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The Common Link Phenomenon in the Chains of 
Transmitters of Traditions: Explanation and Analysis 

S. Ali Aghaei1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Abstract: Over half a century, western scholars are familiar with the common link 
phenomenon in the chains of transmitters (isn ds) of traditions (had ths), interpreted it 
differently and tried using it to identify the time and place of creation and dissemination of 
traditions. In this paper based on analytical approach, different interpretations of this 
phenomenon are explained and their methodological presupposition are analysed. This study 
reveals that there are at least three distinct interpretations of the common link, and 
consequently different dating for traditions. The common link is the inventor of tradition in 
question according to one interpretation, the authority to whom the tradition is ascribed in 
later period regarding another one, or the collector who first systematically spread the tradition 
with reference to last one. Thus, respectively the tradition might originate with the common 
link, it might be younger than the common link, or it might be older than the common link. 
Finally, it appears that the difference or conflict of dating traditions relates to presuppositions 
which each of these interpretations based on them. 
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171- 172. 

                :  
Harald Motzki (2004), “Introduction”, in idem (ed.), ad th: Origins and Developments, Aldershot: Ashgate, 
xxxvii, note 108. 

                       
   .               .    
                     

         :»        «.  
2  Schacht (1950), pp 171- 172. 

3     terminus a quo (=limit from which)  terminus ad quem (=limit to which)       
terminus post quem (=limit after which)  terminus ante quem (=limit before which)      

              .        
  »   «                  



         :    29  

 .1  
            .2     

            .      
                   

    .              ) .179 
.(  ) .182 . (     .3      

            .  

        
             .     
  »  «   »           

   « .           
         4       

        .     5     
          .         

         .6  
_________________________________________________ 

                  .  
     »   «     )   :   .(    

      »   «             
                     .  

1  Ibid., p 175. 
2  Ibid., p 170. 
3  Ibid., pp 176- 179. 

          :Ibid., pp 174- 175.  
4  G.H.A. Juynboll (1983), Muslim Tradition, Studies in Chronology, Provenance and Authorship of Early 

ad th, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp 206- 217. 
5  Idem (1994), “Early Islamic Society as Reflected in Its Use of Isn ds”, Le Muséon, pp 107:1-2, 153; idem 

(1991), “The Role of Mu ammar n in the Early Development of the Isn d”, Wiener Zeitschrift für die Kunde 
Des Morgenlandes, pp 81, 155- 156. 
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3  Juynboll (1989), “Some Isn d-Analytical Methods Illustrated on the Basis of Several Women-Demeaning 

Sayings from ad th Literature”, Al-Qan ara, X, pp 352- 353; idem (1994), pp 154- 155. 
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5  Idem (2001), p 306. 
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1  Ibid., p 353; see also idem (1992), “Some Notes on Islam’s First Fuqah  Distilled From Early ad h Literature”, 
Arabica, 39, p 296; idem (1993), p 210. 

2  Idem (1989), p 358- 359, also pp 370, 381. 
3  proto-version 
4  Idem (1994), p 155; idem (1991), p 155; idem (1993), p 212. 
5  Idem (2001), p 306. 
6  Idem (1994), p 155; idem (1993), p 212. 
7  Idem (1989), p 369; idem (1992), p 292. 
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Idem (1973), “The Date of Great Fitnah”, Arabica 20:2, pp 142- 159; idem (1984), “Muslim’s Introduction to 
His Sa , Translated and Annotated with an Excursus on the Chronology of Fitna and Bid a”, Jerusalem 
Studies in Arabic and Islam 5, pp 263- 311. 
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4  spread of isn ds 
5  Schacht (1949), “A Revaluation of Islamic Tradition”, Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society, p 147; idem 

(1950), pp 165- 156. 
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1  Schacht (1950), p 166. 
2  Ibid., p 22. 
3  Ibid., p 4. 
4  Schacht (1950), pp 165- 166. 
5  Idem (1949), p 151. 
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Zafar Ishaq Ansari (1984), “The Authenticity of Traditions: A Critique of Joseph Schacht’s Argument e silentio”, 
Hamdard Islamicus, 7:2, , pp 51-61; Motzki (2005), “Dating Muslim Tradition: A Survey”, Arabica, 52:2, pp 
215-519, 229-330. 
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1  Schacht (1950), p 140. 
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3  Juynboll (1991), p 352; idem (1993), pp 210-211; idem (1994), p 153. 
4  Idem (1989), pp 357-358, 366-367, 376-377. 
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4  Michael Cook (1981), Early Muslim Dogma: A Source-Critical Study, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
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Patricia Crone (1987), Roman, Provincial and Islamic Law: The Origins of the Islamic Patronate, 
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2  Ibid., p 240. 
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4  Motzki (2005), p 220. 
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2  Ibid., p 235; idem (1998), “The Prophet and the Cat: on Dating M lik’s Muwa a  and Legal Traditions”, Jerusalem 

Studies in Arabic and Islam, v. 22, p 32, note 44. 
3  Juynboll (1989), pp 354-355. 
4  Motzki (2005), p 226. 
5  Idem (2010b), “Whither ad th Studies?”, in idem (2010), Analysing Muslim Traditions in Legal, Exegetical and 

Magh z  ad th, Leiden: Brill, pp 50-51. 
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1  Idem (2005), pp 239-240. 
2  Ibid., p 238. 
3  Ibid., pp 226, 240; idem (2010b), pp 51- 52. 
4  Idem (2005), p 228. 
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3  Idem (2010a), pp 212-213. 
4          :Idem (2005), pp 241-242.  
5          :Görke (2003), pp 188-190.  
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