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While examining the genre of “The Stories of
the Prophets” (Qisas al-Anbiyd’) as back-
ground to my dissertation about Abraham in
Islamic literature, I received from Prof. J.
Sadan a manuscript that he found in the Brit-
ish Library that is related to this genre. Later
I found similar versions of the same compo-
sition, which led me to try to find how this
compilation emerged. The composition is
very close to the preaching literature (wa ‘z),
which deals mainly with moral education,
but it also includes stories. I wondered if this
is a literary genre, standing by itself, which
started out as an aid, auxiliary material for
understanding the oral tradition and religious
studies, and then became an independent
genre, closer to edifying literature, known as
Paraenetica, or to the genre of Specula Regis
(Mirrors of kings). I describe the manuscript
in order to try to reach a conclusion: is this
a different literary genre? Is it an educa-
tional genre or only a simplified version of
stories for a child or a non-Arab ruler whose
education was in Arabic language? Or did
the writer perhaps want an original name
for his compilation, and as the name Qisas
al-Anbiya’ was already in use he chose a dif-
ferent name, using a word which also inti-
mates the collection’s small size?
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Trabajando sobre el género de “Historias de
los Profetas” (Qisas al-Anbiyd’) en el proce-
so de elaboracion de mi tesis sobre Abraham
en la literatura islamica, el profesor J. Sadan
me envio un manuscrito que habia localizado
en la British Library relacionado con este gé-
nero. Posteriormente encontré versiones si-
milares de la misma composicion, lo que me
anim6 a profundizar mi investigacion sobre
sus origenes. La obra esta proxima a la litera-
tura de predicacion (wa‘z), que se ocupa
principalmente de la educaciéon moral, pero
también incluye historias. Me planteé la posi-
bilidad de que éste formarse un género que
hubiera surgido como una ayuda, un material
auxiliar concebido para entender la tradicion
oral y los estudios religiosos para, posterior-
mente, convertirse en un género indepen-
diente, mas cercano a la Parénesis o al Specu-
la Regis (Espejos de principes). Describiré el
manuscrito para intentar alcanzar una conclu-
sion sobre ciertas cuestiones: jes éste un gé-
nero literario diferente?, ;se trata de un géne-
ro educativo o solamente es una version
simplificada de historias para ilustrar a nifios
o principiantes de la lengua arabe?, ;buscaria
el autor un nombre original para su compila-
¢ion, haciendo referencia al reducido tamafno
de la coleccion y descartando el de Qisas
al-Anbiya’ por ser conocido?

Palabras clave: Qisas al-Anbiya’; Literatura
de predicacion (wa z); Parénesis; Espejos de
principes; Lata’if.



166 SHOSH BEN-ARI
Preface

MS or.12656 is a composition which was given to me by Profes-
sor J. Sadan, who found it in the British Library. ! A similar but not
identical manuscript version was found in the Junta collection of Ma-
drid, and yet another in the National Library of Paris. A common cus-
tom was apparently to gather stories which until then had been trans-
mitted orally, and to write them down. I have edited the manuscript
and intend to publish it in the near future. I give one chapter as an ex-
ample in Annex B to this paper.

The meaning of the term Lata’if

Ibn Manziir in his dictionary Lisan al- ‘Arab gives two meanings
to the adjective Lata’if, though only in the singular form, /atif: a.
something small, delicate; b. an obscure or hidden meaning of a
word. 2

Many books bear the title Lata’if and they are usually collections
of small pieces of information. Examples are the works of
al-Tha‘alibi, a remarkable 10%-century scholar,? author of many
books with Lata’if in the title such as Latd’if al-ma‘arif, Latd’if
al-lutf, al-Latd’if wa-l-zara’if, and more; Ibn al-‘Arabi, who wrote
the book Latd’if al-asrar, al-Qastallani, author of Lata’if al-isharat;
and many others.

! 1 dealt with this manuscript at length as part of my dissertation, written under Pro-
fessor Sadan’s supervision. I would like to thank him for his helpful guidance and useful
comments on a first draft of this article. I alone, of course, am responsible for its content.

2 “Amma latufa bi-l-damm fa-ma‘nahu sagura wa-daqqa [...] wa-I-latif min al-kalam
ma 1a khafa’ fthi”. Ibn Manzir, Lisan al-‘Arab, Dar Sadir, Bayrit, n.d., 9, 316-317. The
same meanings appear in Firiizabadi, Muhammad b. Ya‘qtb, al-Qamiis al-Muhit, 1979,
3, 189. He also writes the adjective, and says: “al-latif al-‘alim bi-khafaya al-umir
wa-daqa’iqiha min al-kalam”, i.e., the one who knows the hidden meanings behind the
sayings.

3 See Ibn Khallikan, Wafayat al-a‘yan, Slane, W.M.G. baron of (transl.), Paris,
1842-71, 129-130. The obscurity surrounding his life has led certain western orientalists
like Caetani and Brockelmann to deny him attribution of some of his works, but this is a
matter for a different study. An elaborate description of the man and his life is given by
C.E. Bosworth in the introduction to his translation of the book Lata’if al-ma ‘arif. See
The Book of Curious and Entertaining Information of al-Tha ‘alibi, Edinburgh, 1968, 1-7.
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LATA’IF, PARAENETICA AND PROPHETS 167

Al-Tha‘alibi’s compositions with the title Latd’if contain works
often written on a modest scale, with the needs of students, secretar-
ies, officials, and the like in mind. A desideratum for the Muslim
seeking a general education or specific training for official profes-
sions was knowledge of adab, the basic learning necessary to supply
social or professional polish

Muslim authors wrote on the adab required by such groups as rul-
ers, viziers, soldiers, mystics, and contemplatives, and even court
jesters and raconteurs. The scope of adab was very wide: it embraced
all the traditional Islamic linguistic, religious, and legal sciences, to-
gether with the Islamic version of Human History. This breadth in
part explains why a work from the Lata’if genre appears more like a
collection of unrelated snippets of information. 4

Even though these compilations were written with a didactic goal,
many of them contain short anecdotes meant to entertain. Writers
such as al-Tha‘alibi had in mind to hold their readers’ interest, and
they did so by inserting these amusing episodes into their material,
placing odd items of information before the readers and abruptly
changing the subject if they feared that dealing too long with a certain
topic would become tedious.

Works meant to be useful for various classes and professions ap-
pear as early as the third century of Islam, for example, Kitab
al-muhabbar of Ibn Habib (d. 245/859-860), who inserted into his
compilation material which was later included in Lata’if books. *

4 Bosworth translates the words lata if al-ma ‘arif as “curious and entertaining infor-
mation”. See also his discussion about this genre in The Book of Curious, 14-16. For gen-
eral discussions on adab see Grunebaum, G.H. von, Mediaeval Islam, Chicago, 1946,
250-257 and Gabrieli, F., “Adab”, EI.

5 Around the same time as al-Tha‘alibi we find al-Farabi’s book lhsa’ al-‘Ulim
(4™/10% century) and al-Khuwarizmi’s Mafatih al- ‘Uliim. Both start a new tendency to
classify systematically various branches of knowledge and to assemble lists of interpreta-
tions of technical terms of the sciences. But unlike the collections of Lata if; they refrain
from curious information or amusing stories. On these works see Bosworth, C.E., “A pio-
neer encyclopedia of the science: al-Khuwarizmi’s Keys of the Sciences”, Isis, 1 (1963),
99-101.
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168 SHOSH BEN-ARI
The Qisas al-Anbiya’ genre

Narratives and stories concerning the patriarchs and prophets were
already collected during the prophet Muhammad’s lifetime, and they
feature in all genres of Muslim literature: exegesis (tafsir), historiog-
raphy (ta 'rikh), and hadith literature. Books dedicated to these stories
appear as early as the end of the 15%/7™ century. ©

The first extant example of this genre dates to the 3/9 century:
Mubtada’ al-dunyd wa-Qisas al-Anbiya’. 7

The major complete collections of Qisas al-Anbiya’ are from the
5%/11™ century, and they deal with traditions ranging from the Cre-
ation until the time of Jesus. These are the book by al-Tha‘labi ‘Ara’is
al-Majalis, the book by al-Kisa’i, Qisas al-Anbiya’, and the book by
al-Taraft who lived in Cordoba, and was an expert in Qur’anic read-
ings. $

Does the manuscript of Kitab Latd’if al-Anbiya’ wa-fihi Qisas
al-Anbiya’ belong to this genre or is it a separate genre standing by it-
self? To answer this question I start with a description of the manu-
script.

The manuscript of Kitab Latd’if al-Anbiya’ wa-fihi
Qisas al-Anbiya’

The manuscript numbered OR12656 of the British Library (here-
inafter: London manuscript) does not appear in any catalogue but
only in books containing the lists of acquisitions; the year of its acqui-
sition is 1961. It is a 142-page essay with no name of an author or any
information about the time or place of writing. The handwriting is
naskhi, 11 rows per page and 7-10 words per row. There are hardly
any vowel signs in the middle or at the end of the words. The writing

6 The first book we hear about was written by the Yemenite of Persian origin Wahb
b. Munabbih. The book is not extant but much material attributed to him is quoted by
later authors. For references to many studies on him see Tottoli, R., Le Qisas al-Anbiya’
di Tarafi, Napoli, 1996, 45-49.

7 This ms. is not complete but its more than 200 folios tell many prophets’ stories.
For more information on this ms. and its importance, see Tottoli, R., “The Qisas
al-Anbiya’ of Ton Mutarrif al-Tarafi”, 4/-Qantara, 19 (1998), 132-133.

8 On this unpublished collection, see Tottoli, “The Qisas al-Anbiya’ of Ibn
Mutarrif”, 137-160.
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LATA'IF, PARAENETICA AND PROPHETS 169

itself is round and clear, and the spaces between the rows are wide.
The book is titled Lata’if Qisas al-Anbiya’ and is divided into 14
chapters dealing with Lata’if, which are embedded with moral les-
sons. The title of each chapter is the name of a prophet or a moral-re-
ligious matter: chapters 1 to 11 are named respectively Adam, Noah,
Abraham, Ishmael, Jacob, Job, Jonah, Solomon, Moses, Jesus, and
Muhammad. Chapter 12 is dedicated to the names of God, chapter 13
to prayer, and chapter 14 to the titles of God. The first page, describ-
ing the contents, refers also to a chapter 15 but the manuscript ends
with chapter 14. Each chapter is divided into subchapters, called fas/
(chapter) — a word written in large bold letters.

The anonymous author apparently intended to write a book to be
read by young men. He defines his purpose at the beginning of the es-
say: “You have asked me to collect stories [literally anecdotes, which
are not necessarily humorous] from Lata’if Qisas al-Anbiya’ and to
insert among them lessons which will be of great influence on the ob-
server, and enlighten the thought of the reader, and I am answering
you quickly.” ? Clearly, the book was commissioned for didactic pur-
poses. Recall, however, that sometimes an author pretends that his
book was commissioned even though he wrote it at his own initiative,
and only after he completed it did someone buy it from him.

I have found other two versions of this manuscript, in Madrid and
in Paris.

1. The manuscript of the Junta para Ampliacion
de Estudios —CSIC—

Manuscript number 63 is from the collection known as
“Manuscritos de la Junta”, preserved in the Tomas Navarro Tomas Li-
brary, at the Centro de Ciencias Humanas y Sociales —CCHS— of
CSIC in Madrid (hereinafter: the Junta manuscript); it contains two
literary works (see below). 10 Asin Palacios, in the catalogue of the
Junta manuscript, would define it as two literary works, whereas
Hermosilla Llisterri saw the two as one literary work; I shall return to
this point later.

® Ms. London, page 3a.
10 Ribera, J. y Asin, M., Manuscritos drabes y aljamiados de la Biblioteca de la
Junta, Madrid, 1912, 228-232.
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It is titled Kitab Latd’if al-Anbiya’ wa-fihi Qisas al-Anbiya’. 1t is
stated at the beginning of the manuscript that it was copied by
al-Imam Abu [-Qasim, a biographer who wrote about the Muslims in
Spain; its exact time of writing is given: the end of the year 803/1401.
This manuscript was kept in a mosque near Zaragoza, a city under
Christians rule with a Muslim minority. !

The Muslims living in Christian Spain were known as Mudejars,
and they had a legal status which allowed them to maintain their reli-
gion. In many parts of the Peninsula they lost the written and even
oral use of Arabic: they wrote in Spanish in Arabic script, what is
known as “Aljamiado”. They continued to do so after being converted
to Catholicism in 1502 (Castille) and in 1526 (Aragon).

A medley of methods of writing was used by Muslims living in
Christian Spain, such as Spanish in Arabic script and Arabic in Arabic
and in Latin script. 12 In this style of writing (4/jamiado) we find Qisas
al-Anbiya’, which might be a continuation of a Lata’if genre, and the
manuscript leads to these stories. Perhaps the Lata’if are intermediate
stages between the Qisas al-Anbiya’ and Aljamiado stories, even
though the evolution does not necessarily imply a direct connection. 13

The manuscript contains 20 pages, 25 rows on each page, and
17-20 words in each row. The writing is very dense, the rows fill the
width of the page, and occasionally they continue in the margins
around the text. The manuscript is extremely difficult to read. It is di-
vided into chapters like the London manuscript, but the further divi-
sion into subchapters is hardly followed. Except in a few places, the
header fas! (chapter) is missing from the equivalent place in the Lon-
don manuscript.

" Van Koningsveld claims that Abi 1-Qasim was the Imam of Santa Maria de
Huevra, near the city of Saragossa; see “Christian Arabic Literature from Medieval
Spain: an Attempt at Periodization”, in S. Khalil and J.S. Nilsen (eds.), Christian Arabic
Apologetics during the Abbdsid Period, Leiden, 1999, 86.

12" Later, all activities involving Islamic culture were banned, and the use of Arabic,
oral or written, was forbidden, along with singing Arabic songs, traditional dancing, etc.
See Harvey, L.P., Islamic Spain, Chicago, 1990, 2-5, 85, 336-337.

13" A good example is the texts collected by Corriente, similar to Qisas al-Anbiya’.
They are written in Spanish in Arabic script (which he replaced in his book with Latin
script) and include stories about Moses and David while all the rest are Muslims heroes
(‘Ali, Malik b. Dinar, and others). The text defines the stories as hadith (“al-hadiz” in the
language of the text). See Corriente, F. (ed.), Relatos pios y profanos del manuscrito
aljamiado de Urrea de Jalon, Zaragoza, 1990, prologue by M.J. Viguera.
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LATA'IF, PARAENETICA AND PROPHETS 171

The Junta manuscript is shorter than the London manuscript: it
generally omits the quotations from the Qur’an cited in the London
manuscript, or at least some of them. However, the Junta manuscript
consistently retains the phrases attached to the names of God (be
praised -ta ‘ald), of Muhammad (the prayer of God upon him and his
peace -salla Allahu ‘alayhi wa-sallama), of Abraham (rest in peace
-‘alayhi al-salam), etc. '*

2. The Paris manuscript

Manuscript number Arabe 1926 of the National Library in Paris
(hereinafter: the Paris A manuscript) is very similar to the other
two. '3 It contains 181 pages, 9 rows on each page, with 4-7 words per
row. The writing is very clear and neat, and unlike the other two
manuscripts it is fully voweled, both in the words and at their ends. It
is divided to chapters and subchapters like the London manuscript
and the Junta manuscript. At the bottom of each page the first word of
the next page is written. In size it is closer to the London manuscript,
but in proximity to proper Arabic (fusha) '° it is more like the Junta
manuscript. This manuscript leaves out some passages found in the
other two, but its chapters contain a few parts that do not appear in

14 This point is significant in examining the possibility that this manuscript was cop-
ied by Christians in Christian Spain, and the manner of the copying (probably in the 14"
century): the Muslim character of the manuscript was in a way censored, but enough
characteristics are preserved (formulas following names) to show that the copyist did
not intend to totally erase the Muslim character. Van Koningsveld deals with
Arab-Andalusian manuscripts in Christian Spain which were current among the three re-
ligions: “Andalusian Arabic Manuscripts from Christian Spain: A Comparative
Intracultural Approach”, /0S, XII (1992), 75-104); R. Boase, “The Morisco Expulsion
and Diaspora”, in D. Hook and B. Taylor (eds.), Cultures in Contact in Medieval Islam,
London, 1990, 9-28.

15 Vajda, G., Index General des manuscripts arabes musulmans de la Bibliothéque
Nationale de Paris, Paris, 1953, 563; Slane, W.M.G. baron of, Catalogue des manu-
scripts Arabes, Paris, 1883-1895, 345.

16" Al-Fusha: the normative correct pure language. On the development of the rules
of the normative language see Fuck, J.W., “‘Arabiyya”, EP, 1, 561-569. I use the lan-
guage as a tool to define the manuscripts and not as a goal in itself (a linguistic purpose).
Therefore, describing differences from the normative Arabic as “deviations” is not a
judgmental approach, as our goal is not linguistic, but a way to define manuscripts and
their mutual relations. On the linguistics see Blau, J., The Emergence and Linguistic
Background of Judeo-Arabic, London, 1965.
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them. Also, chapter 13 deals with Hikayat, whereas in the other two
manuscripts this chapter is dedicated to prayer. The last two chapters,
respectively on prayer and the names of God, do not appear in it.

Relations between the manuscripts: a comparison

The manuscripts’ texts sometimes deviate from proper grammar.
Some of the “mistakes” are quite common among copyists of fushd.
These are minor changes, often allowed by the grammarians (such as
a masculine verb before certain feminine nouns). However, the fact
that the neat handwriting goes together with the proper form, whereas
a sloppier manuscript contains variants (sometimes actual errors), tes-
tifies to carelessness in grammar.

A. The scope of the essay

The London manuscript is the longest and the most complete. The
Junta manuscript and the Paris A manuscript lack parts (not the same
in the two manuscripts) that are present in the London manuscript.
However, in both the latter manuscripts, especially Paris A, passages
appear that are absent from the London manuscript, but these addi-
tional parts are far fewer than the missing parts. Paris A has a few full
pages that do not appear in the other two manuscripts.

B. Technical differences

1. The handwriting of the London and the Paris manuscripts is
clear and highly legible. The rows are short and the spaces are wide.
The Junta manuscript is cursive and was probably written quickly. It
is dense and hard to read. The rows fill the entire width of the page
and at times the writing continues into the margin of the page, around
the text.

2. The Paris A manuscript is fully voweled, both in the words
and at their ends, usually with correct grammar and syntax. The Lon-
don manuscript has a few random vowel signs. The Junta manuscript
has almost none, except on a few words.

Al-Qantara (AQ) XXIX 1, enero-junio 2008, pp. 165-195 ISSN 0211-3589



LATA'IF, PARAENETICA AND PROPHETS 173

3. The London and Paris A manuscripts are properly divided
into chapters and subchapters, fusul; the header of each subchapter,
fasl, is written in bold. The Junta manuscript has no consistent divi-
sion into subchapters and the word fas/ is often omitted.

4. Only in a few cases is there a subchapter in the London manu-
script that does not appear in the Paris A manuscript, and vice versa.

In medieval manuscripts the beginning of a chapter may be indi-
cated by a new line + header + new line. However it was also custom-
ary to start a new chapter in the middle of the row, especially if the
header is painted red (“rubric”), thus saving paper (or papyrus or
parchment). This habit of the copyist of the Junta manuscript is there-
fore not surprising. The color, however, is not always seen well in the
photocopies of manuscripts. The London manuscript appears to have
its main headers painted gold. This too is a sign of the proximity of
the book to the “mirrors of kings” genre, to educational books, and to
the style of preaching (ethics), which tends to be delivered orally.
(Preaching in the streets, in mosques, and in royal circles was a com-
mon sight, attested by the written preaching of Ibn al-Jawzi and his
biography.)

5. Quotations from the Qur’an are longer in Paris A manuscript.
The London manuscript sometimes abbreviates with al-aya (etc.).
The Junta manuscript omits citations in more cases.

6. In the London and the Paris A manuscripts the usual phrases
are always added to the name of God (the praised ta ‘dla), of each
prophet (rest in peace ‘alayhi al-salam) and of Muhammad (the
prayer of God be upon him and his peace sallad Alldhu ‘alayhi
wa-sallama). The Junta manuscript often omits these formulas.

7. Various synonyms often appear in each of the manuscripts,
i.e., different verbs or nouns express a similar idea. This common fea-
ture usually does not occur in the copying of works of philology or
when religious adherence to the text is observed. Its presence in our
case shows that the educational book was popular and perhaps not
very strict as it was meant for simple readers, youngsters. Also, the
copyists who wished to impart moral values to the stories might have
lived in a population that no longer maintained proper Arabic. This
question must be left to linguists.
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C. Linguistic differences 7

1. The writing in the London manuscript is frequently flawed
and the vowels are almost consistently omitted. The writing in the
Junta and the Paris A manuscripts is almost always full, with strict at-
tention to the rules of proper language.

2. The writing of the hamza in the Junta manuscript is often mis-
taken or omitted altogether. The London manuscript is more accurate
in this matter, and the Paris A manuscript hardly ever deviates from
the proper hamza rules.

3. In the London manuscript alif magsiura is often replaced with
a silent alif, a feature apparent also in the other two manuscripts but
not as much. In the Junta and the Paris A manuscripts alif magsiira is
written almost everywhere as it should be according to the rules of
proper orthography (the so-called fusha, whose rules were assembled
by grammarians based on the authentic model of the Qur’an).

D. Differences in the law of forms

Certain deviations between manuscripts commonly arise with
copyists of fushd. These are minor errors, which are sometimes per-
mitted (e.g., a masculine verb before feminine forms of certain types).
However, the fact that in the meticulous manuscripts the correct lan-
guage form is present, whereas in a more careless manuscript variants
appear (sometimes as real errors), shows sloppiness or lack of atten-
tion to the linguistic aspect.

1. Substitutions of the masculine demonstrative pronoun by the
feminine, and the reverse, are common in the London manuscript and
the Junta manuscripts. Such substitutions do not exist in the Paris A
manuscript.

2. The use of the future tense is common in the London manu-
script even with past actions. In the Junta and the Paris A manuscripts
tenses are in strict agreement with the time of the event, except of rare
cases.

3. The London and the Junta manuscripts evince a mixture of
regular future tense and shortened future tense (majziim) forms, not

17 See tables in Annex A.
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necessarily according to the rules of Classical Arabic. The Paris A
manuscript adheres almost throughout to the rule.

4. The London manuscript has many instances of jumbled gen-
der, referring to the masculine as feminine and vice versa, as well as a
mixture of singular and plural. This feature appears in the Junta
manuscript too, but less. In the Paris A manuscript it is negligible.

5. The plural instead of the dual is common in the London and
the Junta manuscripts, and very rare in the Paris A manuscript.

6. Changes and deviations in the suffixes of the dual and plural
forms, unconnected to the syntax, appear in the London and the Junta
manuscripts, but hardly ever in the Paris A manuscript.

E. Differences in syntax

1. The London manuscript often uses the indefinite third person
singular masculine form of the verb, whereas the Junta manuscript is
more strict; the Paris A manuscript generally observes the rules re-
quired by the structure of the sentence.

2. Negation words are improperly used in a few cases in all three
manuscripts.

3. Question sentences without question words appear in all three
manuscripts, though less in the Paris A manuscript than in the other
two.

4. The London manuscript shows no strict observance of the in-
definite accusative form, whereas in the Junta manuscript it almost al-
ways keeps to the rule of syntax, often even when it is not needed. In
the Paris A manuscript there are no deviations from the rule in this
matter, and the form appears or is omitted accordingly.

5. The three manuscripts often use prepositions instead of the
accusative.

6. In the Junta manuscript many other features common in Mid-
dle Arabic can be found, such as deviations and alterations in the use
of the connecting particles wa and fa, the use of asyndetic locutions,
redundancy, errors in the Five Names, and more. In the London and
the Paris A manuscripts the traces of Middle Arabic are hardly
discernable, and the language maintains its purity and its lack of er-
rors or deviations from the rule.
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Parallel works

It is useful to refer to parallel compositions which may help to
prove that the Lata’if was a genre in itself.
Here are two examples of parallel works.

Example A (of the Lata’if type but with a different emphasis) is
Manuscript n.° 1924 of the National Library of Paris '8 titled Kitab
Lata’if al-Anbiya’ wa-fihi Qisas al-Anbiyd’. It contains 27 chapters
dealing with the prophets, but it is entirely different from the three
manuscripts mentioned above. The tendency of this author is more
historiographic than educational; it presents many commentaries and
controversies, even if it does not cite their speakers.

This manuscript, unlike the previous ones, addresses not the
Qur’an but the literature of the traditions (hadith) and historiography.
Therefore, many chains of traditionists (isndd) and many biographical
details are set forth, and only very few moral lessons. However, it
seems to belong to the same literary genre of Lata 'if which is meant
to educate, perhaps with a greater connection to adab as education
and less to moral talks (paraenetica or edifying literature) than the
other three manuscripts.

Here is a partial list of the chapter headings in this work:

Chapter A: the dynasty and age of Abraham (fi nasabihi
wa-mablagh ‘umrihi salla Alldhu ‘alayhi wa-sallama). The chapter
deals with Abraham’s age, a few calculations of the period of time
that elapsed between Adam and Abraham, the interpretation of the
name /dris, and some of his primary characteristics.

Chapter B: the birth of Abraham (fi mawlidihi salla Allahu ‘alayhi
wa-sallama). This chapter deals with the various versions of Abra-
ham’s birthplace.

Chapter C: Abraham’s leaving the cave and his arguments and
conflict with his people (fi khurijihi min al-sirb wa-muhajatihi
gawmahu). This chapter expands on his being thrown into the fur-
nace, his arguments with Nimrod, the story of the insect that killed
Nimrod, and the story of the Tower of Babel and the multiplicity of
languages.

18 Slane, Catalogue des manuscripts Arabes, 345.
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Chapter D: Abraham’s migration (fi hijratihi ‘alayhi al-salam).
This chapter deals with the versions of his journey to the Holy Land,
the story of Sarah, and Pharaoh and Abraham’s cattle.

Chapter E: The birth of Ishmael and his age (fi dhikr mawlid
Ismd‘il wa-mablagh ‘umrihi). The chapter tells of the birth of
Ishmael, his being preferred by Abraham over Isaac, the relations of
Sarah and Hagar, the expulsion of Hagar, the building of the Ka ‘ba,
and the story of the Binding, including the argument regarding the
identity of the sacrificed son.

Example B (of the Lata’if type) is a manuscript of the Vatican Li-
brary numbered Cod.Borg. Ar 164, and described in the catalogue of
Levi della Vida as an essay by one known as al-Muttawwi i
al-Naysaburi. 1Its title is Lata’if al-Albab wa-Il-tariq ila wali
al-Asbab. ' The work, described also by Van Koningsveld, is a mix-
ture of theological matters and stories of prophets, and its author is a
14t-century man. 2 From the content of folio 31b it is apparent that
the author summarized his remarks (observations?) from a source
called Lata’if al-Anbiya’ which was ascribed to (nusiba ila) ‘Aziz
al-Qadi. No other details about him are given in the catalogue, and
Brockelmann and his like disregard him. However, a comparison of
the text shows that it is not identical to our Latd’if al-Anbiyd’. As a
few examples we can mention:

Chapters 1-5 include prefaces about stories of the prophets, about
the Muslims, and about the Prophet Muhammad.

Chapter 6 contains stories of “the prophet Adam, may he rest in
peace” (min latd’if nabi Allah Adam ‘alayhi al-salam). The chapter
deals with the creation of man, and the attitude of the angels and Sa-
tan to his being created.

19 Levi della Vida, G., Elenco dei manuscriti Arabi Islamici della Biblioteca
Vaticana, Studi e Testi 67, Vatican, 1935, 263-264.

20" Van Koningsveld, “Andalusian Arabic Manuscripts”, 99. He states that the Borg.ar
164 manuscript was written by al-Muttawwai‘l, and Borg.ar 165 by al-Naysabiri - but
both names refer to the same person! Van Koningsveld may have been mistaken, and his
descriptions referring to Borg.ar 164 match the Borg.ar 165 manuscript, that is, Qisas
al-Anbiya’ written by al-Tarafi. See Khoury, R.G. (ed.), Les legendes prophétiques dans
UIslam depuis le ler jusqu’au Il siecle de I’'Hégire, d’aprés le manuscrit d’Abii Rifd‘a
‘Umadra b. Wathima, Kitab Bad’ al-Halq wa-Qisas al-Anbiya’, Wiesbaden, 1978, 34.
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Chapter 7 tells stories about Noah (min latda’if Nih alayhi
al-salam). The chapter gives different versions of commentaries on
the Qur’anic verses mentioning Noah.

Chapter 8 contains stories about Abraham (min lata’if Ibrahim
‘alayhi al-salam). Different versions of commentaries on the
Qur’anic verses mentioning Abraham are presented.

Chapter 9 gives stories about Ishmael (min lata’if Isma‘il).

According to this, it may have been customary to summarize
Latd’if al-Anbiya’ of this kind for purposes of preaching and educa-
tion more than for the purpose of entertaining the listeners, as is the
case with Qisas al-Anbiya’ collections.

What can we deduce from the foregoing about
the chains of the version?

1. One writer most probably did not copy the manuscript of an-
other; perhaps they all saw some older version, from which they all
copied. The differences in the versions presumably arose also due to
the liberty that writers allowed themselves with the written text, and
also due to errors of copyists or unintentional omissions.

The London manuscript and the Paris A manuscript are in my
opinion the closest to the older (or the oldest) version. At least judg-
ing by its length, I believe that the London manuscript, the longest,
was not copied from the Junta manuscript or the Paris A manuscript.

2. The London manuscript and the Paris A manuscript are writ-
ten in a manner that suggests their target readership: young men such
as sons of kings who have to learn from these stories. But of course
Specula Regis were meant also to educate rulers at the start of their
way or even later, namely the purpose of the original essay itself as
stated on the very first page. The Junta manuscript was probably cop-
ied for a different purpose, perhaps as a book for some scholar. It
therefore does not have a strict external form, it is densely written,
and not in large legible letters or in well defined rows.

3. The many features in the Junta manuscript typical of Middle
Arabic hardly exist in the Paris A manuscript, and even less in the
London manuscript. This might show us that the original manuscript
from which the three were copied did not deviate from Classical
Arabic. The tendencies of the copyist of the Junta manuscript and his

Al-Qantara (AQ) XXIX 1, enero-junio 2008, pp. 165-195 ISSN 0211-3589



LATA'IF, PARAENETICA AND PROPHETS 179

own language wrought changes in the spirit of the Middle Arabic lan-
guage. However, we must not reject the possibility that the London
manuscript, the longest of the three, is the source, and the copyists of
the Junta manuscript and the Paris A manuscript corrected the mis-
takes based on grammatical rules that were clear to them.

More likely is the gradual commission of slight deviations that
came naturally to the copyist (London and Paris manuscripts), and
more numerous and excessive deviations (resulting from the influ-
ence of the Middle Arabic) (Junta), resulting from a normative text.
Otherwise, the different “deviations” presumably came first, and the
copyists corrected to the language to proper fusha with varying de-
grees of success. Clearly the first option is the logical one; it may
serve to prove that the correct order is the one that places the Junta
manuscript at the end of the chain.

4. If we logically assume that the basis for some of the above
features, typical of Middle Arabic, was established by the author him-
self, especially regarding syntax matters, which usually suffer the
copyist's foibles less than spelling, we may conclude that the book
was written in common language which showed these features as
early as the 2n century after the hijra.

An idea as to the time of the literary work
and its author’s identity

The foregoing depicts a picture of a popular genre that developed
alongside the mawa ‘iz literature (preaching) and Qisas al-Anbiya’. 1t
consisted of inserting stories of the prophet into moral educational lit-
erature, and it was called Lata’if. Jewish motifs may have exerted an
influence on the shaping of the narrative and the deductive side.
These were textbooks, on the borders of the adab, which also means
education. Our manuscript is not really a book of ethics, as the lesson
of the stories in it is not clear. It is more a literary work, both educa-
tional and narrative, with elements of preaching. There is obviously
no pretension to cover all the Qisas but rather to present some of
them, and not only them (so what else?). If our work does indeed rep-
resent a stage in the development of the adab, we might be able to
date it to the 13" or 14%" century AD.
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However, the work seems to be earlier; its source perhaps to be
found in learning circles formed when the need to teach Islam to new
converts arose. Its core was quotations from the Qur’an and numer-
ous comparisons among the prophets. The many repetitions of stories
in the different chapters of the work may attest that they were first
told orally and written down only later, by the first writer, from his
memory and understanding. Therefore, when he had nothing more to
write about the chapter's central personality, at least according to the
title, he wrote about others.

Refuting Hermosilla Llisterri’s arguments as to the author’s
identity and the circumstances of the writing

Asin Palacios, who describes the manuscript, believes that Lata’if
al-Anbiya’ is another literary work whose author is the so-called
al-Imam al-Ustad Abii [I-Qasim. 2!

Hermosilla Llisterri describes the Junta manuscript in her article
in Al-Qantara as Andalusian in origin. 2> According to her, the author
of the work is a man named Abu al-Qasim. Like Asin Palacios, she
recognized two works in the manuscript, one entitled Lata’if
al-Anbiya’ which ends on page 26r, and the other Qisas al-Anbiya’,
which begins on page 27v. She claims that this work is parallel to one
entitled Bad’ al-khalg wa-Qisas al-Anbiya’ (“The beginning of cre-
ation and the prophets’ stories’’) which was published by Raif Khoury
of Heidelberg. 2 She pays very little attention to the first composi-
tion, which is our main concern, and concentrates on the second, in
what is indeed a profound and important study. Hermosilla maintains
that the fact that the composition Lata 'if al-Anbiya’, was, in her opin-
ion, written in a Morisco 24 handwriting is important, and the main
character in its development was the above mentioned Abt al-Qasim.
She thinks that the book by Ibn Wathima, Kitab bad’ al-khalg
wa-Qisas al-Anbiyd’, was probably given by Ibn al-Mufarrij (whom

2l Ribera y Asin, Manuscritos drabes y aljamiados, 229.

22 Hermosilla, M.J., “Una version inédita del Kitab bad’ al-jalq wa-Qisas al-Anbiya’
en el ms. LXIII de la Junta”, 4/-Qantara, 6 (1985), 43-78.

23 Khoury, Les Legendes prophétiques.

24 Hermosilla, “Una version inédita”, 43.
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she tries to identify) to Abiu al-Qasim. Regarding the first part of the
composition, which is parallel to our manuscript, she believes that
Abt al-Qasim was its writer and editor. Hermosilla apparently criti-
cizes Khoury, the editor of the second composition, for disregarding
the “Andalusian origin” of the work. But after comparing the differ-
ent versions of the first composition we can comment on her criti-
cism.

Discussion of the conclusions arising

The comparison between the London, the Junta, and the Paris A
manuscripts shows that the manuscript mentioned by Hermosilla is
only one of the versions. A comparison of the variants shows, I be-
lieve, that originally the manuscripts were prepared in the Mashrig
and they were copied in Spain. However, this cannot be verified.

Manuscripts that do not originate in Spain presumably exist, con-
sidering the way they are written (like the London and Paris manu-
scripts), which are closer to the assumed “origin” than the Junta
manuscript. As a result, three conclusions can be reached, with a de-
gree of criticism of the views of Hermosilla:

1. It is not necessarily an Andalusi literary work.

2. Judging by its character, the work belongs to a genre popular
throughout the Muslim world, similar to the “Mirrors of kings”,
preaching (Mawd ‘iz), compilations of moral stories, and wise prov-
erbs (hikam). Some writers produce edifying literature (Paraenetica)
of these types, such as advice for rulers and politicians, with wide line
spacing, so that the prince (or the ruler) with limited mastery of the
language will be able to read. This can be seen in both our mashrigi
manuscripts and shows that they are the source. Examples of “Mirrors
of kings” and manuscripts that are easy to read (calligraphically) are
found in different libraries such as those of Ottoman rulers. All the
data show that the mashrigi manuscripts (whose source is in the Mid-
dle Eastern Muslim countries) that are so attractive in form are the
source, and not the aljamiado-morisco manuscript (as defined by
Hermosilla), which seems slovenly to us. As can be seen by a com-
parison of the variants and from the tables in Annex A, there are more
errors and omissions in the Spanish text than in the other two. This
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still does not necessarily imply that one of the mashrigi versions is
the source and the Spanish manuscript is a direct or indirect copy, but
we can state that the mashrigi manuscript is closer to the source and
generally reflects it; the Spanish manuscript is a “faulty” diversion. It
is hard to imagine that the mashrigi manuscripts of the work (of
which Hermosilla was not aware) are copies. The version with more
mistakes and poor handwriting is most probably the copy.

3. Abu al-Qasim was perhaps just a copyist who “connected”
two works: ours and a very old one of Ibn Wathima, as shown by Raif
Khoury. Hermosilla Llisterri’s recognition of the Imam al-Ustadh
Abi al-Qasim as the writer of Kitab Lata’if al-Anbiya’ wa-fihi Qisas
al-Anbiya’ is thus not convincing. Even if we replace “writer” by “ed-
itor” it is still hardly convincing, in light of the comparison with the
mashrigi manuscripts. Van Koningsveld is probably correct that this
person should be identified as an Imam in a mosque, and nothing
more.

Hermosilla could not overturn any of Khoury’s findings in his re-
search on another literary work (namely that only the Junta manu-
script is connected to our literary work). It is unfortunate that Khoury
did not see, from Asin Palacios’ old catalogue, that there is a parallel
manuscript (with certain /acunae) in Madrid. Still, this in no way di-
minishes the quality of his research.

Who may the author be? It could certainly be a man of the Eastern
Muslim world whose essay ended up in the Iberian peninsula, be it di-
rectly or via North Africa. The two essays are unconnected in the
sense of the character of the work.

To sum up

Despite the unsystematic and selective nature of our compiler,
many of his snippets of information can be combined with other ma-
terial from contemporary adab, Qisas al-Anbiyd’, tafsir, and history
books to give a picture of education in his day. His work may be use-
ful for various classes and professions, from people concerned with
educating their children to those simply wishing to add a veneer of
Qisas al-Anbiya’ to their own knowledge. It may be a non-Arab ruler
whose language of instruction was Arabic. As this collection includes
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stories about righteous men we may assume that it is a didactic book:
for example, Anushirwan, who is mentioned in one of the chapters,
was not a prophet but a descendant of the Persians, so perhaps the au-
thor wished to show that these were morally upright rulers. Or possi-
bly he inserted Anushirwan, unconnected to the anecdotes before and
after, simply to fill out his sparse material.

The writer could have been a preacher or simply a compiler who
wished to give his own title to a book, and as Qisas al-Anbiya’ was al-
ready in use he chose a title that would also hint that it was a lesser
compilation.

Be that as it may, the compiler has left us an interesting book and
has added another dimension to the study of education in general and
Qisas al-Anbiyd’ in particular as part of the important knowledge for
the educated man.

Annex A: Examples of the manuscripts’ deviations

Textual differences

London ms. Madrid ms. Paris ms.
Oihiadl  aiy iy uatl Omitted Same as in London ms.
ol ey gl Amaay

[3a] call oo (N Sl el

Oe ) Y L Al idiad Omitted Omitted

[20 rows in folio 9a-10b]
127b - a full page Omitted Omitted
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Differences in Qur’an quotations

48 dy (e L Jeail 26 Omitted b e led dradl 216
[3b] Y sciadll iy s ondy oeladll iy

[3a] &l Luadi g aany

JETA O I I T Omitted TR+ IR
Culall sl e (e CudlaYl il e e
[52a] [45a] Y

QY LSS ke aal ) Omitted WS e wl o, 4
[54a) [46a] &) el uadll

Inserting interpretations in the quotations

O oS ekl Gl eV

Lol (e o8I ekl il oY 8

PRSI R I TN

VIS S PR M 1 o sl (<t o J gl ol
[51b]
JENUR I ETRC R Omitted Omitted

G )

[73a] pa )t il g (g dnn

Lexical differences

[3a] eii S g e

[1a] st JS ¢ Siae

[2a)e s IS ga

[30] ST Gm g

[la] 3_L3Y) Ga gl sl

[2b] $ 45 e o

[25b] 4mba ik Y1

[6a] 4ala O s

[17a] 4mba 3 W1

[30b] 4icls @by clxiul fld

[ 6a] 4iele el culaial ol

[22a] iels ol claaud o

[31b] L sl [6a] 3,5 aubial [23b] L aslial
[39a] psamall aalll [6b] s samuall oLl [32b]  asamall aall
[40b]1 sa_sion [7a] Ls sl [34a] g
[91b] <l [13b] sy [96b] <yl
[93b] Jall & s [13b]  _lall J& sl [99b] Ll & s
[95a] & yia &d [15a] da s plel [102a] A jie ad
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Annex B: Chapter 4, Abraham

This chapter is edited according to the London manuscript, with
point-by-point comparisons with the Junta and Paris manuscripts
given only in the footnotes where . signifies the Madrid (Junta) ms.
and o the Paris ms. I have not corrected the mistakes, and the version
suggested here does not select or conflate.

Al Adle ad ) Al Ciillal A 5 M1 Juardl)
A olaild o g8y gl o 51 11 M8 ) Y [fol.27a] 4esd s OIS L 126 a4l 8 [fol.26b)
AL Y dead Cun 0S Al lalaae Sa ) OIS Pan ) o) aled AW 20 U e
e 32 o e ddl ale am oyl o Qs 3TN ) a0 Al B caad el 1 s 30 Al
phde dudl Hsead lawal 4le Jiy Yy s 4 ) Play ¥ Al 5 gay daad
RS 5 ARSI 30 ga g 4l ) 53S0 0 e 5y r i My 1 3l G S8 5al) ) gy
& ais) O BB OB ol Y S s e s Geedl) (e Al 053300 Lo Vise Ce agl

Ll . 87

a3 PO 26

24 (29) Z5Siall 5 550 27

ROV P ISPG ELTE PL NP T
ol e pa il 1o 3P

Aaalig 4%

78-76 ,(6) a1 5y 303!

e e i 82

FONSL IR ETINE D N R

8 5l 3 ) gacmy ddad 1 B agd BB sl 1p 3
O T b

Jphsli a 36

e Y

76 ,(6) pa1 5538
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ol Ol ) (8 sl gl A (I 5 I o a4l 58 1S 5 3% s £ 27b] 15 g 8
dalas MRty daalay Al Prciad g oal U2 ) QB L @l 4 Ay 40 nalldl
G e el e e elh B ndl e pealy L B G A JE 4K
alad " B e b POl 13 i e splial) e S e |8 Gl 40 i
Py ale ey Jad A 568 2 3l IS ) 1 a3 iy | 5IS ) b glLuli 138 b S
T CTRARTY SNIPP  LEPPWI PPN TS EON ) P PR PO P A
el saall 380 Bl adle 4l MaS Al JB el 3l lal) S5 aileall rdffo].28a]
ha il GE e Qe Ll glal) 05 Sy 05k Y 0l SO oidalal) e e el
Ao yal Bl aa IS 5 agills o )ABY) e aa i jeal g 4 8130 3 Cad () 3al) Al g dale 4l

R S L K EES R

258 ,(2) 8 A5 5

LAY Ll ol i o gdaa e A Y

Sgail i 49

259 ,(2) 5 g 3

SV A

TS O b

e i 46

258 ,(2) 5 5 yu 7

S e 1 3

(cdad i o 39

62 ,(21) b1 5y 3 i 31388 1510 130 clad il i 350
63-62 ,(21) ¢l 555!

sk |58 o 1 3 2

Mg O i e Cigae o 1y ey Gl Jad g3l s AP
29 ,(24) Co5Siall 5 g 0 n g a4

M35 ia Gy ) iy (53K 4 13S8 9

199 ,(7) e 5 55 %
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% b Mo ym gh oL 5l 5 4D | gransy ol Gam (ol Lay a2l Gle s L
Oy el (e piall gl o LS dana by il juals U e dl sladl s @l e
DRG0 E i oY 13 il JB Lail ey JEs JRE)) [fol.28b]13e Sl
O o Oa o gipn ol o LI 1) M8 gl dn B ) yadd (lad bl g A sl Files By el
L aal 5 Mo g of o LI AL E (50 g palll B Lal | guimy gl S 138 pgie Jomn
A8 O O e A el (s ol B a3 A E W 555 W) Al Jelils O Asa) (g
laal )5k Al ol adde ) | il g 30 5IS Cpll5 0 el alala 10 02 18 a5
Sl 1 5led 1 S8 agdD) (Juiy ) guny Wali[fol.29a] U8 (e pbalaal BJie (g oLl
Al I Ui 0" 1 a4l Sellily el 13a ) gl 5 sl elas¥) J8 15530
N god s ade Al o il OV A1 03 Jg 30 8 )y MUY Leia W1 Al
o Ol ae ey Ao A iy slee aDe SSclad |yl e adaaal JB Bl
8 e e Lo daalia N ) de e 138 oLall 7 g die Lo 3l ) 4dal 330 J 5Ll
G Laay a1 o0£01.29b] s 4nbia B by o) G I8 die & )
ade A Lo ) Jpuy ) yee pany Wld JAL Lgie aalia Al s Falalall aalinie Al
A Jguy load 708530 1S 8 438 silid) 13 J1 o 3 30 1A Jmy b B ol

N Gl aladl e Gl e it gtaa o 3

The writer inserts here fragments of verses from the Qur’an in his words *
small iy (Saa lea STy Laede ST eled] o) Jaillyy ades 1 40
Sl G Pl aml Jll g 1o Gl e 3

91 ,(2) 55l 55 5m

gueall il gy 080 46

A 4

8,(63) sl 55 5m ¢

e 4%

i die o 67

EPSCTOE L

ol alall c o (39

31 Aaadle s ylaily 15138 ;_..370
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2 oo Js8 T Baai AV ol s il J38 S 4l 8Ll alu g dile & s
Al ) pm ) agil de g oo Al 58l Aagd (50 20 1aa Ll QB Lail g dde

Iy agie LAY ol aSal) b olld ) 5l agilka
A BN Qs ey W JE 4 e o) e s L Al 238 [f0].30a] il (e
Masels oy laind O 1 b oodlad il Ji UL Gllls 168 ag an oY sa ASAL) CllE
S Y Aala Jidiy ol sagamey JB 6 - el L) 10l Saals @l ca) QU J) s Poslad
saay bl 3 JaW) o 136 30l Jal (e AR e Aunally AL 3 700 55
Al JB S8 Qs pliag aal) Y Fangall 8 77 0a G Y B Ay Y iR Al B
o diala @ Y 2md) e [fol 30b] o My s ddde (N o (oan - el Ll
Al Vg ) gy ply oo 13 aaad) () 555 285 Aunsaall e elniu¥) jekay Yy Gl slal)
B Al Al JE s ) o 08 L Ny e cuiaid e 4l s ) O Aala
A ) L Jleidd) B0kl W Ll g Sl i) abud 70 M epallal) o) cualuad®
(el dse cadie 8 e Lule i 10y e b oW Shals ell) Al QU ) Blocls
lie e e gl Al il W e el i Hlal) e sy JUEIE aald cculid L

,ASIA EIN I ,dg),\_; L e gadl (i 28 43S agle ) giaal) ?:‘L“S e C_m\ r“:‘ .[fol.31a]

i 47
oS s 472
Gisped”
RSEPT - ST PRORE R
LR

sl s 3 Ulali 1S 0 376
L0al GSIY JB gl icigine p b Ll i 3 77
e o b iy plina o 47
131 ,(2) 5l 5 ,5m 7

A e 450

ola o 38

O s P
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selall 8 3 U g i e ) Candy W WA G B0 s Al (6 il oLl
85 masal sl e Wl g la S 1L L el

pardl) Cpaia gl (e (5 s A o s algll | A e Alley A gl ) llss
138 s all Yl gl Gals Alle 8 381 ) dudi 3 i BTaglial 138 86 Mgl gl
S [fol.31b] 4l Y 4ga s abuy e B0 IS sgall iy aad) Lo s 4ilSE g 5a
AN M s

L cAdan 5 s Leo) e elall U U 4Ky b U e 8 L QR (O Lgia g Juad
pade S8y Ldae al g i Yy laalal JSBY M ) e Wby by (S0
13 Aiadl g daall 5 W QU g5y slae 43S 5 ad A el 5 G0 8131 el SIS 5 LDl
Ay 8 des N il P23y an3 1ile Ll M ume cy B T Al il sae (e PO 8 0l S
O cu A 4 daa fol.32a] O AlS A de alae awll O S R el e
4 1) 5 oSl AL 24l g8 Lgia 5 P 0 prianll

aA agars 13 @l glall Bale (e sl sall Sanl (50 L QA Apaus 8 AaSall Le i b Juaid
Calla 135 e 8 aglibag g edl g s Ay ellall oS e 1 ASla s 8ol ) Bdian

rlad Al gl aal Clame ) S dil g aaly e Al o)) B8y Adde za s Polile 5 cllal)

L d‘j;:agim

A Gy i g o B iy S e A

69 ,(21) ebsii1 5 p0 8

11 ,(9) Al 5y 86

Lol dilial 136 Diall agd Ol i (355 e 4ilial :?&87
Oyt il JE Gl s 5 88

112,(2) 55550 %

e el S A S o G L i Al S e 40
61,(11) 35 555u %

D B 3 2

65 ,(7) SleY s, 5m %

78 ,(22) gl g™
Cigiaa i dearyip b P

oo gia 3%
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(s LAJ“, 98"'&‘5 L’gﬁl ?:\A\_)..I\"" ’41"3} ?:’A)"‘ 13} e ).\;\J 97."d}§j Q) ‘aJ\ L;‘AQJ"

i flad ) JB ool Jlaae e [fol 32b] Asiall (o83 Vi oalal) Pasei Y ia U s

AT ISSTESSITSS D TY
il alatl | alal) @gal ) 1 als 107 0V DU (i il syl (¥ W) 10l il e e g
Al Gl die g 5 Lae Cua pal OY Gl die 3l agde 193000 4 Jale Loy elldlay Y
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