 2 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Basha’ir al-Islamiyyah, 1992), 1:
189.

3 On the manuscript it is written: o= Y5 3l s,
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Another remark that we find on the first folio and
other folios™ is the seal of endowment (waqgf) and its
donor which goes:

Wl ) JBT 1esSs O ez
This is what the Vizier Abiu al-‘Abbas Ahmad,
son of the Vizier Abi ‘Abd Allah Muhammad,

known as Kopriilii, has endowed. May Allah
forgive their mistakes.

In addition to remarks on the first folio, there are also
other remarks on the last folios (112a-113a). The first and
the second remarks (112a and 112b), whose their
sequence starts from verso (112b) and not from recto
(112a), are taken from al-Razi’s Mafatih al-Ghayb, more
precisely al-Razi’s commentary on Siarat Ta Ha verses
83-89.” Right above the quotation of al-Razi’s Mafatrh al-
Ghayb (112b), there are other remarks taken from Abi al-
Baga’ ‘Abd Allah ibn al-Husayn ibn ‘Abd Allah al-
‘Ukbart’s Imla’ ma Manna bih al-Rahman min Wujih al-
I'rab wa al-Qira’at fi Jami* al-Qur’an.” Similar to al-
Razi’s Mafatih al-Ghayb, one of al-‘Ukbari’s remarks is
also a commentary on Sirat 7a Ha verse 83.

The last remarks written on the verso of the last folio
(113b) are the remarks on usi/ al-figh concerning al-

™ The Koprillii Ms., Fol. 1a; 2a; 27a; 60a; 83a; 110a.

5 See Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, Mafatih al-Ghayb, 32 vols. (Beirut, Dar al-
Fikr, 1981), 98-101.

® Abi al-Baqa’ ‘Abd Allah ibn al-Husayn ibn ‘Abd Allah al- Ukbari,
Imla’ ma Manna bih al-Rahman min Wujih al-I rab wa al-Qira’at fi
Jami* al-Qur’an, 2 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-‘Ilmiyyah, 1979),
2:125, 1: 48.
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adillah al-sam ‘iyyah, al-ijtihad, and al-tarjih. There are
basically two remarks written on page 113b. The first
remark on first paragraph is the matn (main text) of Ibn al-
Hajib’s al-Mukhtasar along with its short commentary.
Unfortunately, however, we cannot exactly trace whether
the short commentary is taken from a particular work. The
second remark on second paragraph is Shams al-Din al-
Isfahani’s commentary on Ibn al-Hajib’s matn as well.”’

Based on the above discussion and the scripts used, it
seems that the remarks on the first and last folios are not
written by the copyist of the manuscript. In other words,
with the exception of the name of the author, what is
written on the first and last folios has no essential relation
to the content of the manuscript. Although according to
Sesen, poetry, proverbs and wise sayings of great scholars
of the past being written on the title page of a manuscript
is an indication of the manuscript’s high value.”

The manuscript uses black ink, with the exception of
pointers, full-stops, and the sub-title, all of which tend to
use red ink—although this use of red ink is somewhat
inconsistent. The copyist seems to be very meticulous,
since he made very few corrections. For this reason the
manuscript can be said to be of high quality. At last, there
is an abbreviation used by the copyist, that is ==, written
on the margin of the page, which stands for za.

" Shams al-Din Abi al-Thana’ Mahmiid ibn ‘Abd al-Rahman ibn
Ahmad al-Isfahani, Bayan al-Mukhtasar, ed. Muhammad Mazhar
Baqa, 3 vols. (Saudi Arabia: Umm al-Qura University, 1986), 1: 10-
12.

8 Ramadan Sesen, “Ahammiyyah Safhat al- Unwan (al-Zahriyyah) fi
Tawsif al-Makhtatat,” in Dirasat al-Makhgifat al-Islamiyyah bayn
I tibarat al-Maddah wa al-Bashar, ed. Rashid al-‘Anani (London:
al-Furqan Islamic Heritage Foundation Publication, 1997), 196.

211



Arif Munandar & Wan Suhaimi, “On the Authorship of Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s
al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th,” Afkar Vol. 23 Issue 2 (2021): 171-224

The Hagia Sophia (Ms. 2257)

This manuscript is written in the naskh script and is
catalogued under kitab fi al-kalam.™ Based on the
colophon, the manuscript dates back to 618 A.H. (1222
A.D.) and was copied by a well-known linguist (lughawr)
by the name of ‘Abd al-Majid ibn Abi al-Faraj al-
Rudhrawartyy (d. ca. 667 A.H./1268 A.D.), ® at a
madrasah in Cairo; for madrasahs often functioned as
places of transcription and dissemination of knowledge in
the past.® This edition has 69 folios, each folio being
comprised of two pages (a and b), and each page
consisting of 25 lines.

The title of this edition is found on the recto of the
first folio, that is Risalah Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, whereas
on the verso of the second folio, there is a seal of
endowment along with its donor which goes:

OBy oYl Wikl albl asdl sds Uiy 3
Gkl A sl pdly ol Gl (sl
Wsy Ol 5se2 (W Olalldl Olalld) -y Olalld)

B plael slialy ety SUly Wb L Led e

™ Ramadan Sesen et. al., Mukhtarat, 655.

8 According to al-Safadi, he is a well-known Shaykh and Imam;
expertise in language; memorizes a lot of Arabic poetries; well-
spoken person; has a beautiful handwriting, a good companionship,
as well as a beautiful appearance and attire. Al-Safadi, al-Waffi,
19/86-87. See also, Shams al-Din Muhammad al-Dhahabi,
Tadhkirah al-Hufaz, 4 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al-‘Tlmiyyah,
1998), 4: 1476; Jamal al-Din Abi al-Mahasin Yusuf, al-Nujum al-
Zahirah fi Mulik Misr wa al-Qahirah, ed. Muhammad Husayn
Shams al-Din, 16 vols. (Beirut: Dar al-Kutub al- Timiyyah, 1992) 7:
198-199.

8 Déroche et al., Islamic Codicology, 194.
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Skl 8505 s Al a6 sl gy 0

Ld jis Cpdyd) e
Our greatest Sultan and glorified King, the
possessor of two lands and two seas, the
custodian of the two holy cities, Sultan the son
of Sultan, Sultan the conqueror, Mahmud
Khan, has endowed this lofty manuscript with
the right and legal endowment, for those who
investigate, benefit, learn, and utilize [it]. May
Allah magnify his reward on the day of
Hereafter. Written by the poor, Ahmad Shaykh
Zadah al-Mu‘ayyin, at the endowment of two
holy cities. [May Allah] forgive both.

In general, the condition of this manuscript is good,
save for some missing folios. If we compare this
manuscript with The Koprull, the last discussion of sub-
chapter one (al-fasl al-awwal) of chapter 5 (al-bab al-
khamis), pages 96b to the first quarter of 98a in The
Koprall are missing. Also missing are a few lines found
on page 80b of The Kopruli.

The script in which the manuscript is written is quite
small and thus difficult to read. The numbering of all
folios is well-organized. The body text is written in black,
except for certain expressions such as on the chapter and
sub-chapter headings, which are written in bold. This
manuscript has many corrections when compared to the
Kopruld. Additionally, we find the copyist has used some
abbreviations, namely =< and &, which stand for z><a
and Uas,

The beginning of this manuscript is as follows:
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ERERRR RV REVER RUVENEIPIPIPOR I TP
ezl JLST amgian g andsl ga SO

The end of this this manuscript is as follows:
iy Gl sds s ] aadl LY » edgs
A dez e dliloy aids ey B Ogn DS
] e S ey 4T

Conclusion

All the data we have investigated leads us to assert
confidently that al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘th is truly one of al-
Razi’s works. Al-Razi’s citing of al-Khalg wa al-Ba th in
his other works and vice versa give sufficient indication as
to the work’s authenticity. The similarity of expressions
found in al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th and al-Razi’s other works
is also another considerable proof that needs to be taken
seriously. We know also that the Muslim biographers of
the past unanimously consider al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th to be
authentically the work of al-Razi, adding further support
to our claim.

Al-Razi completed al-Khalg wa al-Ba ‘¢ at a stage in
his career wherein he devoted a great deal of his attention
to kalam. Al-Khalq wa al-Ba th is itself a work on kalam,
most likely written at this stage, yet since there are no
reliable facts as to its year of authorship, we thus far
cannot determine precisely when al-Khalg wa al-Ba th
was written.

From the information so far collected, there are two
manuscripts available, the first is in the Koéprilu Library,
Istanbul (Ms. 816), is catalogued under Kitab Usiil al-Din
and is entitled al-Risalah Kitab fi al-Khalq wa al-Ba ‘th;
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the second is in the Hagia Sophia, Istanbul (Ms. 2257), is
catalogued under Kitab fi al-Kalam and is entitled Risalah
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi. In general, the two manuscripts are
in good condition and readable.

Al-Razi’s works signify an intellectual age which
marks the last golden period in the history of kalam. These
works profoundly influenced those of later generations
(muta’akhkhirin) such as the Sharh al-Mawagif of al-
Jurjani (d. 816 A.H./1413 A.D.) and the Shar} al-Magasid
of al-Taftazani (712-793 A.H./1312-1391).%2
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