AN EARLY FXI.‘IM[D MIHRAB
IN THE MOSQUE OF IBN '!‘UL@N

BY
DR. FARID SHAPIT

One of the curious features in the Mosque of Ibn Tdldn, is
the group of six mihrabs in the Qibla “riwdq”. The principle
mihrab in the centre of the Qibla wall is the only concave one.
A flat stucco mihréb — the so-called Mihrdb of As-Sayyeda
Naffesa — attributed to the Mamlik perlod (‘), is applied to the
face of the Qibla wall eust of the principle concave one. Two
other flat stucco mihrébs (?), attributed to the Tildinid period,
are applied to the north-western faces of two piers next to the
“dikka" in the second arcade from the Qibla wall. The two
rewaining mihrabs are also flat stucco ones applied to the faces
of two other piers in the fourth arcade counting from the Qibla
wall, the western one bears the names of the Khalif al-Mustangir
and his Wazir al-Afdal and is datable in 487 H. (1094 A.D.)(®).
The sixth mihrdb bears the name of L#jin and is attribnted to
696 H. (1296 A.D.)(®).

The present article deals with the mihrib east of the
“dikkn " (PL 1),

() CamswsLL: E.M.A. vol. TI, p. 850; Mammp ‘ArKDsR: al
Gami' at-Tl8ui, p. 71.

(") B.M.A. IL, PL 123 & und b, p. 349,

) Ibid, pp 349-50; M.AKL, pp 220-2, Fig 119, PL 7%:
M. "AkKTsn, op. cit,, pp. 678,

87



Flury onee attributed this mibritb anel the other one to the
west of the “dikka” to the beginning of the IV th. cont, H,
(X th cent.) (V). In a second article, (*). he suggested the jrd.
cent. H(IX cent.) as more suitable for the latter mihedb, but
hesitated o do so for the former one. Flury when analysing
the decoration made use of some motives and elements, but left
some other important features which would have rendered a great
help to suggest a date nearer to the truth.

One of these important features is the form of the arch that
crowns the central panel.

We have two forms of the pointed arch commonly used in
Islamic architecture: the simple pointed and the compound.
_The simple type is formed by two segments struck from two
centres (Fig. 1). The compound form has two types: the four-
centred and the keel-arch. The four-centred arch is constructed
from four segments and four
centres (Fig. 2), while the keel-
arch is comstructed from two
segments and two straight
-tangents (Fig. 8). ' Sémetimes
‘the two forms of the compound
pointed ‘type closely resémble
each other when the two top
lines are so short or so crudely
executed that it becomes difficult
to recognise if the lines are curved or straight.

Fre. 1
Nimple Pointed Arch

It is clear that the pointed arch of the mihriib in question
i> not of the simple tyvpe. To make sure, I prepared a lnrge

() Fruey: Hakim v, Asbar, pp, 19,30-7, 40,
(") Ldem: Saimurrd v, Moschee des Ibn Tiilin, Der Islim, IV pp.424-30.



scale enlargement of the mihréb and ade a very careful tracing
of the successive curves of the arches in the hood of the panel

Fia. 2 Fia. 8
Four—centred Arch _ Keel-Arch

(an 1), and it s clear from the duwmg thnt ‘each arch is s formed
by two curves joined at the top by two short tangents. The
execution of thee arches
makes it difficult to decide
if these tangents are
straight or curved ; but
one fact, however, remains
to be well established : the
arches ure certainly of the
compound pointed form.

The earliest exnmnples
of the compound pointed

arches known in Islam
until the Fatimid period
in Kgvpt are:—

(1) Raqqa: Baghdad Gate, 155 H. (772), the arch is
four-centred (1),

) Samarrd: The Mosque of ALG Dulef 2467 I,
(860: 11, The four-centred cype is used(?).

Fia. 4

() Cumawarn: B MAL L, .43, i 29 wnd PL 2e s MLAE. 1, p. 52,
M EM.AL L pe 279, Plos Archeol. Heise, 111, Pl. XVI, L- fl



(3) Samarrd: Qubbat ag-Sulaibiyyu, huilt after 248 (362),
Some arches ure of the four-centred type(’).

(4) Shiréz : The Great Mosque, the remuius of the ariginal
arch of the mihrab with stucco ornument on its soffit—¢irca 262
H (873)—is certainly of the four-centred type (*).

The arches in the south-west side (*) are of the keel-type,
the top tangent is undoubtedly streight. The arche~ in the west
corner (*) are probably of the snme type, but it is difficult to be
certain owing to their ruined state.

(5) Nayin: The Grestmosque. The mikrab, giren 350 H.
(960), contains three arches (%) : the top one is of the compound
pointed form aud probably of the keel-type, but the tungerit is too
short to make certain ; the intermediate is most probably a keel
one, the tangent is longer and clearer ; the lowest one is certainly
n keel-arch, hut seems to be of a later date. The old arches
decorated with originel stucco decoration are also of the four-
centred type (%) .

(6) Sangbast: Mausoleum, 387419 H. (997/1028). The
arches in the interior are four-centred (7).

It séems, therefore, that the compound pointed arch was born
in ‘Iriq and made its early steps of evolution in that country and
in Persia.

If we come to Egyptin the ‘Abbasid period, we find that the
half round and the simple pointed types are the two common
forms of arches exhibited in the existing monuments from that
period, viz. the parts of the Mosque of ‘Amr attributed to

() BDLAL TL PL 79 u; Archeol. Reise, IT1. Fl, XVIII, Top.
(") Survey, Vol. IV, PL 239 A, B,

() Thid PIL. 299 .

* Ibid., L 260 A.

() Ibid,, PL 267.

(9 Thid, PI, 260 I3,

() Creswrir: MAEg., I p. 52; Survey, op. cit.. Dls. 285-6.
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Salib ibn "Al, 212 H. (827)(") ; the Nilometer, 247 H. (861)(?) ;
The Aqueduct of Basatin, bef. 263 H, (876) (*); the ‘Abbasid
chapel in the Dayr as-Surianf (A.D. 913/4) (*).

There are two instances where some suspicion may arise in
connection with the use of the four-centred arch in the Abbisid
period in Egvpt.

(a) A niche at the northern extremity of the south-west side
of the Mosque of ‘Amr (%) is crowned by an arch of two rings,
The inner ring, built with edgewise bricks, is nearly round, the
outer, built with headers, is slightly pointed, which is most
probably a result of the crudeness of execution.,

(%) In the second instance weé find in the mihrab of a house
in al-‘Askar (®), two curves meeting in & point at the middle axis
which look, at first glance, to resemble the top part of a four-
centred arch, put on second thought, it is difficult to stick to this
suggestion as it is quite probable also that they formed the top
part of a pointed segmental arch.

In the Fatimid period we find in the Mosque of al-Azhar,
the earliest existing Fatimid monument, some arches that are
definitely not of the simple pointed arch, but of the compound
type, viz. the four-centred. This form is adopted for nearly all
the original arches of the traneept (). The same form of arch is
again to be met with in the Mosque of al-Hakim, 393 H. (1003)
in the hoodr of the main mihrab () and the mihrab which existel
once on the roof (*). All the archs of the openings aud

(') Cueswens, EALAL, TT, Pls 17-39, 43,

® Ibid,, Pls, 8081,

() Ibid., Pls 94-935,

(9 Tdem., MAEg, L p 17, fro e 92 Warre (), the Monasteries
of the Wili'n Natrim, 1T, pp. 197-8, Pls, LXVI-LXXT,

) EALA, TLPL3S.

(%) Ihidl., P1. 123,

() MAFe.. L. Pl 40050 b,

™) Thid, PL 115 5

) Ihidl. o 830 PLOILS a
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the squinchex in the Sahn Banac, . 400 L. (1010), are of the
four-centred type (?) ; openings and mihrRbs in the Mosque of
Lu'lu'a, 406 H. (1015/6) have compound poiuted hoods(?) ; the:
same type is used in the entrance to the *zitdu” of the Mosque
of wl-Hikim, 4117427 H. (1021/36) ) ; also in many of the
muusvleums in the cemetery of Aswan, attributed to the
X1 ¢h cent. A.D,(*). The compound pointed arch is again
extensively used in the later group of Fatimid monuments
starting with the Mosque of al-Guyishi, 478 H. (1083) (*).

Thus it is quite clear that the compound pointed form of’
the arch of the mihrab in question was well known aud comwmonly
used in the Fatimid period from the very start onwards, a remark:
that tempts one to think of a Fatimid date for that miprab.

L]

‘e

The moulded hood (Fig. 5) withirr
the arched panel provides another
evidence for suggesting a date later-
than the Tulunid period.

The early ‘stages of this feature-
start with the foundation of SEmarms,
where we meet with two moulded forma:
that may be considered as the earliest
steps in the evolution of this motive.
The serrated crestings of the Jawsaq
al-Kbaqani are each pierced with &
panel having a monlded top and a
lobed lower part (Fig 6). In the
wolls of some houses of SAmarrl there are niches with,
moulded houds of rather an elementary type (Fig. 7).

Fia, 5
Mosque of Ibn Tilfn,
Eorly Fatimid Mikhrah

() M.AAEg 1, Pl 4 a-e.

(™ Ibid,, Pl. 35 g,

( Ibid, Pl, 36 a-c.

() Ibid., pp. 137, 291, Pl 41, 42,
() Ihidd,, Pla. 47 a-5.d,48 u, o,
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Unfortunately, there isa wide gap inthe sequeuce of examples
of this feature iu Fast Islim uutil we weet with the later
examples from the end of the Xfth cent. A.D., but in advanced

Fui v
Samarra  (Herz-
feld, loc. cit,
Fig. 16)

-~

Ina. 7

. Samarrd, (Hersz-

feld, "loc. cit.,
Fig, 17)

stages of evolution, e.g., Imam Dir, the Mausoleum of Muslim ibn
Quraish () 478 (1085 A.D.) () (Fig. 8); Takrit, al- Arba'in, late
Vth cent. H. (XI) (%) (Fig. 9) ; Persia, carved warkle tcrmbstore

Fie. 8

1| Tmim  Dur, Tomb of
Muslim ibn  Quraish,

(t 478 H1085)
(Y] (Herzfsld :  loe. cit.

Fig. 14).
o S—

Fi. Y
Tukrit, Al-Arbo‘n, Late
XTth cent.
(Arch. Reise, abb. 111)

(") Hehzrernp @ Archeol. Reive, T, po 202, Abb. 1205 UL, p. 3203
Idem.. Ars Isl, vol. IX Fig, 14,
(') HewzrELD, 0p. cit,, T, pp. 2223, Abb, 110-111
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d. Muharram 533 H. (Sept. 1138) (*) (Fig. 10); Persia, rock-
hewn mibrababove the Allahu Akbar Pass, which [think, if attri-
buted to the end of the XIth cent. and beginning of the XIIth
cent., will not be too far from the correct date () Fig, 11). Tt

e 10 YIRS
Persian  Marble 'ﬂ‘:@ 5)«’«!5”?]

Tombshﬂed 533/ gm.: 1 o
0

(Wiet, Exp Pers.
' Pl IX) T

Fre. 11 o
Persia. Rock-
hewp * Mibrab
(XIth XIIth

cent.) Lt s

(Hersfald. loo. cit. !
O vig 59) , i
—_— - e 1Py

can be seen also in the Maristin Nuri at Damaskus, 549 H.
(1154)(?), (Fig.12). These well-evolved examples are too late to
suggest any relation with rhe mihrith in the Mosque ofylbn Tildn,

7% 0

Fi. 12 Fia. 13
Damaskus, Madstin Niri- Mosxue of Qairawan. Marhln
549 H. (115¢) Slab, Xth-IXth cent. >
(Herzfeld. loc. cit. Figs. 3 (Mareais, T Figa. 7. 38 F.)
and 48)

(9 Herzirnes Dianashusoy i Ar- 180N p.o2d Fisoa
") Loc, vt Fie 4
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Now il we turn to West Llim we find, an evolved
example (*) ( Fig, 13) carved on a marble slab to the eust of the
mirhrib of the tireat Mosque of Quirawiin, and bearin g inscriptions
which. according to Margais () appears to helong to the Aghlabid
period (Xth-X1I th cent, 2) ; other examples (Figs. 14, 15) are

Fia. 14 Fie. 13
Qala of Ban! Hammad, X—XI cent.
(Maveais, I, Fig. 80, A-B.)

found in the Qul'n of Bani Hamnmad (Xth-XIth cent.). The same -
feature can aleo be seen in the sketch of the minaret of $fax
drawn by Margais (*) and attributed by him to the Sanhaje period,
i, e. late X th cent. (‘).

The oldest dated example of this feature in Egypt is found
in the western minaret of the Mosque of al-Hakim (Fig. 16)
which bears resemblance to that of 8fax, as Prof. Creswell has
pointed out(‘). In addition to this, there are 'many other
features of Maghrib origin found in the Mosque of al-Hakim, ¢.7.
the monumental eatrance, the minarets at the two corners of
the entrance facade, the double and triple stems in the floral
ornament in the two minarets and the monumental entrance, the

() Mancars, Manuel, J. Fig. 36 E.

() Ihid, p. 134, fi.n. I,

") Op. cit., Fig. 81,

() CresweLt, MA. Eg T 102, points to the necessity of
aunfirming thi~ attribution,
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dome over the square in front of the Mihrab, etc... All these
feature makes one believe that the moulded hood was among
the many Maghrili features conveyed to Egypt with the

Fitimid invasion,

Fie. 16
Mosque of wl-Hékim
Western Miparet, 3931003
(Creswell, M.A.Eg., I
Pl 29, ¢)

Fre. 17
Mosque of Thn Tildn,
Eurty Fatimid Mihrib.

The moulded hood of our punel
looks, in fact, to be more elaborate
and advanced in evolution than that
in the western minaret of al-Hakim's
Mosque and can be considered parallel
to the hoods of the windows in the
octagonal drum under the dome of the
Mausoleum of as-Sayyeda Rugayya (1)
527 H. (1133), and, therefore, it is
difficult to think that such a deve-
loped moulding existed in the Tlinid,
or even in the lkhshidid period.

*
L

Anothet evidence for a Fifimid
attribution is supplied by the decorative
puuel vecupying the central field of the
mihrab and formed by the stews of the
Kific word, which can he read ** Allah ",
in spite of the lost parts (Fig 17). Such
aniden of forminga symmetrical decora~
tive motive out of a Kafic word, is only
known to have been practised by West
Lslumie artists, It is eurious to notice
that the preliminary steps are very few
and ehrondlogicnlly sporadic and that
thi~ practice heeane to he wildely used in
the medieval perind fu West Inli, but

U Censweny s M, Eun 1 Stiee,
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this ix most probnbly dueto lack of published material of archseolo-
gienl documents aml resenrches on West Llamic art.  The oldest
erial, | could find, was the word » Allah ™" (Fig. 18) contnined in &

Fui. 18
Qairdwan, Tombstone, $40/1040
(Margais, I, Fig. 934)

Fie. 19

(asha of Oudaia, End XIT th cent.
(Ricard, Fig, 403)

“ Basmalah " earved in a tombstone from Qairawan, dated 440 H.
(1018) (*). I Found the next example in the Qubo of Ouda.ia,
end of XIIth cent. A.D.(?).
This time the motive is com-
posed of two wods: *al-'Izza
Lillsh " (Fig.19), which means
“Glory to God ". Onother con-
tempomr) example comes from
the Mosque of Tazur, end of
XII th cent A.D.(*) (Fig. 20).
In the luter steps, the motive Fre. 20
is formed by one word or more Moayne of Tizur, End XII th cent.
placed on one side of u middle (Marais, 1, Fig. 283. C)

() Mancaws: I, Fig. 93/4.
(*) Ricasn: Pour Comprendre..., Fig. 408.
) Maxcais, Lo Fig, 233 ¢,



axia and sgain placed, reversed this time, on the other side
of the axis. The examples can be seen in the Mosque of
Sidi bel-Hasan, end of XI[Ith cent. A.D.('), and hbecame
very frequently used in the XIVth cent. A.D. in N. Afriea
and Spain, e.y. : in the Mosque, of AbE Madian, at Tlemcen (%),
739 H. (1334); Rabat, Shella, Tomb of Abu'l Hasan, middle
of XIVth cent. A.D.(*); Granada Alhambra, 2*¢ half of
XIVth cent.; Sevills, Aleazar, XIVth cent. A.D.(*) ete.

These examples leave little doubt
concerning the origin ‘and home of
this feature. West lslim. was the
place where it first appeared and
where it made its successive steps of
evolution, -

Thus, we sre tempted once more
to think that the Fatimid invasion
of Egypt was again responsible for
the appearance of this Maghribi
feature in the mihrab in the Mosque
of Ibn Taldn.

If we come now to the floral orna-
Mosque of Tbn Télin, fnent we notlce. an apparent ev'olumon
Early Fagimid Mipra, I the decoration of the capitals of

the two engaged columns carrying
the outer arch (PL 1I, und Fig. 21). We bave a good
opportunity for comparison with the many examples of capitals
from tke Mceque of Inb Tlin (Fig. 29) and the later capitals
() Manears, 11, Fig, 355.
() Tbid,, IL pp 489 . ; Hicanv, opy cit,, Fig 405,

¢y K{oyer: Muurische Kunst. P). 56,
(Y) Thid., P 45,
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Fie. 22
Mosque of Ibp Tilin,
(Creurwell, I, PL' 107, d)

in the Dair ss-Suriani (Fig. 23). One of
the chief characteristics of ‘Abbasid ornament
of Style “C” is the idea of crowding the
elements and to make them too close together

so that no back-ground s left in between. This
idea is not honestly followed iu the capitale of
our milrab. The ornament iy simplified to an. | .
elongated leaf with internal grooves distributed
palmette-wise, and triangular spaces between
the tops of the leaves occupied by two-lobed -Dier as-Surian,
ones. It is quite clear here that some evolution 9134,

(M. de Villard:
bas taken place and most probably hnppened “wadi on-Natriin
not in the Tildnid period, but in & later stage Pl II)
in the early Fatimid period.

»
*

Lustly we come to the campact floral ornament in the archi-
trave of the arch, iu the spandrels and in the vertical bands flanking
the columns. The ahove-mentioned characteristic of Style “C"
of SimurrR is «uite clear here, ciz. each element is placed so
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closely in coutact with the others so thut no background may be
visible between the elements. In spite of the apparent presence
of that characteristic in the mihrab, yet we notice that gnch of
the compact winged-leaves, forming the greater part of the
dlecorntion is, in fnct, a frame enclosing a split-jnlmette which
haxa convex section, while the space between itand the winged-leak
frame is concave (Fig. 24)
The coneave section of this
space makes it look as
if it were a wmodelled
background for the split
‘palmette, a feature not
".. knpwn in SAmarrd.

: Auother  characte-
Fro. 24 - rigtic of Style “C" is the

Mosque of Ibn Tdldn, - gxowth of ,one element
Bacly PFagimid Mihrsh . from a.nother, the connect-

ing stems are too short to be noticed. In our mijhrab the
leaves grow one from the other trne to STmarrd tradition, but the
stems are quite elongated and clearly visible.

To conclude the remarks about the floral decqrnti.e;n of the
mihrab, I admit that it has no parallel in Fiitimid stuceo-work,
yet it has a good one in the decoration carved on the wooden tie

heams of the arches carrying the centrnl dome in the Mosque
of al-Hikim ().

.
“« u
The evidence collected {rum the analysis of the mibrab in
ynestion can be summarised in two groups as follows: —

tu) Features that made their uppearance, or at least became
‘o be frequently used. since the early Fatimid period, and most

() Ukkswril:s MAAL EBe L DL b,
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probably introduced from other [slamic countries, mainly from
West Islam which was quite natural to happen with the Fitimid
invusion of Egypt.

b) Local features of Tilinid or more precisely of Simarra
origin that show un apparent transition stage of evolution.

Conclusion — In view of the evidence provided by alt
these fatures 1 am strongly temnpted to suggest the end of the
VIth cent. H. (Xth. cent. A.D.), as a more reasonable date for
that particular Miheih in the Mosque of Ibn Tillfin.

BIBLIOGRAPHY
Ceewsrer (K.A.C.): Early Muslim Architecture, Vol. I, Umayyad,
Oxford, 1932,

Vol, I, Umayyad Spain, Abbsid and Tilinid,
© Qxford, 1940.

Iden.. : Muslim Architecture of Egypt, Vol. I..Oxford,
1952,
Fuory (8.) : Die Ornumente der Hakim—und Ashur Mosches,

Heidelherg, 1912.

Idem. : Sumarra und die Ornamentik der Moschee des
Iba Tiltn. (Der Tslam, IV 8 Textabb., I Taf.,
ph. 421-432, Berlin, 1913).

HenzerLp (B.) and Sanug (F.): Aacheologische Heise in Euphrate—
und Tigris Gebiet, 4 vols.. Berlin, 1911-20.

Hanzrero (1) : Dumuscus, Studies in Architecture, I. (Ars Lila~
mica, vol. 1N, pp. 1-33, Figs. 78.). Ann Arbor
1942,

Ktu~e, (K.) : Maurische Kunst. Berlin, 1924,

MaHuTD ‘ARKE-H : Al-Gami ll.[.-']:l’ll\‘llli (the TGltnid Mosue, in
Arahic) Uniro, 1927,

Manoas () . Manuel I'Art Musulimun, L'Architecture. 2 vals.
Puris 19246,

Ricann (P ; Pour Comprendre Liurt Muosulmun. Puris, 1921



