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KLAUS SCHWARZ VERLAG - FREIBURG IM BREISGAU

Agypten und Syrien zwischen 1317 und 1341
in der Chronik des Mufaddal b. Abi -Fada’il

von
Samira Kortantamer

KLAUS SCHWARZ VERLAG - FREIBURG IM BREISGAU

1973

e?wéhnt: daB die benutzte Handschrift, anscheinend das Au-
tograph, zahlreiche Besonderheiten aufweist, die sowohl
fiir die Zeit als auch filir den Autor charakteristisch sind.
Sie ist daher auch ein wertvolles spraéhliches Dokument.
Mit der ErschlieBung des SchluBstiicks von Mufaddals "an-
Nahg as-sadid" soll fiir die Erforschung der mamlukischen
Geschichte sowie filir die arabische Historiographie neues
Material geliefert werden.

I. Mufaddal b. AbI 1i-Fadz’il

Uber das Ieben des Koptenl Mufaddal b. AbI 1-Fadd’il ist

uns nur sehr weniges bekannt. Weder Geburts— noch Todesdatum
sind uns ilberliefert worden. Blochet vertritt die folgende
Aunffassung: Da Mufaddals Tod weder bel al-MagrIzI, in "Kitab
as-Sulfk li-marifat duwal al-mulfk", noch bei Ibn Tagribir-
dx, in ”an—Nuéﬁm az-zahira" und "al-Manhal ag-gif1", in den
Jahren 759/1358 bis 783/13%82 Eingang gefunden hat und er,

als er 759/1358 seine Chronik beendete, vermutlich nicht
mehr jung gewesen ist, denn sonst hitte er sie weiltergefiihrt,
ist es augenscheinlich, daB seine sterblichen Uberreste im
Jahre 78%/1382 schon in einem von Kairos Friedhtfen geruht
haben2. Nau, der davon ausgeht, daf die Handschrift kein Au-~
tograph sei, glaubt, daB man Mufaddals Tod auf die Zelt zwi-
schen 742/1%42 und 750/1350 setzen muB”’, Das einzige Datum,
das wir kennen, steht im Kolophon seines Werkes4:
759/1358 hat er seine Chronik beendetB, Leider kann man dem

Im Jahre

1) ?beﬁ Mufaddals Konfession vgl. Blochet, Histoire, S. [13]-
191.

2) Siehe Blochet, Histoire, S. [9] Anm, 1.

3) Siehe Nau, "Sur al-Makin et Ibn Abi-1-Pazall', Revue de
1'Orient Chrétien 26 (1927/8), S. 210-211.

4) Hs Paris Ar. 4525, fol, 270b.

5) Uber die Prage, ob die Handschrift ein Autograph darstellt
oder nicht, siehe ausfiihrlich unten S. 13-15. Das im Kolo-
phon verzeichnete Jahr, némlich 759/1358, wird manchmal

versehentlich als Mufaddals Todesdatum angegeben, siehe z.B.

Schiafer, Beitrdge, S. 9; Kahhala, Mugam al-mu’allifin,
XII, 5. 315.

Werk sonst keine biographischen Hinweise iiber den Autor ent-
nehmen. Ebenso sucht man in den einschligigen biographischen
und historischen Werken, wie etwa asgs-Safadl, al-MagrIzI und
Ibn Tagribirdi, vergeblich nach Auskiinften ilber ihnl. Auch
in Tbn Hagar a]_éAsqalénis "ad-Durar al-kamina fI a‘yan al-
mi’a at-tAmina" wird er nicht aufgefihrt.

Durch einen unerwarteten Zufall kennen wir aber vier Mit-
glieder der Pamilie von Mufaddal b. AbI 1-Fagg’il, die drei
verschiedenen aufeinander folgenden Generationen angehbren2
Seinen Vater, Abu 1—Fad§’il b. AbI l—Muféddal ag-5afI, der
eine, offenbar nicht erhaltene Abhandlung mit dem Namen
"Firdaus" geschrieben hat, welche eine Sammlung erbaulicher
Geschichten enthéltB; seinen Onkel, Girgis (Georg) b. AbI
1-Mufaddal b. AmIn al-Mulk, der im Jahre 754/135% eine Kopie
des Pentateuch "Hamsat asfir at-taurat al-mugaddasa al-
munzala €218 Misd an-nabi" angefertigt hat4; den Priester
Abl 1-Mufaddal, den Vater von Abu 1-Fadd’il as—Safi und von
Girgis; AmTn al-Mulk, den Vater von Abll l—Mufaddalb.

1) Wir stiibzen uns hierbei auf die Angaben bei Blochet, Hi-
stoire, 5. [8]-[11], der ag-Safadis "al-WafI bil-wafaydi",
al-Magqrizis "Kitd&b as-Sulllk li-ma‘rifat duwal al-mulGk"
und Ibn TagribirdIs "an-Nugim az-zEhira" und "al-Manhal
ag-gEfI" daraufhin untersucht hat.

?2) Die folgenden Angaben entnehmen wir Blochet, Histoire, 5.
[1171-[127.

3) Dieses Werk wird als die Hauptgquelle einer heiligen Mon-
chen gewidmeten Sammlung von Anekdoten und erbaulichen
Erzdhlungen, deren Verfasser unbekannt ist, angegeben.

4) Birgis, der Sohn des Priesters Abfi 1-Mufaddal b, Amin al-
Mulk, der wahrscheinlich gur Geistlichkeit gehdrte,
scheint ein Gelehrter gewesen zu sein. Er kannte die
griechische, hebrdische, koptische und arabische Sprache;
vgl., ausfithriich dariiber Blochet, Histoire, S. [11] Anm.
23 Graf, Geschichte, I, 5. 131.

5) Der Priester AbH 1-Mufaddal und Amin al-Mulk sind uns nur
durch den Kolophon des Pentateuchs bekannt. Wie es bereits
sein Titel andeutet, bekleidete AmIn al-Mulk wahrschein-
lich ein Amt in der Finanzverwaltung Agyptens.
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ANNALISTIC SOURCES

sources used b i

the at )]fvt;;m,toni of WhIC}'l was al-Gazari, It might not be unfair, in fact, to characteri

from Zubdet aig i,a t; arab whllch we have studied as a combination of mat'en'als bo ; enz;

harcterimi o cc:ilr Setﬁe iynax;?gurces with relatively little original information IS::)C‘;;ea.

eeds qualification, for an-Nuwairi i :

ments e ) qu , f¢ wairi does modify and i -

Colden ok );tiilsba’i‘shj al-Mans_;ur? z.md omits information on such area? as th:xgﬁi}"s}ft::fd

oo oo most.ViVi ds1 ;a]r:im mél;ngnesﬂs tto add and subtract from other authors we have

] -INuwalrl’s treatment of the Ib: imi; ir, i i

not onl s y of the Ibn Taimiya aff;

g Znnaiaiztciispzzzten Isources against oral but also makes an innow';t}i,on ofagzrirslll;h::i:c}:l l’lce

1 T. In sum, we can see at times in an Nuwairi i e
-Nuwairi 2 glimmer of independence

of the topical as o i
Pposed to chronological treat
repente 1) § 0 logica ment and concludes that “An-Nuwajr
thgn e 1;;?;1111} :;St 'l,rllag:furate, transmits his sources inexactly, and is decidedl 7rlle:ui‘rz:0m 01:-6“
repetition, sepaas .trea:;ziet Chfaiies,ngsﬂonly one that can be verified from our an:i;:isl ‘:
5 Sep of the ) iiks and M. Is di sult i i
it ) ¢ ongols did result i
§ear5 Ot}]’] :et;:;btlﬁ in an encyclopedia. Otherwise, ASHTOR must have baslgds}?i?e}uguphcanon‘
Serions complaint ese hfere analyzed.' Another scholar - GusTav WEIL — lodges zm izn o
s Bt oo es,P :(i(;l;]?rltg}l ;H—Nﬁiwﬁlﬁ fc;f being unreliable for events which occurrec; Iivlixtll?ir;
T € which reflected u the gl i

a3 pon the glory of th 2
is :;f;];fli?ents stands the favorable one of E. Brocugr: 1‘?'I‘he c}i-jxljx}ct;no} lz;lt]\?gam‘ff et
gandy or it ba?i;:tgeis?sre to refail }; its author did not try to dazzle his readers ;n:;xv:i;lance

¢ T : one or the models of the Muslim histor ,
ity ot uslim historical genre f isi
chron)ides (s)fw;l};;novyri that for ’Ehe first Mamlitk sultans, it served as iherZa:;spfr: CltS;lonl e
Tangage ot e 2;:1nz1 and ‘Abu 1-Mahasin’’s, Although BLOCHET was referrin, . ’f‘d Y
as Welf NeVerth}; 12’5 . e :va; obviously implying some judgment as to an-Nuwairi as irﬁ?st ” ot
confidence of e » 1t should be remembered that an-Nuwairi does not enjoy the O?an
of which o s o e;glios;l;?l:;s but tthat a great deal of work remains to be doney» not (t:g?fe:g

ich € vast encyclopedia in whi is hi i

contribution to Muslim historiography cin b{; juggl:d“ Hieh Bishistory s embedded - before his

5. Mufaddal ibn ab; I-Fada'il

If an-Nuwairi i istori
s an.Na]:; ;i?:;;db; t;u;ted asa hfstorlan, what can be said of Mufaddal ibn abi 1-Fada’il
o Brooua & e ta ~diry le~famd fi ma ba'd Larih Ibn al-* Amid represents — accor‘din ’
fairmess to Mategra o Shou;dn{))thmg but a careless abridgement of Nihayat al-arab?s In algl
calid bem,g s : ehpomt‘ed out that BLOCHET’S pronouncements are n<;t always
Clearly and preo W;Sast gse fave just seen, by stylistic considerations: an-Nuwairi wro}t,e
comeonenti W;S,a o ,h " te::i :;e;uizgd historian, M uf.acjdal wrote awkwardly and crudely;
possibly have excelled as a historian' because:a—l:zriazc;og:;tg ?n?lfoc}éi;’thliifsagdal COUI? no;
s ver mastere

! Studies, p. 15.
. . N
; gis;i::/xte ées Abbasiden Chalifats in Egypten, I 269, note 1
ET, E., (ed. istoire d e . ‘
orientate e Gor 3(;11 i?ldvtri:n;;.),lestou; des sultans mamlouks by Mufaddal ibn abg 1-Faga'il (Patrologi
- XII, 3 » A, 1919-28), p. 10, note 2. All page cita‘io’n' | oluae
3 tians refer to the compiled one-volu
- me

edition of this work, these
4 ] " S
e ; ?bi%e n;;nl;e_x;soappearmg in brackets both in this single volume and in the original

Donald Presgrave Little, An Introduction to Mamlik

Historiography, pp.91-9% , Wiesbaden 1970.
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Arabic!! If such indeed were the case one cannot help wondering why BLOCHET should have
wasted so much energy on editing an unrewarding history, especially when the model for it
which he so greatly admired was also unedited. Be that as it may, an-Nah{ as-sadid is interesting
for present purposes since its author, as a Copt, affords — potentially at least — yet another
approach to events already narrated by Muslims of varied qualifications and backgrounds.
Unfortunately, it is Mufaddal’s fate to be labelled as the Copt, for other than the fact of his
religion few facts are known. Ignored by historians and biographers alike, too insignificant a
personage, apparently, to figure even in his own narrative, he is the first author so far studied
not even remotely involved - to our knowledge — in the events which he described. In fact, if
we can take a marginal note to an-Nah§ as-sadid seriously, he wrote the history for his own use,
not for general consumption, in order to fix in his mind those events which he had witnessed or
heard of and which had occurred after the end of the Copt Ibn al-"Amid’s history®. Completed
in 750/1357-58, an-Nahg as-sadid begins with the accession of Baibars I, al-Malik az-Zahir, in
658/1259—-60 and ends with the death of al-Malik an-Nasir in 741/1341, a part of which, up to
717/1317-18 has been edited and translated into French by BLOCHETS.

Table 14
694/1294-95

Sultans

1. Royal Mamliik uprising (419—21)

2. Death of patriarch Theodosius (422)
3. Accession of Kitbuga (422-23)

It should be noted in the beginning that Mufaddal did not consistently arrange his narrative
strictly as an annal, that is, with yearly chronological divisions and headings; but he did follow
in the main a rough chronological sequence, justifying our inclusion of the last two items in the
table for this year. To the arrival of the Oirats he assigns no date whatever, and for the incidence
of high prices he merely states, correctly, that the inflation occurred and lasted during both
604/1204—95 and 695/1295-96. Obviously, then, events which took place around the end of
694 and the beginning of 695 he allowed to run together in his narrative. Although from one
point of view such a practice might indicate carelessness and result in some confusion, from
another standpoint it reflects a deliberate deviation from a rigid form, further evidence of
which we shall see elsewhere.

As authority for the Mamlik uprising Mufaddal cites Baibars al-Mansiiri, but it is certain
that neither of that author’s works served as the sole source for this incident, for Mufaddal
presents information not recorded by Baibars al-Mansiir], namely, a numerical estimate of
the Mamiiiks involved in the insurrection®, And since this bit of information is also lacking in

Nihayat al-arab, the alleged master source for an-Nahg as-sadid, it is obvious that Mufaddal
used still another source. Obvious too that Mufaddal relied on his own judgment in organizing
his account, by far the most coherent studied so far. Coherence he achieves simply by culling
the significant facts of the episodes, combining them with what led to and resulted from the
event, and stating all in terse, concrete detajl. Such seems to us a routine procedure and yet

4. Kitbuga’s appointees (423-24)
5. Arrival of Oirats (424—25)
6. Famine and high prices (427-28)

1 Ibid., p. 18. 2 1bid, p. 3.
* The complete text of this work, covering the years 658-741/1259-1340-41, exists in manuscript: Biblio-

théque Nationale Arabic MS, 4525, hereafter referred to as Nak§ MS. The portion edited by BLocHET, from
the beginning through 716/1316-17, is hereafter referred to as Sulfans. 4 Sultans, pp. 417-20.



Samira Kortantamer, degypten und Syrien zwischen 1317 und 1341 in der Chronik des
Mufaddal b. Abi I-Fada’il, Freiburg im Breisgau 1973, s. 2-11.

Terciime: Hilal Gorgiin

(Sayfa 2) Mufaddal b. Ebi’l-Fedail

Kipti Mufaddal b. Ebi’l-Fedail’in hayat: hakkinda ¢ok az sey bilinmektedir. Dogum ve
6lim tarihleri bize ulasmamustir. Blochet asagidaki fikirleri savunmaktadir: Mufaddal’in
6limii ne Makrizi’nin Kitabu's-Siilitk’unda ne de Ibn Tagribirdi’nin en-Niicumu z-zahire ve
el-Menhelii’s-safi adli eserlerinde’ 759/1358-783/1382 arasinda zikredilmemistir. Mufaddal
759/1358de tarihini bitirdiginde muhtemelen geng degildi, zira aksi takdirde devam ederdi.
Goriintise gore cesedinden kalanlar 783/1382°de Kahire’nin mezarhklarinda bulunuyordu®.
Yazmanin miiellif niishasi olmadigina inanan Nau’a gore Mufaddal’in 6liim tarihi 742/1342-
750/1350 arasinda olmalidir®. Bildigimiz tek tarih eserinin arkasindadir*: 759/1358°de tarihini
bitirdi®. (Sayfa 3) Ne yazik ki eserden yazari hakkinda bagska bir bilgi edinemiyoruz. Aym
sekilde Safedi, Makrizi ve Ibn Tagribirdi gibi tabakat ve tarih kitaplarinda da onun hakkinda
bilgi yoktur®. Ibn Hacer el-Askalani’nin ed-Diirer’inde de ad1 gegmez.

Beklenmedik bir tesadiifle Mufaddal b. Ebi’l-Fedail’in ailesinden dort kisiyi tantyoruz
ki bunlar ard arda gelen ii¢ nesle aittirler’: Babasi Ebu’l-Fedail b. Ebi’l-Mufaddal es-Safi, ki
bu halihazirda mevcut olmayan Firdevs baglikli bir eser yazmistir. Bu eser bazi dini hikayeleri
icermektedir®. Wsk. Circis (Georg) b. Ebi’l-Mufaddal b. Eminii’l-Miilk, ki bu da

(21}
754/1353’te Hamsetii esfar et-Tevrat el-mukaddese el-miinzele ala Musa en-nebi’yi istinsah

' Mufaddal’in dini hakkinda krs. Blochet, Histoire, s. 13-19

2 Bk. Blochet, Histoire, s. 9, dipnot 1.

* Bk.Nau, Sur al Makin, 210-211

* Paris el yazmas, Ar. 4525, vr. 270b.

> Bu yazmanm miiellif niishast olup olmadigi hakkindaki tartigmalar i¢in agagiya bakmiz. Eserin
sonunda verilen 759/1358 tarihi bazen yanlishkla Mufaddal’m &ltim yili olarak verilmektedir. Mesela bk.
Schaefer, Beitraege, s. 9; Kehhale, Mu’cem, XII, s. 315.

® Bu konuda Blochet, Histoire, s. 8-11°deki bilgileri esas aliyoruz. O burada Safedi’nin el-Vafi’sini,
Makrizi’nin  Kitabu’s-siiluk’unu  ve Ibn Tagribirdi’nin en-Nicumu’z-zahire ve el-Menhelii’s-safi’sini
incelemistir.

7 Asagidaki bilgileri blochet, Histoire, s. 11-12’den aliyoruz.

® Bu eser bir din adamma ithaf edilen bazi anekdotlar ve dini hikayeleri ihtiva eden yazar belirsiz bir

kitabin ana kaynag1 olarak gecer.
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hy implication, according to_ the terminology of
Western grammar,

Stbawayhi distinguishes between two types of
implicit words: those of which the manifestation
(1zhar) is utilised (mmusia“mal) and those of which the
manifestation is laid aside (matriik).

The implicit word can be a verb or a particle, the
existence of which, implied in the conversation,
justifies the rection observed in the governed word.

Bz’bliogra[zhy Sibawayhi, al-Kitéh, ed. Deren-
bourg, 1, 329-50; Mubarrad, K. al-Muktadab, ed.

‘Udayma 1, 186 Ibn al- SanagJ, K. al-Usial fi -

nahw, ed. al—FatH, 1, 115-26; Ibn YaSish, Shark al-

Mufassal, ed. Cairo, iii, 84-125; G. Troupeau,

Lexique-index du Kitab de Sibawayhi, Paris 1976, 132.

(G. TrourEaU)

MUDROS [see MONDROS].

ﬂ&f&w{ UEZZIN [see MU ADHDH:N}
- ’%{L-MUFADDAL B. ABI ’L-FADA’IL, COpth

historian who lived in the 8th/14th century. His only
known work, al-Nahd; al-sadid wa ’l-durr al-farid fimd
ba'd Ta’rikh Ibn al-“Amid, is an account of the Bahri
Mamlik period from 658/1260 until 741/134@}.@

Nothing more is known about al-Mufaddal’s life
than his Coptic confession and the year in which he
completed his Nahdj, 759/1358. A passage in Ghizi al-
Wasitl's Radd ‘ald Ahl al-Dhimma wa-man tabiahum (ed.
and tr. R. Gottheil, in J40S [1921], 338-457), in
which a certain Abu ’I-Fada’il figures as the nephew
(ibn ukht) of the Coptic historian al-Makin b. al-‘Amid
{g.v.], has led modern scholars to affirm that al-
Mufaddal was the great-nephew of his more famous
predecessor, whose world history al-Madima® al-
mubdrak he sought to continue.

In his Nahdj, a necrological chronicle with a
basically annalistic structure, al-Mufaddal concen-
trates on political history in Egypt and Syria, but also
sheds some light on events in other parts of the
Muslim world, particularly those pertaining to the
Mongol empire in Persia.

The intricate problem of al-Mufaddal’s sources has
been studied mainly by D.P. Litle, U. ‘Haarmann
and S. Kortantamer in the framework of Mamlik
historiography and cannot be dealt with here. Suffice
it to say that the Nahdj is not a servile copy of al-
Nuwayri’s [g.v.] Nikayat al-arab as Blochet contended;
several texts have been shown to share enough
features with the Nahdj to be regarded as its direct or
indirect Vorlage or as deriving from a common source,
Besides the Nihdya, this goes for Shams al-Din al-
Djazarl’s [¢.v.] Hawadith al-zamdn, Ibn al-Dawadari’s
l¢.v.] Kanz al-durar, Baybars al-MansarT’s [g.v.] Zubdat
al-fikra and other texts.

Information of specifically Coptic interest in the
Nahdy is limited to a few notes on the Coptic patriarchs
of the period and a small number of other times. In
most cases, an implicitly Christian attitude may only
be detected where comparison with other (Muslim)
texts points towards al-Mufaddal’s omission of details
which discredit his coreligionists (for this method, sce
Haarmann, Quellenstudien, 14%-4, and Kortantamer,
Mufaddal, 38-40).

Although the Nahdj does not appear to have had any
direct influence on later Mamlik historians, the
passages where al-Mufaddal writes as a contemporary
observer of events make it a valuable document of
central importance to the period which it describes. In
those parts where he draws upon older texts, more-
over, al-Mufaddal displays an undeniable originality
in his ability to organise his sources in a cohcrent and
meaningful manner.

Bibliography:

The unique ms. (probably al-

Encyclopaedia of Islam, VII

Mufaddal’s autograph), of the Nahdi, Paris ar.
4345, was ed. and tr. by E. Blochet, Moufazzal tbn
Abi I-Fazail, Histoire des Sultans Mamlouks. Texte arabe
publié et traduit en frangais, in Patrologia Orientalis, xii
(1919), 345-550, xiv (1920), 375-672, and xx
(1929), 3-270. This edition contains the text of the
Nehdj up to the year 716/1316. The remaining part
was edlted and translated by S. Kortantamer,
Agypten und Syrien zwischen 1317 und 1341 in der

Chronik des Mufaddal b. Abi I-Fada! (Islamkundliche

Untersuchungen 23), Freiburg im Breisgau 1973,

whose introduction includes a limited but valuable

study of the problem of sources, continuing the
research carried out by D.P. Little, An introduction to

Mamlik historiography. An analysis of Arabic annalistic

and biographical sources for the reign of al-Malik an-Ndsir

Muhammad ibn Qald’in (Freiburger Islamstudien 2),

Wiesbaden 1970, and U. Haarmann, Quellenstudien

zur friken Mamlukenzeit (Islamkundliche Unter-

suchungen 1), Freiburg im Breisgau 1970. See also
the reviews of Kortantamer’s book by U. Haar-
mann in Isl., 1i (1974), 319-20, and by B. Schifer
in ZDMG, cxxvii (1977), 138 (with further sugges-
tions for parallels with al-Shudjat and al-Makrizi).

On al-Muffaddal’s family link with al-Makin, see

F. Nau, Sur al-Makin et Ibn Abi-l-Fazail, in ROC,

xxvi (1927-8), 208-11. For all other works inciden-

tally dealing with al-Mufaddal, see Kortantamer’s

extensive bibliography. (J. pEN HElER)

aL-MUFADDAL 8. MunamMmap B. YA%A b.
‘Amir b. Salim b. al-Rammal sL-DABBI, an Arabic
philologist of the Kufan school. By b1rth he was
a free-born Arab; the date of his birth is not known.
His father was a recognised authority on the events in
the wars of the Arabs on the frontiers of Khurasan in
30-90/651-709 (quoted in al-Tabari, Annales). 1t is
possible that his son was born in this region. As a par-
tisan of the house of ‘Al he took part in the rising
against the “Abbasid caliph al-Mansar led by Ibrahim
b. ‘Abd Allah [g.0.], brother of al-Nafs al-zakiyya. The
rising was put down and Ibrahim killed; al-Mufaddal
was taken prisoner but pardoned by the caliph and
appointed tutor to his son, the future caliph al-Mahdi,
in whose train he visited Khurasan. He then worked
in Kiifa as a philologist and teacher; among his pupils
was his son-in-law Ibn al-A‘rabi [¢.2.]. The date of his
death is variously given; the Fikrist does not give it at
all while others give 164, 168 or 170/781, 784-5 or
786-7.

Al-Mufaddal, like his contemporary Hammad
[g.0.] bore the epithet and title of honour al-Rawiya,
and was regarded as an authority on the poetry of the
Djatuliyya. In contrast to Hammad, he is celebrated
for the rehiability of his transmission. In the Kitab al-
Aghant there are several stories illustrating this fact.
While Hammad was accused of having inserted into
poems of the Djghiliypa verses which he had himself
composed, al-Mufaddal is praised for handing down
the old poetry pure and unfalsified. There was, of
course, a great rivalry between the two rawis which
also finds expression in the stories of the Aghant. Al-
Mufaddal is reported to have said that the influence of
Hammad on Arabic poctry had been most disastrous,
to a degree which could never be corrected. To the
question what this meant and whether Hammad had
made mistakes in the attribution of the poems or
linguistic errors, he replied that if that were all, it
could be corrected, but he had done worse than this.
Since he was such an authority on the old poets, he
was able to write verses in their style and he had
inserted such verses of his own composition into genu-
ine old fasidas so that now only very good critics of the
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'MUFADDAL IBN ABI-L-FADA'IL

Coptic historian writing in Arabic (fl. at least until 1358). '
Mufaddal wrote a historical chronicle of the Bahri Mamlik dynasty in Egypt
from 12060 to 1349, i.e., from Baibars (ruled 1260-77) to al-Nasir Nasir al-din al-
Hasan (first rule 1347-51). It was meant as a sequel to the Kitab al-majmua’
al-mubarak of al-Makin Ibn al-'Amid (XII1-2), according to & statement in his
own preface and to the title Kitab al-niahj al-sadid wal-durr al-farid fi ma ba'd ta’rikh
Ibn al-"Amid, but its fortune was very different. Al-Makin was very well known

“in the East and was one of the earliest Arabic chroniclers to be known in the West,

whereas Mufaddal remained practically unknown The latter’s work was repre-
sented by a smgle MS (Bibliothéque nationale, Paris, MS arabe 4525), apparently
the very DMS prepared under his own dxrectxon It was ignored by later Arabic
historians such as Yisuf ibn Taghribirdi (d. 1412) and al-Maqrizi (d. 1442).

According to its own explicit, the MS was completed on September 16, 1358.
We may assume that the author was then an old man; the date of his death is.
unknown; but. was certainly anterior to 1381/82. He says that he wrote the
chronicle for himself; narrating events which he had witnessed or which had been
told to him by witnesses.

He quotes a number of sources, such as Balbars al-Manstri (X1V-1), but he does
not quote by name the main one, al-Nuwsiri (XIV-1). His abundant summaries
extracted from al-Nuwairl always begin “Qala-l-mu’arrikh’’ (Said the historian),
which may be construed as a very fine tribute to the author of the Nihayat al-arab.

. Though the circumstances of Mufaddal’s life are unknown, the names of four
members of his family have come down to us, to wit his father, an uncle, a grand-
father; a great-grandfather. The name of the last mentioned, Amin al-mulk,
suggests that he was employed in the Mamluk treasury (a tradltmnal office for
Copts). ‘

There is no doubt that Mufaddal was a Copt, but the strange mixture of Chrnistian
and Muslim formulas in his chronicle is perplexing. It expresses a kind of dual .
personality.

Mufaddal’s chronicle is of value not only for Mamlik history, but also for the
history of the Coptic patriarchate, the Muslims of Arabia and India, and the

Tatars.

- Text edlted and translated into French w1th notes by Fdgar Blochet:
Hlstou'e des sultans mamlouks (Patrologia orientalis 12, 345-550, 1919; 14, 375-672,
1920; 20, 1-270, 1928; in all, 776 p.); this includes the chronicle to 1316-to be

completed
Criticism. Brockelmann (1, 348, 1898; suppt. 1, 590, 1937). G. W. (EI 2,

1002, 1927). | |
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