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.'-'~<+V'-'-- meat is the dictum, "the food of those to whom the Book was 
is to you, and yours to them" 5:5).12 This verse, which pro-

ceeds to allow its audience of (male) believers to marry women from among 
those who were the Book, gives normative social to the 
of all who received authentic Scriptures, whether 
lim. 13 Sunnl authorities understand 5:5 to indicate that and Christians, 
unlike other are competent to perform the act of animal slaugh­
ter, a ritual that involves the invocation of God's natne. 14 These authorities em-

the of and Christian meat as a marker that dis tin-
of the Book from other non-Muslims. 

normative '}l;::,HLll~'<ULI~~ of affinities between Islam atld other make no 
distinctions among the food of different types of non-
Muslims. Most animal slaughter performed non-Muslims a.<; in-
valid and 5:5 to refer to "ft-uit and " that is, foodstuffs 

the beliefs and of those who prepare them. These differ-
meat, atld likewise more subtle 

differences advan(-:ed vat-ious reflect the ideas of their proponents re-
the nature and relative status of non-Muslims themselves. 

The \"1""1''''''7''/1 n1JP,.r1l)n, ,,/I/I",'r''''/I in Sunni discourse 

Two qlH~Stl,ons .-_______ j arIse ft-om the declaration that "the food of 

12 Citations of Quranic verses fdlow the translation of Nessim J. Dawood, the Koran with 
Parallel Arabic Text, London, 1993; all other translations in this essay are the au­

thor. 
The fact that intetI1r1arriai-;e to Muslim men, in turn, social expres-

sion to the su[)enoricy of the Book, affinities notwlith~;taI1(iing. As 

YohanaIl Friedmann, Tolerance and Coercion, p. 161, of a Muslirn 
woman to a non-Muslim maIl would result in an unac(:eptat)ie i.)rn,nnrl1i". between [he supe-

riority which the womaIl should by virtue of Muslim, aIld her unavoidable 

subservience to her infldel husband". nnlvrh:eislts, in contrast, is categc)ricalI, 

bidden (Q. 2:221). 
14 - The of God's name the act of and 

Islamic authori-ChristiaIl as well as IslaInic sources from the NeaI~ East, so the Plt::'~ULl1lJlIUtl 
that non-Muslim butchers offer some form of invocation is a reasonable one. Two exanl-

suflice: 6: 11 Chd century AC., but a Rabbinic Jewish 
tbat cominues to the butcher must recite the "Blessed 

lare You, Lord our God, eternal King, who bas saIlCtifled ns His commaIldments, 
reg;ardling the act of animal " The Orthodox 

that proper acts of ChristiaIl animal 

the invocation, "in the n~une of the God". Barhebraeus, N01710CtlnOn 

Barhebraei, ed. Paul Harrassowitz, 1898, p. 461. On Barhebraeus' dis-
and the nature of its to Islamic counterparts, see David 

in an Islamic Milieu: aIld Christian J Ufists on Food 

FOl:elg~ne[S , in: Border Crossings: Interaction and the of 
!twas in the Islmnic Middle .Ages, David M. Freidenreich and Miriam Goldstein (ed.s), Phila-

University of 
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those to whom the Book was is lawful to you": what does the mean 
and who are "those to whom the Book was given"? These 

U\..l.HHU\JUa,..l questions establish not the normative of Q 5:5 
but also the nature of the bet\veen Islatn, on the one hatld, and J u-
daism and Christianity, on the other. Most Sunni jurists and exegetes devote 
their attention primarily or to these two Typical in this re-
spect is a fatwa Ibn which otters a valuable baseline against which 
to compare aM al-cJimfnah. To the best of my knowledge, this fatwa is 
the occasion on which Ibn addresses the of non-Muslim 

giving to Sunnl consensus on the matter, declares 
5:5 permits Muslims to consume the meat of animals 

and Christians and refutes 

normanve Slg,lUJtIClll(::e 

demonstrates that 
of the Book and other non-Muslims carries 

""_ ..... c,~.".u. while 

P~F,~f,F>t- consumed meat pn~p;:l..red 
(H~1l(L1~U his when 

absconded with a sack the 
t)e~;le£~ed fortress. 16 The Lc)mpatllC)11S 

wl11ll1i;>;ness to consume and condone the of meat 

from appear in all of the major Sunn! lIadith collections; ac-
counts of these incidents may found in (Abel al-Malik ibn HiSam (d. ca. 218/8:33), Simt fll-

nabi, ed. Harr~i.s, Cairo, Maktabat 1591/1971, vol. 5, p. 
450-453; Alfi:ed Guillaume, (nans.), The fl. Translation Sirat Ra-

siil Allah, Oxford, Oxford \)11'V\..l,>1'V 

17 Ibn vol. 35, p. 213-218. 
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Ibn auest.lOr-ls about non-Muslim nuat 

invalid. 

20 Ibn p. 248. Ibn 
and 

p. 212-213, 219-2.3:3. 
Christi-
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24 
'"VIl:) ILH lqJ l.l UJl1. 

frames all five questiorlS " i.e., the of 
some of the statements Ibn 

~.AJLlnlhUl,) or to Jews. 

reports thal most Sunn] authorities 
that many the ibn 

authorities as welL On 

ibn Abl Bakr al-Mar-
'-JUU,UU,Ul [d. 620/1225]) 

to a minor­
insistence that the butcher invokes 

God's name, see also Goldziher, Their Doctrine tlnd 
Helm (trans.), Leiden, Brill, 1971, p. 71-72. Tsafrir does not cite any 

or Christian butchers a standard than Muslim butchers re~~af(jing 
nor have I f{)und any statements to this efiect in my own research. 
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far greater interest in the of whether Mus­
animal over which a non-Muslim butcher intention-

invoked a name other than 
thetical to Islamic monotheism: should 

of Book of 
name of also contains ref .. 

"HIUj;;H\..I~. associated with non-Muslim festivals :md fu­
invocations as "in the name of Venus" 

two dozen 
of them from the 
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course, derive not from sources Christians themselves deem auth()r11tatlve but 

rather from the and other Islamic sources. 

three 

pn)111.Du:ea for Muslim con­
ostrlClleS, and 

Bible 

nor Rabbinic literature 

here 
the 
what 
the 

of which 
to these sources. He presumes that 

or, to adhere to the restrictions found in 6: 1 "We f{Jrbade 
all animals with undivided hoofs and the fat of and oxen, except 

on their backs and intestines and what is mixed with their bones. Such is 
uupu",- ... , on them for their misdeeds. What we declare is true. 

ascribed to ibn ca. 
geese, or other tuwl with "un­

and answers, Ibn a1-
Cohen dubs "the hermeneutical 

UHUU';;:"U the "Yi-P"',r/"r'~T1r,n 
a con­

of their own 
Ibn al-

the invocations norms 

means of Islamic sources. 

52 Ibn vol. 1, p. 256. 
Karaite Jewish aurhorities per-
the' duck, but authorities aIso unmentioned birds 

divided toes, snch as chicken, so it is dear that ibn and other Islamic authori-
ties who address this do not Karaites in mind. On Karaite the 

- .... , : ... ".:1:.-. of fowl, see Daniel J. "Medieval Karaism and Science", in: Science in Ale-

Cultures, Gad Freudenthal (ed.), CaJrnbrid~"e 
2010; 

tll-murltlUJUJal1ah al-zmmzahat, ed. (Abel al-
aI-islami, 1999, voL p. :367. On the rela­

CO!1lcer:)tlO!r1S of 

Jew ChrzstzarJ'ltv, Berke-
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according to 6: dietary prohibitions upon the 
are not incumbent upon lvIuslims, Given that lvluslims, to use Ibn 

ex;amlpll:::, are allowed to eat camel meat whereas are not, maya Mus-
lim eat the meat of a camel Ibn observes that 
lV"".UHuH.,ua.u ibn Idris al-Nucman ibn Tabit 

and 

transl~ressl!Dn, continues un­
'.1",;;:"',,,!,,;;:" refusal to accept God's final 

an ~U1imal he knows to be 
that act intend to render the ani-

the butcher himself the 
Ibn asserts, is crucial 

the effectiveness of any ritual: because butchers cannot intend to per-
form a valid act of dtlkdh on a Muslims may not eat the meat that results 

of intention" constitutes cen-
Ibn himself ap-

themselves. 

:36 Ibn 

57-
38 al-Mufid who, 

observes that non-Muslim butchers do not 
invocation of God's name as The relevance of this observation, 

cannot intend to fulfill the Islamic of 
Qom, Mu)assasat al-nasr ai-islam!, 1990, p. 579; al-Mufid's state-

ments on this subject are echoed by most Imami' authorities. 
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laws in cum-

L,aBU""'_', as 
1",(~,·t-,(·,n" of 

of arguments ad-

contends that the 
whom the Book was must re-

,~<aU~H'-'"1 in accordance 

rehlse to eat litmus test 
'1 u'_en'_'," to his Malik! opponents: "Arc 

contemporary or 

foodstuffs remain 
if declare that 

"God ha.<; 

'''If',rn"no IS 

oDl1gat(lry except that which 
cites the conclusion of statement "The food 

those to whom the book wa,s is lawful to you, and yours to them" 
such foodstuffs as camel meat 

who was informed 

po/,c}mique Islmno-
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their 

the battle 

report not say that C Abd Allah was 
,"",PI'he,ne he wished to use them fl)r other pur-

260-261. 
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a Mus-
after the 

The final 

cannot COlnp·r01TIl1;C 
on this matter because he insists that must adhere to Inore strm~~eI1lt 

and that this adherence must have a substantial 

insistence upon this becomes dear in 
assertion that Muslims who believe 
of the 

awareness of the power of an incisive ~U,""l,AU'L, 

Ibn reformulated version of the qucstLon 
the Malikis: "Did God make these 
their state of disbelief re2:an:ilnl\2: 

even in this state, or did God leave such to their 
To say that the lenient laws of Islam 

Ibn IS 

,,"~r"""'" of animals slaug.hn::red 
dlat Islam alone is a 

ImagJl!lC:Q to consist of espe-
insists that contemporary bear 

an onnn':ssive from which God freed 
those who believe in the revelation to uhamnlad. Ibn re-

of the as a foil to the Muslim "the strait man," as Ma­
that he turns the 

48 
see, f()r the version 

Muharnmad, p. 5 16). 
49 -- Ibn 

50 

ism as inferior to Islam. 

to be so cen tral to Islamic 

pvr,l!r1lrh, that cAbd Allah ate the 

allusions to Q: 7: 157, cited above. 
regard.ing the of laws, to 

slgrllhc:am role in this consrruction 
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bles and brands Ibn as an apostate for the distinctive set of food 
restrictions incumbent upon 

scenario formu­
norms and 

that both the 

butchers who do not spurn 
in con tra.'>t, declares that such a 

in fact not pro-
,HJ"l"-'"JUL> are not to him unless he accepts upon himself 

Ult'Olllgn which God releases the fi-om their restrictions 
tHTI'V)rl<,pl"1r-:01 butcher is not he 

its restrictive 
butcher cannot render fit for Muslim C01:1Sl1mpnon 

Ibn thus endorses Maliki 

upon post-mortem In;;p(~ctl011, 

The 
and 

aO::01'dll1g to the renders the animal pnJllllDllteCl 
in contrast, does not the meat 

Malikis forbid the meat of such an animal 
when a on the themselves do not eat it; recall 
that Malikis understand "the food of those to whom the Book was 
fer to that which and Christians as Ibn 

52 "~Ibn 

53 
vol. 1, p. 260, 266. 

"Terefall>1 (Abraham Arzi), in: Judaic(], 2nd. ed., Michael Beren-
Skolnik (ed.s), Detroit, Macmillan Reference, 2007, voL 19, 647. The 

defects appears in the T al-

Nawdtiir, voL 
n. 10 above, 
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me:anmg of that term in the Torah itself. 
It is sup,plemeJlt Sa-
mawJal's own words on this in direct citation and 

rVl"')r,h r .. )C'"ti 1 with a discussion of that demonstrate 
the true scope of the laws which God upon the Unlike 

who seeks to demonstrate that the Torah testifies to the truth of Is-
that the articulates the authentic tenets 

evidence from sources IS of "'-'-,UU'-l<U 

themselves refuse to eat, Ibn 
of meat forbidden to God Himself. Ibn 

minimal interest in actual 
ish belief and on the b;a.sis of the 

use Cohen's 
that 

is bound eX(:lUSIVe!y 
must abstain from forbidden 

defects. 

fJrlrFI1'1111 contributions 

and he 

focus of this discourse from the of the Christian or 
to that. butcher's This shift enables Ibn to oHer authorita-

Islamic definitions of orthodox definit.ions whose 
relevance extends faT the of variollS cuts of meat. Ibn al-

great. deftness in one from anotber. 
and Ibn who treat all meat refuse eat Sl1ll1-
shows that animals with need not fall into the 

same category as forbidden animal or Cllts meat. He is 
careful to insist that even Muslims who are lenient with respect to for-

Christian butchers must not tolerate invocations of other than 
God. 
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and the Musnad of Ibn 
without attrHHltl0Jl. and cites a 
without the works from which he gat:nered 

alS() widl Maliki and 
cannot be inferred on the basis of this 
thorities had Wel!!tled in on dle issues of interest to 

would have also their ideas. 
as a syn-

U~JJUH'JH" re!2:animg the status of non-Muslim meat. We have seen 
poses fail to con-

and that he devotes scant attention to the which these nrf'rip'{'f-"O_ 

sors address at Ibn notions re-
the of intention and the inter-relatedness of law and theol-

ogy, as well as the broader Sunni COllce:Ptllon 
orons antidlesis of result in 

Ibn moreover, fuses 
contributions at every step of the way. He the 

classic Sunni argument ff)r 5:5 as of non-Muslim meat 
with a new rationale. When the 

of meat CH<1l1hHL\,,1'--U 

reHective of the work as a 
cornp(~nCl1mn of 

work contains that Ibn 

arguments to support these conclusions 
opml<)ns that do not conform to own ,,-a0U>UHh • We 

recogrnze the to which Ibn 
111 wh 0 saw himself 
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