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London: al-Furgan Islamic Heritage Foundation 1429/2008. ISAM DN. 253680.




Ekmeleddin Ihsanoglu, Boris A. Rosenfeld, Mathematicians, astronomers and other scholars

of Islamic civilization and their works (7th-19th c.), Istanbul 2003, pp. 4 /Z,
ISAM KTP.91191 '
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- 1377. AHMAD AL-SUJA'I

Shams al-Din Abu'l-Fada'il Ahmad ibn Shihab al-Din Ahmad ibn Muhammad al-Suja’l al-Shafi'1 al-Azhart (d.
'1782), Egyptian astronomer.

See: GAL (Il 422-423), GAL2 (Il 445-446), MAMS (11 648), OALT (494-495), SSM (112-113).

M1. Victory, of Possessing Magnific Descriptions by Commentary on Text of Ibn al-Yasamin (Fath dhi 'l-sifat
al-saniyya bi sharl matn al-Yasaminiyya) - Cairo (riyada. 18 1/10).

M2. [Poem on Fractions] - Cairo (Zaki 778/3). ‘ )

Al. Victory of the All-knowing and Almighty in Commentary on "Selection of Jewels" for the Knowledge of
Lines and Circles (Fath al-"alim al-qadir bi sharh Lugqtat al-jawahir li ma'rifat al-khutut wa'l-dawa'ir) - Cairo
(falak 9659/4, majlis 219/1, miqat 645, 805), Princeton (Garrett 1008). Description of the Princeton
manuscript: Hitti, Faris, and *Abd al-Malik [1] (318). Commentary on the work (No 873, A3) of Sibt al-
Maridini. :

A2. First Guide for Mind and Eyes on the Knowledge of Parts of Night and Day (Hidaya ula al-basa'ir wa'l-absar
ila ma’rifat ajza’ al-layl wa'l-nahar) - Cairo (falak 4596, majlis 289/1, miqat 181/5, 960, Fadil miqat 174/2,

. 242, Tal*at miqat 126). : ,

A3. Poem on Lunar Stations (Manzﬁma fi manazil al-gamar).

A4. Commentary on Poem on Lunar Stations (Sharh Manzuma fi manazil al-qamar - Cairo (Tal'at migat 213).
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} '~ SHUBHA — a-SHUDJAT

rance of the law is essential for suspension of the

" penalty. 3. Shubhat al-‘ekd, resulting from an invalid
marriage contract, such as one without witnesses, or
an incestuous one. AbG Hanifa claimed that such a
shubha obtains even when the offender admits to aware-
ness of the invalidity of the contract (thus he refused
to apply the hadd penalty for prostitution), but was
opposed on this point by his pupils al-Shaybani and
Abt Yasuf.

The Shafi‘ts also recognise three categories of
shubha, but define them rather differently: 1. Shubha
Ji ’l-mahall, such as intercourse with a foster relative.
2. Shubhat al-fail, as when another woman is substi-
tuted for the bride on the wedding night. 3. Shubhat
al-tartk or al-djtha, in cases where the schools disagree,
such as Shi‘T muiz [q.0] marrage or Hanafi mar-
riage by an adult woman without a guardian (wal).
With less systemisation, Malikis and Hanbalis, as well
as Imam1 Shi‘fs, generally accord shubha status to the
same situations as the Shafi‘ls. Some other cases of
illicit intercourse not subject to the hadd penalty, such
as intercourse with one’s wife during her menses
and intercourse under coercion, are sometimes also
labelled shubha.

Bibliography: Tahanawi, Kashshaf istilahat al-
Juniin, ed. A. Sprenger, Calcutta 1862, 790-1; Ibn
al-Humam, Fath al-fadir, Cairo 1315, v, 30 ff, Ibn
Hadjar al-Haytami, Tulfat al-muhtadi, Cairo 1282,
130 ff.; al-Hartab, Mawahib al-djalil, Tripoli 1969,
vi, 290 ff;; Ibn Kudama, Mughnt, Cairo 1986, xii,
340 ff.; al-Muhakkik al-Hilli, Shara’i® al-Isiam, Nadjaf
1969, iv, 149 ff; J. Schacht, An introduction to Islamic
law, Oxford 1964, 176-80; J.N.D. Anderson, Jnvalid
and void marriages in Hanafi law, in BSOAS, xiii (1950),
357-66. (E.K. Rowson)
SHUBRA [sce DAMANHOR].

SHUDJA® A.-DAWLA, Mirza Djalal al-Din Haydar
b. Safdar Djang (1732-75), was the third Nawwab, or
ruler, of the North Indian, post-Mughal successor state
of Awadh [g.2.] (Oudh) from 1754 undl his’ death.
One of the most capable statesmen of 18th-century
India, he made his realm into the major indigenous
power in North India, fighting the Bridsh almost to
a standstll at the Battle of Baksar in 1764. Realising
his value as an ally, the East India Company rein-
stated him in 1765, and for the next decade a pro-
cess of mutual testing and political experimentation
occurred. Under the subsidiary alliance system, in
which he paid for the internal use of British-officered
Indian troops, the way. was opened for increasing
Company interventon during subsequent reigns. Shu-
dja® al-Dawla nonetheless modernised his army dur-
ing this period, closed Awadh to the disruptive effects
of European trade, secured the treasury in the cus-
tody of his main consort Bahii Begam, and made
large annexations, including Itdwa and Rampiir [g.z.].
The Governor-General, Warren Hastings, treated him
formally as an equal, but after Shudja® al-Dawla’s
death, the realm was furthef undermined by expan-
sive British military, commercial, and diplomatic ambi-
tions. See further AwaADH.

Bibliography: Harnam Singh “Nami”, Ta’rikh-i
sa‘ddat-i didwid (1806); Ghulim ‘Al Khin Nakawi,
‘Imdd al-sa“ddat, Lucknow 1864; Ghulim Husayn
Khin Tabataba’t, Siyar al-muta’ akhkhirin, tr. M. Ray-
mond, Calcutta 1902; Mustadjib Khin Bahadiir,
Gulistin-i ramat, tr. C. Elliotr, 1831; A.L. Srivastava,
Shuja-ud-daulah, i, 1754-1765, Calcutta 1939, and
Shuja-ud-dauloh, i, 1765-1775, Calcutta 1945; R.B.
Barnewt, North India between empires, Berkeley-Los
Angeles-London  1980. (R.B. BarnerT)

AL-SHUDJAY, Shams al-Din, Mamlak historian
and contemporary of the sultan al-Malik al-Nisir
Muhammad b. Kalawiin {g.0.} and his successors.

In the only surviving fragment of his chronicle
Ta'rikh al-Malik al-Nasir Muhammad b. Kalawiin al-Saliht

wa-awladihi (ed. and tr. Barbara Schifer, Die Chronik
a§-Suga‘ts, Wiesbaden 1977; Sams ad-Din a5-Suga‘t, Tarth
al-Malik an-Nagir ... wa'auladzlzz, Wiesbaden 1983)/ the
author’s name appears both in the text and on the
title page as Shams b. al-Shudja‘i; however, in RKashf
al-zuniin, ed. Fliigel, ii, 153, HadjdjT Khalifa refers to
the author as Shams al-Din al-Shudja‘t al-Misri.
Although the editor and translator of the text cor-
rectly points out that “Shams” would not have occurred
independently as an ism at this time and that the ren-
dering “Shams al-Din” must therefore be correct, there
is no explanation for her decision to follow Hadjdjt
Khalifa in dropping the “ibn” but to ignore his “al-
Misri”. The nisba is, of course, important in estab-
hshmg the author’s identity as is, moreover, the nasab,
since P.M. Holt has recently tried to find a mamlik
in the biographical literature who would combine the
lakab “Shams al-Din” with the nisba “al-Shudja‘r”,
derived from the uncommon Mamliuk lekab of Shudja‘
al-Din (see Shams al-Shwi‘i: a chronicler identified?, in
BSOAS, forthcoming). On the basis of Mamliik nam-
ing patterns, Holt assumes that the author was a mam-
lak with the ism of Sunkur or Aksunkur in the service
of an amir Shudja® al-Din known to have lived dur-
ing the period 745-56/1345-56, dates for which there
are personal references to the author in the text. The
only suitable candidate is one Shams al-Din Aksunkur,
Amir Djandar, of the household of Shudja‘ al-Din
GhurlG. Although the date of Aksunkur’s death is
unknown, he is known to have been exiled to Tripoli
in 748/1348 and thus could have been alive in
756/1356. But as ingenious as this identification
may be, it loses some credibility by the suppression
of “ibn”, for if it is retained, there is the distinct
possibility that Ibn al-Shudja’t was not a mamlak
at all but the’son of one, and that his &m as a
second-generation Muslim was probably Muhammad,
invariably associated with the lakab Shams al- Dm
Furthermore, since no references are to be found in
any of the copious biographical dictionaries to a his-
torian bearing any of these names, it is probably pru-
dent to refer to him by the name cited in the text
and on the title page of the manuscript, sc. Shams
b. al-Shudja‘i, or, following Ibn Kadi Shuhba’s cita-
tions in his own history, simply al-Shudja‘T (see Schifer,
1985, 5). Besides the tenminus post quem (756), we know
only that the author made the Pilgrimage to Mecca
in 745/1344-5 and that he was in the service of
Sha‘ban, presumably the sultan al-Kimil Sha‘ban
(746-7/1345-6 [g.v.]). Furthermore, if Hadjdji Khalifa
is correct, al-Shudja‘T was associated in some way
with Misr, either the town of that name or the coun-
try Egypt.

The question of the significance of al-Shudja‘’s
Ta’rikh is also fraught with difficulties. Although only
a fragment for 737-45/1337-45 exists, it has been

proved to be heavily indebted to al-Yisufi’s Muzhat -

al-ndzir fi t@’rikh al-Malik al-Nésir, for which there is
only a fragment for mid-733 to mid-738 (ed. Ahmad
Hutayt, Beirut 1986). Comparison of the two texts
for the one year, 737, which the two fragments have
in common indicates that al-Shudja‘T paraphrased al-
Yisufi’s text with only a few additions, mainly precise
dates (D.P. Little, An analysis of the relationship between
Jour Mamlik Chronicles for 737-45, in [JSS, xix [1974],
252-68). Collation of al-Shudja‘T’s passages from other
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