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Introduction

The traditions prohibiting darb al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an (striking the Qur’an with
the Qur’an) are among the well-known traditions concerning the Qur’an and its
exegesis. Due to their connection with the Qur’an-by-Qur’an hermeneutical
method (tafsir al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an), they have long been debated. Given the
severity of the prohibition and equating the act with disbelief, scholars have
interpreted these traditions variously: as a prohibition against tafsir bi’l-
ra’y (interpretation based on personal opinion), as a literal prohibition against
"striking," or as evidence invalidating the Qur’an-by-Qur’an exegetical method
itself, categorizing it under tafsir bi’l-ra’y. Conversely, proponents of Qur’an-
by-Qur’an exegesis have sought to reconcile these traditions. Considering the
significance of these traditions, the importance of the Qur’an-by-Qur’an
method, and its practical application by the Infallibles (ma ‘siimin) in
expounding Qur’anic teachings, this article examines the traditions
prohibiting darb al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an and related scholarly viewpoints.

Materials and Methods
Data for this article is derived from library resources and Sunni and Shi’a
hadith and exegetical compilations. Traditions prohibiting darb al-Qur’an bi’l-
Qur’an appear in diverse forms in Sunni hadith collections, their
commentaries, and Shi’a sources; this study analyzes Sunni and Shi’a
traditions independently. Referenced hadith works include Mushad Azmad ibn
Hanbal, Mahasin al-Barqi, Wasa'il al-Shi‘a by al-Hurr al-‘Amili, al-Wafi by
Fayd al-Kashani, and Bikar al-Anwar. Exegetical sources include Duris
Tamhidiyya fi al-Qawad'‘id al-Tafsiriyya, al-Mizan fi Tafsir al-Qur’an,
and Tafsir al-Safi. Authoritative Arabic lexicons (e.g., al- ‘Ayn, al-Sihah) were
consulted for semantic analysis.

The methodology of this article is critical analysis. The chains of
transmission (isnad) of these traditions were examined using sources such
as al-Kafi, Ma ‘ant al-Akhbar, Mawsii ‘at Tabaqgat al-Fuqaha’, Mu jam Rijal al-
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Hadith, Tafsil Tabagat al-Ruwat wa al-Du ‘afd’, Rijal al-Najashi, Rijal al-Tiist,
and Mustadrakat ‘Ilm Rijal al-Hadith. Sunni and Shi’a exegetical and hadith
works were surveyed to identify and categorize interpretive perspectives
regarding this hadith. The analysis proceeded in two stages: First, presenting
researchers’ and exegetes’ interpretations of the traditions. Second, critically
evaluating these interpretations through rational argumentation and the
practical tradition of the infallible imams, highlighting challenges while
adhering to critical standards.

Results and Findings

Findings revealed that traditions prohibiting darb al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an in
Sunni sources pertain to: dispute (khusazma) among Muslims involving
"striking"; argumentation (mujadala) involving "striking"; mutual falsification
(takdhib) using Qur’anic verses. Shi’a traditions fall into three categories:
prohibition of unregulated argumentation using verses; linking the act to
deprivation of intellectual sustenance (rizq al- ‘aglaniyya); absolute prohibition.
Examination of transmission chains (isnad) and transmitters, alongside their
presence in Sunni sources, supports attribution to the prophet (s) and
infallibles.

The other finding of the research is that scholars’ interpretations of the
traditions include: prohibition of tafsir bi’l-ra’y; prohibition of tafsir al-Qur’an
bi’l-Qur’an; literal meaning of darb. Critical analysis shows challenges for
each view; for instance, the prohibition does not solely target tafsir bi’l-ra’y or
the literal act; it does not prohibit tafsir al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an or thematic
exegesis; tafsir bi’l-ra’y and darb al-Qur’an  bi’l-Qur’an differ in ruling
(kukm) and outcome. Distinctions in ruling, outcome and the absence of intent
to falsify the Qur’an in Qur’an-by-Qur’an exegetical method are thought-
provoking.

Conclusion
Critical examination of the proposed perspectives and their critique led to the
acceptance of the selected viewpoint. In this viewpoint, the traditions
prohibiting darb al-Qur’an bi’l-Qur’an (striking the Qur’an with the Qur’an)
fundamentally prohibit a composite practice comprising:
e possessing an adversarial motive against one’s opponent by
invalidating the verse they cite and nullifying its content;
e imposing a verse to conform to a predetermined belief or opinion
which is tafsir bi’l-ra’y (interpretation based on personal opinion);
e engaging in contentious dispute (jidal) and hostility (mukhasama),
resulting in disregarding the characteristic of mutual verification
(tasdig) among Qur’anic verses.
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Therefore, according to this perspective, the aforementioned traditions -

explicitly or implicitly- indicate the validity of tafsir al-Qur’an bi’l-

Qur’an (Qur’an-by-Qur’an exegesis).
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