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ABSTRACT 

Name: Al i al-Oraib i 

Tit le: Derivatio n i n Usui  al-Fiqh 

Department: Institut e o f Islami c Studie s 

Degree Sought : Maste r o f Art s . 

This i s a n attempt t o investigat e th e linguisti c questio n o f 

derivation i n usul  ahfiqh  (lega l theory) . Bein g treate d i n variou s 

l inguistic disciplines , especiall y grammar , th e subjec t matte r i s 

studied i n ligh t o f thes e discipline s i n orde r t o expoun d th e 

unique contributio n o f usulists  t o it . Th e presen t stud y explore s 

the chronologica l evolutio n o f th e subjec t an d present s 

"derivation" a s one example o f th e methodolog y applie d by 

usulists t o linguisti c issues . 

This thesi s conclude s tha t derivatio n wa s introduce d i n usul 

ahfiqh i n orde r t o addres s a  theological proble m relate d t o 

divine attributes . Hence , insofa r a s str ic t lega l methodolog y i s 

concerned, derivatio n represent s a n extraneous issu e i n SunnT 

usul ahfiqh  a s i t bear s n o juridical consequence s pertainin g t o 

positive law . O n the othe r hand , derivation i s considere d a n 

integral par t o f Shî T usul  ahfiqh  sinc e th e subjec t i s intimatel y 

related t o positiv e lega l questions . 



RESUME 

Norn: Al i al-Oraib i 

Titre: L a Derivation dan s usul  ahfiqh 

Departement: Insti tu t de s Etudes Islamique s 

DiDlome: M . A. 

Le present essa i s e veut l e f ru i t d'un e recherche su r l a 

derivation: questio n linguistiqu e mis e e n rapport ave c l e domain e 

suivant: usul  ahfiqh  (theori e legale) . L e sujet, t rai t e dan s 

differentes disciplines , specialemen t l a grammaire , es t etudi e a  la 

lumiere d e ces discipline s afi n d'extrair e l a contributio n 

particuliere qu " y on t apporte e le s usulistes. Notr e etud e retrac e 

done revolutio n chronologiqu e d u sujet e t present e l a "derivation " 

comme u n exemple d e la methodologi e mis e e n practique pa r le s 

usulistes e n matieres linguistiques . 

Cette thes e conclu t qu e l a derivatio n a  ete introduit e dan s 

Yusul ahfiqh  afi n d e pouvoir aborde r u n probleme theologiqu e reli e 

aux attr ibut s divins . Pa r consequent , pou r autan t qu e l a 

methodologie legal e str ict e soi t concernee , l a derivatio n rest e u n 

element extern e d e Yusul  ahfiqh  Sunn! , parc e qu'ell e n' a pas de 

consequences juridique s su r l a lo i positive . D'autre part , l a 

derivation constitu e un e partie integral e d e 1 ' usul  ahfiqh  ShT cT, l e 

sujet etan t intimemen t reli e au x questions legale s positives . 
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ẑ 

r 

r 

z 

zh 

s 

sh 

Arabic Persia n Turkis h Urd u 

j 

s 

d 

t 

l 
i 
<J> 

<J 

<l) 

i 

eh 
f 

<i 
k 

? 

z 

t 

eh 

k 

s 

z 

t 

5 
f 

k 

k 

S 

n 

s 

z 

t 

z 

f 

q 

k 

r 
0 

u 

<* 

J 

\S 

m 

n 

h 

w 

y 

m 

n 

h 

V 

y 

m 

n 

h 

V 

y 

zn 

n 

9 
h 

V 

y 

The ya 1 bearin g a  shadda i s transliterated a s «iyya» . 



TABLE O F CONTENT S 

Abstract 1 
Resum6 1 1 
Acknowledgements i l l 
Note o n Transliteratio n i v 
Table o f Content s v 

INTRODUCTION 1 

CHAPTER ONE : Derivation i n th e Linguisti c Discipline s an d Usui 
ahFiqh 5 

Grammar 5 
Usui ahFiqh  8 
The Relationshi p o f Ijtihad  an d the Languag e 1  1 
On the Natur e o f Derivatio n an d It s Type s 1 6 
Minor Derivatio n 2 3 
Major Derivatio n 2 6 
Superior Derivatio n 2 9 
Naht (Wor d Formation ) 3  1 

CHAPTER TWO : The Evolutio n o f Derivatio n an d the Origi n o f 
Derivatives 3 5 

The Introductio n o f Derivatio n int o Usui  ahFiqh  3 5 
The Conception o f Derivatio n i n Usui  ahFiqh  5 1 
The Origin o f Derivative s 5 4 
Ism ahMasdar  6 5 
The Letter s Commo n to Derviative s 7 4 

CHAPTER THREE:Th e Analytica l Approac h t o th e Derivative.8 3 
The Conception o f th e Derivativ e 8 3 
Analytical Aspect s o f th e Derivativ e 9 1 
The Grammatica l Aspec t 9 2 
The Rhetorica l Aspec t 10 2 
The Theologica l Aspec t 1  1 5 

CONCLUSION 12 0 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 12 3 



INTRODUCTION 

Having a s it s ultimat e objectiv e th e derivatio n o f lega l 

rulings fro m th e Qura n an d the Sunna , usul  ahfiqh  (lega l theory ) 

concerns i tsel f wi t h th e importan t tas k o f analyzin g th e 

l inguistic structur e o f thes e tw o primar y sources . Th e f i rs t ste p 

in an y undertakin g o f ijtihad  (lega l reasoning ) i s l inguisti c 

analysis whic h constitute s th e subjec t o f th e preliminar y 

chapters i n work s o f usul  ahfiqh.  Th e question o f derivatio n 

stands a s one o f th e fundamenta l linguisti c matter s whic h i s o f 

concern t o usulists.  I n classical Arabi c philolog y thre e type s o f 

derivation ar e distinguished ; the y ar e mino r derivatio n (ah 

ishtiqaq al-asghar),  majo r derivatio n (ahishtiqaq  ahkabJr)  an d 

superior derivatio n (ahishtiqaq  al-akbar).  O f thes e 

types,usulists ar e concerne d onl y wi t h mino r derivation . 

Although derivatio n i s deal t wi t h i n various disciplines , 

such a s grammar , morpholog y an d rhetoric, i t s treatmen t i n usul 

ahfiqh i s distinctive . Thi s i s becaus e usulists  focu s upo n th e 

significance o f th e semanti c aspec t o f th e derivative , whic h i s 

directly relate d t o thei r disciplinar y interest . However , despit e 

the importanc e o f th e subject , thu s fa r i t ha s received no 

attention i n eithe r th e secula r Middl e Easter n universit y o r th e 

West. 

It thu s seem s tha t n o one has wr i t ten abou t th e subjec t 

except Mustaf a Jama l al-DT n (b.1924) 1 an d Salih al-Zalim T 

Mustafa Jama l al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi  c ind al-  UsuliyyJn  (Baghdad : Dar a l -
RashYd, 1980) , 83-140 . 



(b.1926),2 wh o belon g t o th e lega l schoo l o f al-Najaf , wher e th e 

subject ha s recentl y flourished . However , thei r studie s ar e no t 

comprehensive, fo r al-Zalim T onl y deal s wi t h th e origi n (asl)  o f 

derivatives, a n aspect whic h receive s n o special attentio n excep t 

in th e moder n ShTC T school o f al-Najaf . O n the othe r hand , Jamal 

al-DTn pays n o attention t o th e rhetorica l an d theological aspect s 

of th e subjec t an d restr icts hi s stud y t o th e grammatica l feature . 

Generally, non e o f thes e scholar s examine s th e rational e beyon d 

the integratio n o f th e subjec t i n usul  ahfiqh,  i t s historica l 

evolution, i t s relatio n t o positiv e la w an d other pertinen t issues . 

In ligh t o f this , th e presen t stud y attempt s t o provid e a 

comprehensive expositio n o f th e subject . I t als o endeavor s t o 

trace th e influenc e o f othe r disciplines , suc h as grammar , 

rhetoric, logic , an d philosophy o n the subject . Sinc e gramma r i s 

one o f th e majo r field s o f derivation , wheneve r possibl e th e 

views o f grammarian s an d usulists  ar e take n int o consideration . 

Such a comparative stud y demonstrate s th e interdependenc e 

between th e tw o an d guides u s to a n assessment o f th e scholarl y 

contribution o f usulists  t o th e subjec t i n general . I n short , thi s 

thesis point s ou t th e lin k betwee n usul  ahfiqh  an d relate d 

subjects, especiall y grammar . 

Furthermore, a s par t o f th e linguisti c expositio n wi t h 

which th e usulists  deal , derivation i s studie d her e a s an exampl e 

which shed s ligh t upo n the methodologica l philosoph y o f usulists 

2Salih al-ZalimT , "Al-As l al-Naza n a w al-TarTkh T lil-Mushtaqqa t wal-Af cal," 
Majaflat Kulliyyat  ah  Fiqh  (Najaf : Matbacat al-Adab , 1979) , 1:473:491 . 



in treatin g linguisti c issues . This philosoph y i s uniqu e an d 

deserves a  thorough study : thi s thesi s shoul d b e considered a s a 

preliminary ste p toward s tha t end . However , th e methodolog y 

concerning thi s particula r issue , i.e. , derivation , i s highlighte d 

here. 

This thesi s draw s upo n various source s relativ e t o usul  ah 

fiqh i n i t s treatmen t o f th e subjec t matter . Supplementar y 

references fro m field s relate d t o grammar , morphology , theology , 

rhetoric an d the lik e hav e als o bee n employed. 

The thesi s consist s o f thre e chapters , th e f i rs t o f whic h 

outlines th e concept s o f gramma r an d usul  ahfiqh  an d provide s 

an overview o f th e interrelatio n betwee n th e two . Particula r 

attention i s pai d t o th e variou s type s o f derivation , eac h o f whic h 

is investigate d i n ligh t o f i t s importanc e t o th e Arabi c languag e 

and i t s relatio n t o usul  ahfiqh.  Th e second chapte r focuse s o n 

the historica l evolutio n o f derivatio n i n usul  ahfiqh,  layin g 

particular emphasi s o n the historica l an d intellectua l 

circumstances unde r whic h derivatio n wa s incorporate d int o usul 

ahfiqh. I t als o investigate s th e concep t o f derivatio n peculia r t o 

usulists. A  major par t o f thi s chapte r i s devote d t o th e questio n 

of th e identif icatio n o f th e origi n o f derivatives . Thi s topi c w i l l 

be treated an d analyzed historicall y an d comparatively, beginnin g 

wi th i t s genesi s dow n t o it s treatmen t i n th e moder n schools . 

The thir d chapte r discusse s whethe r th e usulistic^  concep t o f 

3 ln thi s thesis , the word "usulist"  i s employe d to indicat e a  scholar o f usul  al-
fiqh whil e "usulistic  "  i s use d a s a n adjective. Thi s usag e i s i n accordanc e 
with th e English molds linguist-linguistic , artist , artistic.. . etc . 



the derivativ e retain s i t s l inguisti c identit y o r gain s a  novel 

identity whic h serve s i t s ow n disciplinar y interest . Mos t o f thi s 

chapter i s dedicate d t o th e analyse s o f th e derivativ e an d it s 

objectives. Ther e ar e thre e analytica l dimensions , namely , 

grammatical (whic h discusse s whethe r th e derivativ e i s simpl e 

or compound) , rhetorica l (whic h treat s th e issu e o f whethe r th e 

various usage s o f th e derivativ e ar e real , haqlql,  o r 

metaphorical) an d f inally theologica l (whic h treat s o f th e divin e 

attributes). 



CHAPTER ON E 

DERIVATION I N TH E LINGUISTI C DISCIPLINE S AN D USUL 
AL-FIQH 

Derivation wa s studie d fair l y extensivel y a s early a s th e 

second/eighth centur y b y grammarians an d philologists, suc h as 

al-Mufaddal Ib n Salam a al-Dabb i (d . 168/784), Muhamma d Ib n 

Ahmad know n a s Qutrub (d.206/82 1 )and c Abd al-Mall k al-Bahil T 

known a s al-Asma cT (6.2  ] 6/831).] Th e vital rol e tha t derivatio n 

played i n th e mechanis m o f th e Arabi c languag e a s a  whole 

renders i t s stud y necessar y t o variou s disciplines , suc h as 

grammar, philology , morphology , rhetori c an d usul  ahfiqh.  I n th e 

latter, derivatio n i s studie d a s par t o f exposition s calle d 

l inguist ic premise s o r principle s (mabahith  ahalfaz  o r al-

mabadi' al-lughawiyya).  Althoug h derivatio n represent s a 

common denominato r i n thes e disciplines , eac h o f the m tackle s 

the issu e o f derivatio n fro m it s ow n perspective , i n a n effort t o 

achieve i t s ow n objectives . Sinc e gramma r i s th e mai n l inguisti c 

discipline dealin g wi t h derivation , w e shall , a s a  preliminar y 

step, identif y i t alon g wi t h usul  ahfiqh  investigatin g th e 

interrelations betwee n thes e tw o disciplines . 

Grammar 

Among Arab grammarian s ther e ar e tw o viewpoint s o n th e 

nature o f Arabi c grammatica l studies . Th e vast majorit y o f thes e 

1 Jalal al-DT n al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  ed . M. Bik, M . Ibrahim an d A . al-Bajjawi, 2 
vols., 3r d ed . (Cairo: Dar Ihya ' al-Kutu b al- cArabiyya, n.d.) , 1:351 . 



scholars emphasiz e parsin g word s withi n sentences . I n othe r 

words, the y emphasiz e vocalizatio n (l crab) b y investigatin g th e 

l i teral (lafzi)  influenc e o f word s o n each other . L i t t le , i f an y 

attention, i s pai d t o semantic s ,  the relatio n o f word s wi t h thei r 

respective part s o f speech , or t o syntax . Hence , Arabi c gramma r 

has bee n treated a s a  unique phenomeno n i n compariso n wi t h 

other grammar s whic h trea t man y element s includin g phonology , 

morphology, synta x an d semantic relation s withi n sentences . Ara b 

grammarians hav e l i teral l y divorce d semantic s an d syntax fro m 

their studies . Furthermore , som e o f the m cal l gramma r th e 

knowledge o f vocalizatio n ( cilm ahi crab).2 The y defin e gramma r 

as " a knowledg e whic h studie s th e ending s o f word s a s regard s 

bina' an d i crab."z Thi s tren d i n the stud y o f gramma r date s bac k 

to th e formativ e stage s o f gramma r whe n grammarian s focuse d 

their attentio n o n vocalization derivin g thei r incentiv e fro m th e 

dissemination o f solecis m amon g non-Arabs wh o embrace d Islam . 

The othe r tren d i n grammar i s no t l imite d t o th e spher e o f 

the vocalizatio n o f word-endings . Th e grammarians o f thi s tren d 

take int o consideratio n th e fac t tha t gramma r shoul d dea l wi t h 

syntax an d the resultan t meanin g o f speec h (semantics) . I n othe r 

words, thi s approac h migh t b e said t o b e multi-leveled: i t deal s 

w i th th e atomi c leve l (phonology) , the n th e molecula r leve l 

(morphology) an d f inally th e microsystem s (syntax ) an d 

2Muhammad C A1T al-TahanawT, Kashshaf  Istllahat  al-Funun,  ed . LutfT c Abd a l 
Badl'c (Cairo : Maktabat al-Nahda al-Misriyya, 1382/1963) , 23. 

3A1-Shanf al-Jurjanl , Kltab  al-Ta cnfat (Constantinople : n.p . 1300/1882) , 164. 
See also, cAbd Allah al-FakihT , Kitab Hudud  al-Nahw (Calcutta : n.p.,1946),1. 
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macrosystems (semantics) . Hence , the purpos e o f gramma r i s "t o 

prevent error s i n compositio n an d i n understanding thi s 

composition an d communicating i t . " 4 

Khalaf al-Ahma r (d . 180/796) ma y b e considere d a s a 

representative o f thi s trend 5 as he declares i n th e introductio n o f 

his boo k Muqaddima  fil-Nahw  6  tha t th e purpos e o f th e boo k i s t o 

establish rule s fo r wr i ters , speakers , poets an d orators . 

However, thi s statemen t doe s no t necessaril y mea n tha t h e i s 

supportive o f thi s tren d o f gramma r becaus e eve n the pur e stud y 

of vocalizatio n help s wr i ters , speaker s an d others. I n fact , a 

brief glanc e a t hi s boo k show s tha t h e i s i n suppor t o f th e f i rs t 

trend becaus e hi s boo k deal s exclusivel y wi t h vocalization . H e 

primari ly treat s preposition s whic h introduc e nominative , 

accusative, genitiv e an d quiescence. Generally , hi s approac h 

focuses o n inflectiona l gramma r insofa r a s vocalization i s 

concerned. 

There ar e som e grammarians wh o adop t th e comprehensiv e 

concept o f gramma r i n part , suc h as STbawayh and al-Zamakhsha n 

(d.538/1 143) . I n his boo k ahMufassal,  fo r instance , a l -

Zamakhshan an d his commentato r Ib n YacTsh (d.643/1245 ) 

present a  typical approac h t o th e comprehensiv e treatmen t o f 

some grammatica l issues , suc h as i n th e cas e o f th e particle s 

4Al-TahanawT, Kashshaf..., 23 . 

^Mustafa Jama l al-DTn , Al-Bahth al-Nahwi  c ind ahUsuliyyin  (Baghdad : Dar a l -
RashYd, 1980), 27. 

6Khalaf al-Ahmar , Muqaddima  fil-Nahw,  ed . I . D . Tanukh l (Damascus : n.p . 
1381/1961), 34. 
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«' v  J  ^ w ila" an d l, hatta".~> I t als o seem s tha t Ib n JinnT (d.392/1002) 8 

and the well-know n rhetoreticia n al-Sakkak T (d.626/1228 ) shar e 

the sam e attitud e t o grammar , althoug h lik e th e rhetoricians , 

they d o not presen t i t i n a n independent grammatica l framework . 

It i s noteworth y tha t usul  ahfiqh  i s concerne d wi t h thi s 

tendency o f grammar . I t focuse s o n the leve l o f semantics , whic h 

has thu s fa r bee n neglected b y grammarians , a s shal l b e shown i n 

the cours e o f thi s thesis . 

Usui ahfiah 

Apparently establishe d b y al-Shafi^T (d.204/820), 9 usul  ah 

fiqh i s a n indispensable domai n fo r ijtihad  (lega l reasoning) . I n 

factjjtihad draw s upo n many othe r disciplines , suc h as c ilm al-

rijal,]0 grammar , hadith  (tradit ion) , an d so on . Bu t usul  ahfiqh 

performs th e mos t vi ta l rol e i n ijtihad.  I t i s define d by 

Muhammad Baqi r al-Sad r (d . 1980) a s " a knowledg e o f commo n 

elements ( canasir mushtaraka)  use d i n inferrin g th e lega l 

ob l i ga t i on^ 0 / shar ci)."] ] 

7YacTsh ib n Ya cTsh, Sharh  al-Mufassal,  1 0 vols. (Cairo : Idara t al-Tiba ca a l -
MunTriyya, n.d.) 8:14-20 . 

8cUthman ib n JinnT, Al-Khasa'is,  3  vols. ed. M.A. al-Naj jar (Cairo : Dar al-Kutub 
al-Misriyya, 1374/1955) , 1:34 . 

^Joseph Schacht , An  Introduction  to  Islamic  Law  (London : Oxford Universit y 
Press, 1964), 48. 

1 0 l t i s als o calle d al-Jarh  wal-  ta cdil. I t deal s wit h biographie s o f peopl e 
who transmi t th e Sunn a i n orde r t o kno w th e rectitud e o f an y transmitte r o f a 
report o n the basi s o f whic h positive la w i s decided. 

1 J Muhammad Baqi r al-Sadr , Durus  fJ  c llm ahUsul,  4  vols . (Be1rut(?) : Da r a l -
Kitab'al-LubnanT an d Dar al-Kitab al-Misn , 1980) , 3:13. 



Usui ahfiqh  deal s wi t h th e base s o f Islami c law , suc h as 

the Quran , the Sunna , consensus, qiyas  (analogy ) an d certai n 

l inguistic principles . Thes e base s ar e th e commo n principle s 

which partak e i n inferrin g ruling s o f positiv e law . I n othe r 

words, usul  ahfiqh  provide s mujtahids  wi t h principle s o r 

strategies th e implementatio n o f whic h resul t i n lega l rulings . 

Hence, i t i s calle d "th e logi c o f positiv e law." 12 T o grasp th e 

nature o f wha t i s include d i n usul  ahfiqh,  on e should bea r i n 

mind tha t th e mujtahid  deal s wi t h tw o type s o f element s i n 

order t o establis h lega l rulings: 13 

1. Particula r element s whic h ar e relativ e t o a  certain issue , 

e.g. a prophetic repor t whic h establishe s a  certain punishmen t fo r 

an adulterer. I n order t o adop t thi s kin d o f punishment , th e 

mujtahid ha s to dea l wi t h elements , suc h as the rectitud e o f th e 

transmitter o f thi s report , whethe r o r no t thi s repor t wa s 

abrogated b y anothe r repor t o r th e Quran , the lexica l meanin g o f 

the report' s words , etc. . 

2. Common elements whic h participat e i n th e proces s o f 

establishing man y differen t ruling s i n positiv e law . Fo r example , 

whether o r no t th e isolate d repor t o r th e relianc e o n the apparen t 

meaning o f speec h ar e authoritative . Thes e element s d o no t 

pertain t o specifi c issue s i n positiv e law , suc h a s the punishmen t 

of fornication ; rather , the y ar e applicabl e t o man y cases , such as 

prayer, punishment , marriage , gi f t s an d so forth . Furthe r 

12|bid., 2:12. 

!3|bid., 2:1 1-12. 
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i l lustrat ion o f thi s poin t i s th e Qurani c vers e "  wa-tayammamu 

sacJdan tayyiba." 14 I n order t o deriv e a  ruling o f positiv e la w 

from thi s verse , th e mujtahid  woul d dra w th e followin g 

syllogism: 

The meaning of "sa cld" a s dust o r sand is apparent . 

Every apparen t meanin g is authoritativ e 

The meaning of "  sacld" a s dust o r sand is authoritative . 

Evidently, th e lexica l matter , i.e . the meanin g ofsacld? i n 

this example , pertain s t o a  particular cas e which i s tayammum 

(using san d instea d o f wate r fo r ablution) . I n contrast, th e majo r 

premise concernin g th e authoritativenes s o f th e apparen t meanin g 

represents a n usulistic  rule , whic h i s applicabl e t o man y 

analogous cases . 

The f i r s t typ e o f elemen t mus t b e investigated b y th e 

mujtahid himsel f sinc e i t i s a  special issu e relate d t o a 

particular incident . However , th e secon d type o f elemen t i s 

regulated i n usul  ahfiqh  becaus e th e commo n denominato r amon g 

them make s i t eas y fo r it s integratio n an d application i n a  given 

discipline.15 

!4Qur'an3:43. 

1 5 l t i s importan t t o mentio n her e tha t _there are , theoreticall y speaking , 
usulists wh o lay down the principles o f usul  ahfiqh; an d mujtahids, wh o apply 
these principle s i n thei r inference s whic h ai m a t establishin g ruling s o f 
positive law . However , i n practice , thi s distinctio n cease s t o exis t betwee n 
them becaus e ever y mujtahid  i s a n usulist  an d almos t ever y usulist  i s a 
mujtahid. Fo r thi s reason , these tw o term s ar e use d interchangeably b y some 
writers an d occasionally wi l l b e used i n this manne r throughou t thi s thesis . 



The Relationshi p Betwee n Ijtihad  an d the Languag e 

Dealing wi t h th e Qur'a n and the Sunna , the mujtahid  i s 

required t o hav e a  good command o f th e Arabi c language . H e 

should b e versed i n the languag e i n orde r t o b e aware o f subtl e 

differences whic h ma y chang e th e meanin g entirely . Fo r instance , 

if someon e says : "/ / fulanin  c indi mi'atun  ghayru  dirham,"  on e 

would b e admitting tha t h e owes someon e 10 0 dirhams.  However , 

if h e says u  lahu c indi mi'atun  ghayra  dirham"  h e i s admittin g 

that h e owes tha t perso n 99 dirhams,  fo r "ghayru"  i n th e f i rs t 

statement indicate s a n adjective whic h doe s no t affec t th e 

previous noun ; while "ghayra"  indicate s a n exception, so that i t 

excludes wha t fol low s i t fro m wha t precede s it. 16 Anothe r 

i l lustrat ion fro m th e Sunn a 1 7 i s th e propheti c repor t whic h Sunn ! 

muslims rea d a s l, nahnu ma cashira al-anbiya'i  la  nuwarrithu  ma 

tarakna sadaqatun"  [We , the prophets , d o not leav e an 

inheritance. Whateve r w e leav e behin d i s endowment] . However , 

ShTcT muslims rea d th e las t wor d i n the repor t a s sadaqatan  no t 

sadaqatun renderin g th e meanin g [We , the prophets , d o not leav e 

as a n inheritance wha t w e leav e a s an endowment]. A s a  result , 

Sunn! muslims tak e i t t o mea n that prophet s ar e no t allowe d t o 

leave anythin g a s inheritance , bu t th e ShT cTs claim the y ar e 

allowed t o d o so. Thi s diversit y refer s t o th e vocalizatio n o f th e 

!6YacIsh ib n AbT YacTsh, Sharh al-Mufassal, 1:11 . 

l?Nadiya S . al- cUman, Ahljtihad  fil-l_slam  (Beirut : Mu'assasa t al-Risala , 
1401/1981), 90 . Se e also, Muhammad Baqi r al-Sadr , Fadak  fil-Tarlkh, 2nd . ed. 
(Najaf: al-MatbaCa al-Haydariyya, 1389/1970) , 131-132. 
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last wor d i n th e repor t whethe r i t i s "ma  tarakna  sadaqatun,"  th e 

f i r s t view , o r u  sadaqatan," th e secon d view. 18 

Therefore, mujtahids  ar e require d t o b e knowledgeable i n 

the language , bu t t o wha t extent ? T o answer thi s question , one 

must bea r i n min d tha t th e mujtahid  deal s wi t h th e languag e o n 

two levels . First , h e treats th e languag e i n genera l b y studyin g 

the aspect s whic h provid e hi m wi t h a  thorough understandin g o f 

the languag e i n whic h th e fundamenta l source s o f law , th e Qura n 

and the Sunna , were revealed . On this level , disciplines , suc h as 

grammar, morpholog y an d rhetoric, ar e o f vita l importanc e t o th e 

mujtahid. Second , the mujtahid  deal s extensivel y wi t h specifi c 

l inguistic issue s investigate d i n usul  ahfiqh.  However , wi t h 

regard t o th e languag e i n general , the f i rs t level , jur ist s offe r 

two answer s t o th e previou s question . 

The f i r s t answe r i s provide d b y Ab u Isha q al-Shatib T 

(d.790/1 388). H e demands tha t th e mujtahid  i n sharl  c a mus t 

also b e a  mujtahid i n Arabic . H e explicit ly state s hi s vie w b y 

saying tha t th e mujtahid  "mus t reac h th e leve l o f th e master s o f 

the Arabi c language , suc h as al-Khall l , STbawayh , al-Akhfash, a l -

JarmT, al-Mazim an d others lik e them." 19 

18This disput e date s bac k t o a  historical even t concernin g th e tw o piece s o f 
land whic h th e Prophe t Muhamma d owned . Th e f i rs t caliph , Ab u Bakr , an d hi s 
supporters claime d tha t thes e land s belong to the community , whil e Fatima , the 
Prophet's daughter , claime d the m t o belon g to he r b y inheritance , accordin g t o 
the genera l principl e o f inheritanc e i n the sharl ca.. 

19Abu Isha q al-ShatibT , AhMuwafaqatJl  Usui  ahSharl ca, ed . cAbd Alla h 
Darraz, 4  vols. (Cairo: al-MatbaCa al-Rahmaniyya , n.d.) , 4: 1 15. 
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The secon d answe r i s provide d b y the vas t majorit y o f 

ju r is ts , suc h a s al-GhazalT (d.505 / 1111 ),20 al-Amid T (d . 

63 1 / 1  233),2i al-Subk T (d.7 7 1 / 1  370),22 and most ShF T 

mujtahids.2^ The y deman d that th e mujtahid  mus t obtai n a  good 

command o f th e languag e t o enabl e hi m t o understan d th e Arabi c 

speech an d the custo m o f i t s use , as al-GhazalT point s out . 

Accordingly, th e mujtahid  nee d not b e versed a s al-KhalT l o r 

STbawayh. 

As i t ha s been noted previously , jur ist s hav e give n muc h 

attention t o th e languag e becaus e o f th e vi ta l rol e i t play s i n th e 

scope o f lega l reasoning . However , tha t attentio n i s 

overshadowed b y th e attentio n give n t o somelinguisti c matter s 

which ar e deal t wi t h i n usul  ahfiqh  withi n th e expositio n o f th e 

l inguistic premise s o r principles . Thes e matter s hav e been 

originally investigate d t o a n extent tha t Ara b linguist s hav e no t 

reached. I n fact , a s Weiss point s out , th e preoccupatio n wi t h 

l inguistic matter s i s greate r i n the cas e o f th e Islami c lega l 

tradit ion tha n i n mos t othe r lega l traditions , includin g thos e i n 

20Abu Hamid al-GhazalT, Al-Mustasfa,  2  vols., 2nd ed. (Baghdad: Matbacat a l -
Muthanna, 1970) , 2:352. 

2 1Sayf al-DT n al-AmidT , Ahlhkam  fi  Usui  al-Ahkam,  4  vols . (Cairo : Da r a l 
HadTth, n.d.), 4:220. 

22-paj al-DT n al-SubkT, Jam0 al-Jawamf,  2  vols. (Cairo : Matbacat Da r Ihya ' a l -
Kutub al- cArabiyya, n.d.) , 2:383. 

23Muhammad al-ShTrazT , AhWusul  ila  Kifayat  al-Usul,  5  vols. (Najaf : Matba cat 
al-Adab, n.d.) , 5:335 . 
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the West.2 4 usulists  hav e introduce d som e linguisti c concepts , 

such a s mafhum  ahmukhalafa,  whic h d o no t eve n exis t i n any 

l inguistic disciplines . Thi s preoccupatio n wi t h th e languag e i s 

due to th e fac t tha t th e mujtahid  i n sharVa  mus t b e a  mujtahid 

in thes e matters , whic h ar e considere d a n integra l par t o f usul 

ahfiqh. 

Why ar e onl y thos e particula r matter s include d i n usul  ah 

fiqh ?  Some scholars , suc h as Weiss, seem t o gras p th e 

relationship betwee n thos e matter s an d usul  ahfiqh  i n ligh t o f 

the indispensabilit y o f th e languag e t o shan ca.25 Bu t tha t doe s 

not solv e th e questio n becaus e no t onl y thes e matter s bu t 

language a s a  whole i s o f grea t importanc e t o shan ca. Muhamma d 

T. al-HakTm declare s tha t thos e linguisti c matter s ar e no t par t o f 

usul ahfiqh.  The y ar e include d i n thi s disciplin e becaus e the y ar e 

related t o th e mean s o f establishin g Islami c law , an d have no t 

received adequat e attentio n i n thei r ow n scholarl y fields.2 6 A l -

HakTm's disciple , Mustafa Jama l al-DT n (b . 1924) hold s th e sam e 

view. H e believes tha t usulists  hav e include d thes e linguisti c 

24Bernard Weiss , "Language and Law: the Linguisti c Premise s o f Islami c Lega l 
Science," In  quest  of  an  Islamic  Humanism:  Arabic  and  Islamic  Studies  in 
Memory of  Mohamed  al-Nowaihi,  ed . Arnol d H . Gree n (Cairo : America n 
University, 1985) , 18. 

2 5 lb id. , 15-16 . 

26Muhammad T . al-HakTm , V A1-Wadc," al-Bahuth  wal-Muhadarat  (Baghdad : 
Matbacat al-Majma c al- clraqT al- cllmT, 1386/1966) , 345. 
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matters i n orde r t o investigat e thei r semanti c value s whic h 

grammarians neglect. 21 

However, th e moder n mujtahids  i n th e ShT cT school,2Q suc h 

as Ab u al-Qasi m al-Khu' T (b . 1317/1899 ) an d Muhammad Baqi r al -

Sadr, regar d thos e matter s a s an integra l par t o f usul  ahfiqh 

because the y resul t i n commo n principle s o r element s whic h ar e 

involved directl y i n th e lega l inference , jus t a s any usulistic 

principles. S t i l l , thi s vie w doe s no t squar e wi t h th e de  facto 

usulistic work s whic h includ e man y linguisti c issue s tha t d o no t 

result i n commo n principle s o r element s whic h participat e i n th e 

legal inference . Fo r instance , usulists  dea l wi t h issues , suc h as 

homonymy, synonymy o r th e creatio n o f languag e (wad c ahlugha), 

which ar e no t pertinen t t o th e lega l inference . However , al-Sadr , 

who adopt s thi s view , applie s i t t o hi s usulistic  work s wherei n 

he, consequently , rearrange s th e classificatio n o f th e linguisti c 

premises. Despit e th e change s h e introduces i n th e linguisti c 

premises, h e does no t dispens e wit h som e issue s whic h he 

otherewise deem s irrelevant , suc h as metaphor, homonym y an d so 

forth. 

It i s noteworth y tha t mos t linguisti c principle s deal t wi t h 

in usul  ahfiqh  ar e grammatical . Thes e principle s coul d be 

perceived o f a s representing a n usulistic  gramma r whic h chiefl y 

concerns i tsel f wi t h semantic s an d partly wi t h synta x bu t pay s 

27Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwl..,  53 . 

28Muhammad Al-Fayyad , Muhadarat  fJ  Usui ahFiqh, 5  vols. (Najaf : Matba cat a l 
Najaf," 1382/1962) , 1:13 . 
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no attention whatsoeve r t o vocalization . Usulists  depen d on 

intellectual speculatio n a s a  central basi s fo r thei r grammatica l 

methodology. Accordingly , they , unlik e grammarians , almos t 

neglect inductionO*st/qra 9 whic h i s vi ta l i n grammatica l 

studies. I n fact , th e philosophica l an d intellectua l metho d o f th e 

usulists make s thei r gramma r impenetrable . The y analyz e 

speech philosophicall y an d go into meticulou s detail . Thi s 

phenomenon w i l l becom e eviden t i n thei r discussio n o f whethe r 

the derivativ e i s simpl e o r compound. 

On the Natur e o f Derivatio n an d It s Type s 

Derivation i s considere d b y many wri ter s a s a  salien t 

feature o f th e logica l structur e o f Arabi c grammar . Thi s i s 

because derivatio n i s base d on qiyas  (analogy) , a  term whic h 

grammarians hav e used since th e formativ e stage s o f grammar . 

Ahmad AmTn , a  contemporary Egyptia n wri ter , maintain s tha t 

grammarians wer e influence d b y jur ists i n adoptin g qiyas,  th e 

method whic h flourishe d unde r it s mos t outstandin g 

representatives: Ab u CA1T al-FarisT an d his discipl e c Uthman Ib n 

JinnT.29 I n contrast , i t i s claime d tha t Ara b grammarian s 

preceded jur is t s i n implementin g suc h a  method.30 C . H. M . 

Versteegh seem s t o hav e aptly ascertaine d tha t th e origi n o f 

29Ahmad AmTn , Duha  ahlslam, 2  vols . 3r d ed . (Cairo: Matba cat al-Ta'lT f wa l 
Tarjama wal-Nashr,' l 371/1952), 2:281 . 

30Wael Hallaq , "The Developmen t o f Logica l Structur e i n Sunn i Lega l Theory, " 
Der Islam (64 ) 1987 , 44. 
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qiyas i n th e Arabi c science s i s t o b e found i n Arab contac t w i t h 

Hellenistic educatio n an d Greek cultur e i n Syri a an d Palestine. 31 

While searchin g fo r th e meanin g o f qiyas  i n grammar , on e i s 

overwhelmed b y th e diversit y o f th e interpretation s o f th e term . 

Many scholars , suc h a s Ahma d AmTn 32 an d Jaroslav Stetkevych, 33 

believe tha t qiyas  i n gramma r correspond s t o th e analogica l 

argument i n logic . Thi s conceptio n o f th e natur e o f qiyas  i s 

identical t o th e natur e o f juridica l qiyas.  Th e modern linguist , 

IbrahTm AnTs , concedes tha t th e ter m qiyas  mean t inductio n a t 

the formativ e stage s o f gramma r whe n grammarians investigate d 

the customar y usag e o f Arab s an d accordingly establishe d 

l inguistic rules . Late r on , from th e en d of th e thir d century , th e 

term qiyas  mean t th e implementatio n o f thos e rule s s o tha t on e 

could imitat e Arab s i n creatin g ne w vocabular y b y using th e sam e 

cr i ter ia tha t Arab s use d and for th e sam e purpose . 3 4 

However, thi s vie w seem s t o b e narrow sinc e i t doe s no t 

take int o accoun t th e vie w o f Kufa n grammarians . The y appl y 

qiyas withou t employin g induction ; as a  rule, qiyas  i s base d 

upon tha t whic h i s attribute d t o th e custo m o f th e Arab s eve n i f 

the custo m i s anomalous . I t i s sai d tha t th e Kufa n grammarian , 

31c.H.M. Versteegh , "Th e Origi n o f th e Ter m 'Qiyas ' i n Arabi c Grammar, " 
Journal of  Arabic  Linguistics  4  (1980), 14 . 

32AmTn, Duha..,  2:278-280. 

33j . stetkevych , The  Modern Arabic Literary  Language  (Chicago : Universit y o f 
Chicago Press , 1970) , 3. 

34lbrahTm AnTs , Mln  Asrar  al-Lugha,  5t h ed . (Cairo : Maktabat a l -Anj l u 
Misriyya, 1975) , 18-19. 
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al-Kisa?T, u yasma^u ahshadhdha  ahladhi  la  yajuzu  ilia  fih 

darurati fayaj caluhu aslan  wa  yaqisu  c alayh.35 I n his well-know n 

verse, h e says tha t gramma r i s qiyas: 

Innama al-nahw u qiyasu n yuttaba c 

wa bih T fT kull i c i lmin yuntafa c 

[Grammar i s nothin g bu t analog y t o b e 
drawn an d every scienc e benefit s fro m i t . ] 3 6 

This vers e ma y hav e prompte d Ib n al-AnbarT (d . 577/ 1  1  82) t o sa y 

that gramma r a s a  whole i s qiyas. 37 

In fact , i t migh t b e argued tha t qiyas  doe s no t mea n 

induction sinc e th e purpos e o f qiyas  wa s t o la y dow n rule s o f th e 

Arabic speech . Therefore , inductio n wa s take n a s a  logical basi s 

for th e configuratio n o f thes e rules . However , thi s argumen t 

becomes superfluou s whe n w e refe r t o th e Kufa n grammarian s 

who vir tual l y hav e n o regard fo r induction . 

It seem s tha t i n the formativ e stage s o f gramma r ther e i s 

an uncertainty regardin g th e analogica l natur e o f qiyas.  I n hi s 

exhaustive stud y abou t th e us e o f qiyas  i n th e wor k o f STbawayh , 

C.H.M. Versteeg h says : 
The meaning o f qiya s i n th e Kita b differs , 
however, slightly , bu t significantl y fro m 
its late r use . Th e genera l meanin g o f qiya s 
is ru le ' . Th e latte r meaning , a procedure 
by analogy , i n whic h tw o form s ar e 

35Translation o f th e quotatio n i s "h e hear s anomalou s speech , whic h i s no t 
permissible excep t i n the case of necessity , s o he considers i t a s a principle o n 
which he bases analogy." Al-SuyutT , Bughyat al-Wucat.., JJ6. 

3 6 lb id., 337 . 

37|bn al-AnbarT, Luma c ah Adilla,  Printe d with al-lghrab  fJJadal  ahl crab, ed . 
SacTd al-Afgham (Damascus : Matbacat al-Jami ca al-Suriyya , 1377/1957),95 . 
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compared an d judgments concernin g th e 
second for m ar e derive d fro m wha t w e 
know abou t th e f i rs t one , cannot appl y t o 
the qiyas , a s Sibawayhi38 use s it . 39 

Nevertheless, th e ter m qiyas  undoubtedl y mean s analog y i n 

the wr i t ing s o f Ib n al-AnbarT an d al-SuyutT (d.9 1 1/1505) o n usul 

ahnahw. Bot h Ib n al-AnbarT, i n hi s wor k Luma c al-Adilla  fi  Usui 

al-Nahw, an d al-SuyutT , i n hi s boo k ahlqtirah  fi  ^llm  Usui  al-

Nahw discus s qiyas  i n suc h a  way tha t i t i s analogou s t o th e 

discussion o f qiyas  i n usul  ahfiqh.  The y achiev e thi s en d throug h 

a careful manipulatio n o f th e technica l terminolog y whic h the y 

employ.40 I t seem s tha t thes e tw o book s ar e th e onl y extan t 

works whic h dea l wi t h th e technica l aspect s o f grammatica l 

qiyas, w i t h th e exceptio n o f al-Tdah  fi  c\lal  al-Nahw  o f Ab u a l -

Qasim al-Zajjaj T (d.337/949) . However , h e does no t dea l wi t h th e 

grammatical c ilal (causes ) vis-a-vi s qiyas.  4 1 S t i l l , whateve r 

3 8 l t seem s t o m e that i t i s incorrec t t o writ e STbaway h with a n " i " a t th e end 
as Versteeg h an d othe r do . Tha t i s becaus e th e " i " reresent s th e vowe l 
indicating genitiv e cas e in Arabic. Due to the fact tha t STbaway h is indeclinabl e 
and that th e " i " (kasra)  i s a n inherent par t o f th e noun , it i s possibl e tha t thi s 
gave ris e t o th e confusion . Nevertheless , eve n i n Arabic , th e " i " mus t b e 
omitted a t th e end of th e word according t o the rule tha t i n speech Arabs do not 
vocalize word s a t a  pause . Sinc e Englis h doe s no t hav e thi s syste m o f 
vocalization, an y singl e transliterate d wor d mus t no t b e vocalized a t th e las t 
letter unles s fo r a  special purpose . Fo r instanc e w e d o not transliterat e C A1T 
as cAliyyun, cAliyyan or cAliyyin. 

39CH.M. Versteegh , "The Origin o f th e Term 'Qiyas ' i n Arabic Grammar,"  23 . 

4 0 l bn al-AnbarT , Luma c al-Adilla...,  93-13 3 an d al-SuyutT, Ahlqtirah  fi  Cflm 
Usui al-Nahw,  2n d ed. (Hyderabad, n.p. 1359/1940), 38-69 . 

4 1 Abu al-Qasim al-ZajjajT , Al-Tdah  fi  c llal al-Nahw,  3rd . ed. ed. M . al-Mubarak 
(Beirut: Da r al-Naf a'is, 1  399/1 979), 64-66. 
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the natur e o f qiyas,  i t i s a n essential elemen t i n the theor y o f 

derivation. 

Derivation i s a  crucial elemen t i n th e Arabi c language . I t 

plays a  v i tal rol e i n th e formulatio n an d progression o f th e 

language. Fo r instance , b y applying th e theor y o f derivatio n t o 

create neologisms , Arab s wer e abl e t o mee t th e requirement s o f 

social changes , especiall y durin g th e Abbasi d perio d whic h wa s 

the mos t fer t i l e perio d o f derivationa l l i teratur e an d was th e 

point i n tim e whe n Islami c civi l izatio n reache d it s apogee. 42 

Terms relate d t o develope d o r assimilate d sciences , a s wel l a s 

names fo r ne w device s ha d to b e formulated i n accordanc e wi t h 

the spir i t o f Arabi c languag e an d this wa s achieve d primaril y 

through derivation . Furthermore , derivatio n contribute d b y 

enlarging th e dimension s o f th e languag e whic h enable d th e me n 

of letter s t o creat e o r adop t a  novel l iterar y production . 

This f lex ib i l i t y o f th e Arabi c languag e seem s t o hav e save d 

the languag e a t leas t a t tw o cr i t ica l junctures . First , whe n th e 

Islamic conquest s dominate d tw o inveterat e civi l izations , th e 

Byzantine an d the Persian , the conquerin g Arab s ha d to dea l wi t h 

the intellectua l an d social activit ie s o f thos e tw o civi l izations . 

Had i t no t bee n fo r th e f lex ib i l i t y o f th e language , Arabi c woul d 

have bee n dominated or , a t least , spoile d b y othe r language s 

which coul d accommodat e th e exigencie s o f everyda y l i fe . Th e 

second junctur e wa s th e movemen t o f modernizatio n o r 

Westernization whic h wa s inaugurate d i n th e secon d hal f o f th e 

42Fu'ad TarazT, Ahishtiqaq  (Beirut : Matba cat Da r al-Kutub , 1968) , 24-25 . 



nineteenth centur y an d flourished a t th e beginnin g o f thi s century . 

Even though thi s movemen t wa s associate d wi t h a  polit ica l 

domination o f th e Wes t ove r th e Ara b countries , Arabi c coul d 

accommodate th e Wester n civi l izatio n t o a  certain degree , 

without losin g i t s identity . I n fact, derivatio n an d Arabizatio n 

(tacrib) playe d a  decisive rol e i n th e confrontatio n o f thes e tw o 

challenges an d enriched th e linguisti c spher e wit h neologisms . 

Although th e viabi l i t y o f ta cnb i s disputable , i t ha s impose d 

i tsel f upo n the languag e sinc e th e pre-lslami c period . Mos t o f th e 

assimilated foreig n word s wer e coine d accordin g t o th e structur e 

of Arabi c words , suc h as dirham  ( a silve r coin) , using th e mol d 

of hijra c; o r dinar  ( a gold coin) , usin g th e mol d o f dibaj (pur e 

silk cloth) . 4 3 Sometimes , th e Arab s woul d leav e th e foreig n 

word a s i t is , withou t changin g it s structure , i f i t s letter s 

existed i n Arabic , suc h as Khurasan or kurkum  (turmeric). 44 Th e 

Arabs als o derive d som e mold s fro m assimilate d words , suc h as 

muhandis (engineer ) fro m ahhandasa  (engineering ) orzarqana  4 5 

4 3STbawayh, Al-Kitab,  2  vols . (Cairo : al-Matba ca al-Kubr a al-AmTriyya , 
1317/1899), 2:342 . 

4 4 i b id . 

4 5 Abu Mansu r al-JawalTqT , Al-Mu carrab min  al-Kalam  al-A cjami, e d Eduard . 
Sachau (Leipzig : n.p. 1897) , 145. 
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from al-zirqin  (zircon). 46 Accordin g t o som e scholars, 47 som e 

Arabicized word s ar e include d i n th e Qur'an , such as mishkat 

(niche), istabraq  (brocade) , qistas  (balance) , sijill  (record ) an d 

so forth. 4 8 Besid e derivatio n an d ta crib} al-muwallad 

(neologism) perform s a  crucial an d remarkable rol e i n th e growt h 

of th e language . Lik e derivation , muwallad  i s basicall y a 

restr icted t o Arabi c origins. 49 

However, whethe r o r no t th e natur e o f th e Arabi c languag e 

possesses merit s an d properties whic h protec t i t i n th e fac e o f 

challenges, ther e i s a  substantial facto r tha t sustain s i t a s well . 

This i s th e relationshi p betwee n th e languag e an d religion, i.e . 

Islam. Sinc e th e mai n source s o f th e religion , th e Qura n an d 

Sunna, are reveale d i n Arabic , thi s relationshi p cast s a  halo o f 

sanctity upo n the language . Hence , this "inviolabil ity" , derive d 

from th e connectio n betwee n languag e an d religion, has a 

significant rol e i n protectin g th e languag e fro m an y radica l 

46 lbid., 78 . 

47The existenc e o f foreig n word s i n the Qur'an is a  disputable issu e especiall y 
among Muslim philologists . L . Kop f suggest s tha t "th e word s i n questio n ar e 
foreign a s regards thei r 'origin' ; the y ar e arabl e wit h respec t t o th e fac t tha t 
they wer e use d or a t leas t understoo d by the Arabs o f Qur'ani c times. " Fo r thi s 
and furthe r informatio n se e L . Kopf , "Religiou s Influenc e o n Medieval Arabi c 
Philology," Studia  Islamica  (5 ) 1956.42-45 . 

4 8 S.D . al-Munajjid, Al-Mufassal  fil-Alfaz  al-Farisiyya  al-Mu carraba (Beirut : 
Dar al-Kita b al-JadTd , 1398/1978) , 83-87 . Se e also , M . al-Khid r Husayn , 
Dirasat fil- cArabiyya wa  Tarlkhiha,  2n d ed. CA1T R. al-TunisT (Damascus : A l -
Maktab al-lslam T an d Maktabat Da r al-Fath , 1380/1960),15 3 an d RashTd Nakhla 
al-YasucT, Ghara'ib  al-Lugha  ah cArabiyya, 2n d ed . (Beirut : al-Matba ca a l -
KathulTkiyya, 1960) , 169-285. 

49HilmT KhalT l Qasim , Ittijahat  al-Bahth  al-Lughawi  al-Hadith  fih cAlam ah 
cArab), 2  vols. (Beirut: Mu'assasat Nawfal , 1982) , 1:1 76-77. 
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change, such a s the proposa l o f wr i t in g Arabi c i n Lati n character s 

or i n i t s colloquia l form . 

Nevertheless, derivatio n stand s a s an importan t too l whic h 

helps th e languag e mee t th e changin g socia l exigencies . I t help s 

to introduc e neologism s int o th e languag e thu s contributin g t o it s 

growth. I n classica l Arabi c philology , thre e type s o f derivatio n 

are distinguished . Thes e types ar e mino r derivatio n (ahishtiqaq 

al-asghar), majo r derivatio n (ahishtiqaq  al-kabir)  an d superio r 

derivation (ahishtiqaq  al-akbar  oribdal).  A  modern author , c Abd 

Allah AmTn , adds acronymi c wor d formatio n (naht  )  a s a  fourt h 

type o f derivation . However , th e mos t importan t an d operativ e 

factor i s mino r derivation , which ha s been the subjec t o f th e 

foregoing discussio n an d i s th e foca l poin t i n usul  ahfiqh. 

Minor Derivatio n 

According t o al-Shan f al-Jurjan T (d . 816/1413), mino r 

derivation consist s o f "extractin g a n expression (lafz)  fro m 

another provide d tha t ther e i s a  correspondence betwee n the m i n 

meaning an d structure, bu t a  difference i n the mol d (sigha).  " 50 I n 

Arabic, ther e ar e tw o kind s o f words : derived an d non-derive d 

(jamid); derivatio n i s basicall y applicabl e t o derive d words . A n 

example o f mino r derivatio n i s th e simpl e declension , suc h as 

facala, yaf calu, fa cilun, maf culun, an d so forth . Th e majo r 

nominal derivative s are : active participles , passiv e participles , 

nouns o f t ime , noun s o f place , substantive o r quasi- inf init iv e 

nouns (ism  ahmasdar),  adjective s assimilate d t o th e participles , 

50F.H. TarazT, Ahishtiqaq,)?. 
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and the form s o f af cal o f preeminenc e (comparativ e an d 

superlative adjectives) . I n addition, inf ini t iv e noun s ar e als o 

regarded a s nomina l derivative s accordin g t o th e Kufa n school , 

which consider s th e verb a s the origi n o f derivation . Thi s 

structural approac h i s th e concer n o f th e morphologis t an d i s no t 

of an y interes t t o th e usulist. 

In fact , gramma r seem s t o b e the f i rs t l inguisti c disciplin e 

to dea l wi t h derivatio n becaus e th e scienc e o f morpholog y di d no t 

exist a t tha t time . Therefore , morphologica l an d pertinent issue s 

were treate d i n grammar . Then , Abu cUthman al-MazinT 

(d.247/861) distinguishe d i t a s a n independent scienc e i n hi s 

book Al-Tasrif,  th e f i rs t boo k o n morphology.51 Afte r th e secon d 

half o f th e second/eight h century , man y book s ha d been wr i t te n 

on derivation, whic h wa s apparentl y perceive d a s an independen t 

science b y tha t time . Ib n JinnT point s ou t tha t ther e i s a  close 

af f in i ty betwee n derivatio n an d morphology.52 However , 

derivation ha s become par t o f morpholog y i n th e moder n 

morphological books , such as Shadha  ahcArf fiFann  al-Sarf  o f 

Ahmad al-Hamalaw T ( 1 856- 1  9 3 2 ) ." 

Morphology i s no t th e onl y disciplin e tha t deal s wi t h 

derivation. Gramma r treat s derivatio n bu t onl y t o th e exten t tha t 

i t i s congruen t wi t h it s disciplinar y interests . Whil e morpholog y 

51 Ibn JinnT, Al-Munsif, 3  vols. ed. IbrahTm Mustafa an d cAbd Allah AmT n (Cairo: 
Matbacat Mustafa al-BabT , 1379/1960) , 3:288. 

52|bid., 3:278 . 

53Ahmad al-HamalawT, Shadha  al-cArf fi  Fann  al-Sarf,  16t h ed. (Cairo: Matbacat 
Mustafa al-B^bT, 1384 / 1965), 67-86. 
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deals w i t h th e structura l aspect s o f derivation , gramma r 

primari ly discusse s derivatio n wit h regar d t o th e functio n o f 

derivation i n vocalization. Philolog y deal s specificall y wi t h th e 

philosophy o f th e theor y o f derivation . Usui  ahfiqh  als o devote s 

attention t o derivation . Whil e focusin g upo n the semanti c aspect s 

of derivative s i t pay s sufficien t attentio n t o som e othe r aspect s 

of derivation , especiall y th e questio n o f th e origi n (asl)  o f 

derivatives, a s we shal l see . I n fact , som e othe r discipline s hav e 

minor interes t i n derivation , suc h as logi c an d rhetoric. I t i s 

noteworthy tha t althoug h derivatio n i s relate d t o divin e 

attr ibutes i n Islami c scholasti c theology , theologian s d o no t 

concern themselve s wi t h a n analytical stud y o f derivatio n i n 

their discipline . Rather , the y buil d thei r doctrine s primaril y o n 

the usulistic  discussion s o f th e subject . Thi s interrelatio n 

between usul  ahfiqh  an d theology w i l l b e outlined i n th e thir d 

chapter. 

Cognizant o f th e importanc e o f derivation , linguist s hav e 

devoted a  large numbe r o f book s fo r i t s study . A s fa r a s we know , 

the f i r s t boo k wa s wr i t te n b y al-Mufaddal Ib n Salama al-DabbT. 

The third/nint h an d fourth/tenth centurie s wer e th e mos t prol i f i c 

periods o f l i teratur e o f derivation . Mos t book s o n derivation wer e 

wr i t ten i n thi s perio d by , fo r example , Qutrub (d.206/821) , a l -

Asma^T (d.215/830) , al-Akhfas h al-Awsa t (d.215/830) , a l -Zaj ja j 

(d. 316/928) , Ib n Durayd (d.321/935) , Ib n Durustaway h 
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(d.347/959), al-Rumma m (d.384/994 ) an d many others. 54 Th e 

second prol i f i c perio d i s th e secon d hal f o f th e nineteent h centur y 

and thereafter. 55 Mos t book s ar e b y ShTq scholars wh o hav e bee n 

trained i n religiou s schools . Accordingly , w e assum e tha t thes e 

books dea l wi t h th e usulistic  poin t o f vie w regardin g derivatio n 

rather tha n fro m a  linguistic perspective . However , th e mos t 

well-received book s o f thi s perio d ar e ahishtiqaq  o f cAb d Alla h 

AmTn56and ahishtiqaq  wal-Ta^nb  o f cAb d al-Qadir a l -

MaghribT.57 

Major Derivatio n 

It seem s tha t som e scholars 58 confus e thi s typ e o f 

derivation wi t h metathesi s (linguisti c qalb).  Thi s confusio n 

seems t o b e due to th e clos e aff ini t y betwee n th e two . However , 

a comprehensive investigatio n o f th e primar y source s show s tha t 

54See al-SuyutT , Al-Muzhir,  1:351 ; CA1T ibn Yusuf al-QiftT , Inbah  al-Ruwat c ala 
Anbah al-Nuhat,  ed . Muhammad A . IbrahT m (Cairo : Matba cat Da r al-Kutu b al -
Misriyya, 1950) , 1:103,108,109,165,325 ; 2:295; 3:306, 251,144, 96; Ibn Durayd, 
Ahishtiqaq, ed . cAbd S.M . Harun.(Cairo : Matba cat al-Sunn a al-Muhammadiyya , 
1378/1958),28-29. 

55See Ib n Durayd, Ahishtiqaq,  30 ; KurkTs cAwwad, Al-Mabahith  al-Lughawiyya 
fj Mu'allafat  al- clraqiyyln al-Muhdathin,  (Baghdad : Matba cat al- cAnT, 
1385/1965), 22,27,48 ; Aqa Buzurk al-Tihram , Al-Dhan ca ila  Tasanif  al-Shi ca 
(Tehran(?): Chap Islamiyya, 1392/1972 ) 21:40-42 . 

56cAbd Allah AmTn . Al-lstiqaq  (Cairo : Lajnat al-Ta'lT f wal-Tarjam a wal-Nashr , 
1956). 

57cAbd al-Qadi r al-MaghribT , Ahishtiqaq  wahTa crib, 2n d ed. (Cairo: Matbacat 
Lajnat al-Ta'lT f wal-Tarjam a wal-Nashr , 1366/1947) . 

58Jaroslav Stetkevych , The  Modern  Arabic Literary  Language,  4 6 an d cAbd a l -
Qadir M. al-MaghribT, Ahishtiqaq wal-Ta crib, 2n d ed. (Cairo: Matbacat Lajna t a l -
Ta'lTf wal-Tarjam a wal-Nashr , 1366/1947) , 10-12 . 
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the tw o subject s ar e distinct . Al-Suyut T mention s tha t Ib n JinnT 

(d.392/ 1002 ) wa s th e f i rs t t o discus s majo r derivation 59 an d he 

mentions Ib n al-SikkT t (d.2447/859? ) a s the autho r o f a  book o n 

metathesis.60 Al-Suyut T als o mention s tha t Ib n Durustawayh (d . 

347/958) refute d th e theor y o f metathesi s i n a  book entit le d 

Ibtal al-Qalb  (Th e refutatio n o f metathesis). 61 Th e fac t tha t a l -

SuyutT distinguishe s th e tw o i s a  sufficient indicatio n o f th e 

difference betwee n th e tw o terms . I n other words , i f majo r 

derivation wa s a  synonym o f qalb, al-Suyut T woul d no t hav e 

declared tha t Ib n JinnT wa s th e f i rs t t o trea t majo r derivation . 

Consequently, metathesi s wa s know n befor e Ib n JinnT an d hi s 

master Ab u CA1T al-FarisT (d.377/987) , wh o inspired 62 Ib n JinnT t o 

adopt th e theor y o f majo r derivation . 

Qalb refer s t o th e chang e o f positio n o f th e roo t consonant s 

while retainin g th e origina l meaning . Fo r example , jabadha  i s a 

transmuted for m o f jadhaba  (t o draw , t o attract ) an d al-lajiz  i s 

a changed for m o f ahlazij  (viscous) . I n fact , qalb  i s deal t wi t h 

as majo r derivatio n b y som e scholars , suc h as J. Stetkevych an d 
cAbd al-Qadi r al-MaghribT , whil e medieva l scholars , suc h a s a l -

SuyutT, dea l wi t h i t unde r th e t i t l e o f qalb.  Eventhough , qalb  i s 

5^Al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  1:347 . 

6 0 l t i s debateabl e whethe r th e dat e o f hi s deat h i s 244 , 245 , o r 246 . Fo r a l 
SuyutT's mention o f Ib n al-Sikkit's boo k see Al-Muzhir, 1:476 . 

61|bid., 1:481. 

6 2 lbn JinnT, AhKhasa'is...,  2:133 . 



28 

not applicable , i t ca n rarely b e found i n colloquialisms , suc h as 

the chang e o f zawj  (spouse ) t o jawz. 

Major derivatio n i s th e theor y whic h wa s inaugurate d b y 

Abu CA1T al-FarisT an d developed b y his discipl e Ib n JinnT. Th e 

lat ter call s i t th e superio r derivatio n (ahishtiqaq  al-akbar)  bu t 

others cal l i t majo r derivatio n (ahishtiqaq  al-kabir).  Ib n JinnT 

says: " th i s subjec t wa s no t mentione d b y any o f ou r colleague s 

except tha t Ab u CA1T, may God bless him , took a n interest i n i t 

and resorted t o i t .. . nevertheless, h e did no t giv e i t a  name .. . This 

(task) o f givin g i t a  name was init iate d b y me myself."63 H e 

identif ies thi s typ e o f derivatio n a s taking a  t r i l i te ral ste m an d 

finding a  common meanin g fo r i t s si x mold s an d what coul d be 

derived fro m eac h o f them . However , " i f som e o f thes e mold s d o 

not coincid e wi t h tha t commo n meaning , they hav e t o b e trace d 

back t o thi s commo n meanin g b y professiona l skil lfulnes s an d 

interpretat ion."6 4 Fo r example , th e t r i -ste m (j-b-r)  ha s 

"strength an d hardness" a s a  common meanin g o r denominato r fo r 

all o f i t s molds , suc h as: 

1-jabartu ah cazma wal-faqira  mean s tha t I  have se t th e 

broken bon e t o b e strong an d redressed th e poo r t o strengthe n hi s 

financial condition . 

2-abjar i s a  man who ha s a  potbellied. 

3-Burj (pinnacle ) wa s give n thi s nam e because o f i t s 

strength. 

6 3 lbn JinnT, AhKhasa'is...,  2:133 . 

6 4 lb id. , 2:134 . 
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A-Rajab ( a holy mont h i n th e Muslim calendar ) wa s give n 

this nam e becaus e Arab s honore d i t b y prohibiting fightin g i n it . 

It ref lect s a  spiri tual strength. 65 

This typ e o f derivatio n give s th e Arabi c letter s a 

semantic significanc e an d a magical rol e i n constructing th e 

language. However , man y scholar s d o not believ e i n soun d 

symbolism an d attach n o importance t o thi s derivationa l 

dimension. Al-Suyut T says : " i t (majo r derivation ) i s no t 

authoritative i n th e language." 66 

Superior Derivatio n 

Until th e medieva l period , superior derivatio n wa s know n a s 

ibdal (substitution) ; namely , th e substitutio n o f som e letter s fo r 

others i n a  word wi t h th e retentio n o f th e origina l meaning . Thi s 

original meanin g ma y remai n th e sam e i n substituted word s o r 

there ma y b e nuances. I n fact , substitutio n i s a  subject whic h 

attracted attentio n a t th e startin g poin t o f th e linguisti c 

disciplines. Philologists , suc h as Ib n al-SikkTt an d Abu al-Tayyi b 

al-LughawT (d.351/962) , wrot e book s o n this subject . S t i l l , Ib n 

JinnT treat s i t unde r th e t i t l e o f tasaqub  al-alfaz  li  tasaqub 

macaniha (th e proximit y o f expression s accordin g t o th e 

proximity o f thei r meanings.) 67 Ib n Faris (d . 395/ 1  004) consider s 

6 5 lb id. , 2:135-136 . 

66Al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  1:347 . 

6 7 lb id. , 1:460 . Abu Isha q al-Zajjaj als o wrot e a n abridged boo k calle d Kitab  al-
Ibdal wal-Mu caqaba wal-Naza'ir.  I t wa s edite d b y c lzz al-DT n al-Tanukh T an d 
published in 1962 in Damascus by al-Majmac al- cllmT al- cArabT. 
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this phenomeno n o f substitutio n a s a  custom o f th e Arabs. 68 

Books whic h ar e dedicate d t o thi s subjec t ar e replet e wi t h 

examples o f thi s typ e o f derivation , suc h a s qahma  an d qahba 

(old woman), ^tala^thama (falter ) an d tala^dhama, 70 ba^thara  (t o 

scatter) baghtara, 7]mihdhar (loquacious ) mibdhar 72 o r huthala 

(dregs) an d husala. 7^ 

This phenomeno n i s du e either t o phonologica l development s 

as, perhaps , i n th e cas e o f Jibra'T l an d JibrTl,74 which faci l i tate s 

pronunciation, o r t o dialectica l variant s whic h Ab u al-Tayyi b 

suggested.75 Al-Asma cT relate s tha t "tw o me n have argued abou t 

the wor d 'falcon' : on e of the m pronounce d i t l saqr" an d the othe r 

prnounced i t l saqr\ S o they resorte d t o a  bedouin a s an arbitrato r 

who sai d ' I woul d sa y zaqr/" 76 Thi s accoun t indicate s tha t thos e 

variants ar e th e resul t o f difference s i n pronunciation amon g th e 

68Ahmad ib n Faris , Al-SahibJ,  ed . M . al-Shuwaym T (Beirut : Mu'assasa t A . 
Badrin, 1382/1963) , 203. ' 

6 9 lbn al-SikkTt , Kitab  ahlbdal,  ed . H.M.M.Sharaf (Cairo : al-Hay'a al- cAmma 11-
Shu'un al-Matabic al-AmTriyya , 1398/1978) , 71. 

70|bid.,108 

7 1 lb id., 112 . 

7 2 Abu al-Tayyi b al-LughawT , Kitab  ahlbdal,  ed . I . D . al-TanukhT . 2  vols . 
(Damascus: al-Majmac al- cllmT al- cArabT, 1379/1960) , 1:87 . 

7 3 lb id., 178 . 

74The nam e of th e ange l wh o communicated th e Divin e messag e t o Muhammad. 

75Al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  2:460 . 

7 6 lbid., 1:475 . 
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various dialects , a s Ib n Khalawayh (d.369/980 ) point s out. 77 

However, substitutio n i s no t measurabl e i n the languag e no r ca n 

i ts relatio n t o derivatio n b e confirmed.78 

Naht (Wor d F o r m a t i o n ^ 

Naht i s th e formatio n o f a  single ne w wor d ou t o f tw o o r 

more80 differen t words . Th e meaning o f th e newl y forme d wor d 

and o f thos e origina l word s remain s th e same . Naht  i s sai d t o 

have bee n practiced i n th e pre-lslami c period . Thi s practic e wa s 

mainly concerne d wit h names , such as cAbshamT related t o th e 

name c Abd Shams, cAbdarT to c Abd al-Dar, an d cAbqasT to c Abd a l -

Qays. Naht  wa s als o widel y practice d immediatel y afte r th e 

emergence o f Isla m withi n th e purvie w o f Islami c expression , 

such a s al-basmala  fro m bismi  Allah,  al-haylala  fro m la  ilaha 

ilia Allah,  o r al-hay cala fro m hayya  c ala ahsala  an d the like. 8 

Just a s th e forme d wor d (manhut)  ca n be a  noun, i t ca n als o b e a 

verb, suc h a s basmala  (t o sa y bismi  Allah),  hay cala an d the like . 

Furthermore, i t ca n be a particle, suc h as alia  (fro m an  + la), 8 2 

7 7 lb id. 

78TarazT, Ahishtiqaq,  345 . 

79The verb i s nahata  (t o chise l ou t o r sculpture) . 

80According t o som e definition s thos e origina l word s ar e restricte d t o onl y 
two words . However , tha t i s inaccurat e sinc e man y word s ar e forme d fro m 
sentences o r mor e tha n tw o words , suc h a s al-haylala  o r al-hay cala a s 
mentioned i n the text . 

81Al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  1:483-484 . 

8 2 l t seem s t o m e that wha t happene d here i s a  kind o f incorporatio n iidgham) 
not naht.  Tha t i s becaus e th e equiscen t nun  wa s incorporate d int o th e f i rs t 
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laysa (fro m la  +  aysa),  Ian  (fro m la  +  an) an d so forth . Thi s 

phenomenon o f naht  coul d b e attached t o tha t o f haplology , th e 

tendency t o shorte n words , whic h is , as 0. Jesperson suggests , a 

tendency o f al l languages. 83 

It seem s tha t Ib n Faris wa s a n important figur e i n 

expanding th e expositio n o f al-naht.  H e considers mos t word s 
* 

which consis t o f mor e tha n thre e word s t o b e formed (manhut). 
a 

For example , dibatr  (a n adjective fo r a  strong man ) i s forme d 

from dabata  (t o kee p somethin g wi t h prudence ) an d dabara  (t o 

be rotund) ; o r al-sildam  (a n adjective fo r a  strong hoof) , whic h i s 

formed fro m al-sald  an d al-sadm. 84 Thi s expansio n o f th e theor y 

of al-naht  wa s supporte d b y Ab u C A1T al-ZahTr al- cUmanT 

(d.598/1202) i n hi s bookTanbih  al-Bari^in  ^ala  al-Manhut  min 

Kalam ah cArab.Q^ Anothe r supporte r o f Ib n Faris's theor y i s a 

modern philologist , c Abd al-Qadir al-MaghribT. 86 

Some scholars , however , oppos e th e applicabilit y o f al-naht. 

The c lraqT philologis t Mustaf a Jawad i s o f th e opinio n tha t al-

naht i s rarel y use d i n Arabi c an d i t give s Arabi c word s incorrec t 

form. H e gives, a s an example, th e ter m al-nafsaji  o r al-

letter fro m th e secon d wor d accordin g t o th e principl e o f pronouncin g a n 
equiscent nun.  Thi s incorporatio n i n writ ing , however , was  develope d fro m 
that o f pronunciation . I n fact, I  would no t conside r wha t happene d in Allah  a s 
naht becaus e w e hav e al l letter s i n th e origina l word s an d not eve n a  singl e 
letter i s eliminate d i n the formed word. 

8 3 Otto Jesperson , Language,  its  Nature,  Development  and  Origin  (London : 
George Allen &  Unwin, LTD, 1969),330. 

84Ahmad ib n Faris , Al-Sahibi  fi  fiqh  al-Lugha,  271 . 

85Al-SuyutT, Al-Muzhir,  1:482 . 

86Al-MaghribT, Ahishtiqaq...,  15 . 
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nafsajismi, whic h ar e vague an d confusing i f on e wants t o conve y 

the meanin g o f th e Englis h ter m 'psychosomatic' . Hence , he 

seldom allow s i t s moder n usag e an d mentions tha t th e c lraqT 

linguist Anasta s Ma n al-Karmil T (1866-1947 ) share s th e sam e 

opinion.87 

It wa s c Abd Alla h AmT n who f i rs t attache d al-naht  t o 

derivation an d called i t "th e mos t superio r derivatio n "  (al-

ishtiqaq al-kubbar).  Som e modern phi lo logists 8 8 follo w hi m i n 

this, whil e others 89 oppos e i t becaus e al-naht  i s a  kind o f 

reduction i n speec h lik e haplolog y whil e derivatio n i s no t so . 

The introductio n o f moder n technica l terminolog y a t th e 

beginning o f thi s centur y rendere d th e applicatio n o f al-naht 

inevitable. Mos t term s whic h hav e been introduce d ar e relate d t o 

the sciences , suc h a s chemistry an d medicine. Fo r instance , 

among th e term s suggeste d i n chemistr y are : shibghira'  fo r semi -

glue, nazjana  o r ladraja  fo r derivin g hydrogen , fahma'iyyat  fo r 

water an d coal (hydrocarbon) . Som e o f th e term s suggeste d i n 

medicine are : salkala  fo r uprootin g th e kidney , sala cada fo r 

uprooting par t o f th e stomach , salma ca fo r uprootin g th e 

intestines, waj cada fo r pai n i n the stomach , wajma ca fo r pai n i n 

87Mustafa Jawad , Al-Mabahith  al-Lughawiyya  fil- clraq, (Matba cat Lajna t a l -
Bayan al-cArabT, 1955) , 85-86. 

8 8 c Abd al-Qadi r al-MaghribT , Ahishtiqaq,  13 . Se e also , Subh T al-Salih , Fiqh 
ahLugha, 277 . 

8 9F. TarazT , Ahishtiqaq,  363 . See also IbrahT m AnTs, Min Asrar al-Lugha,  86 . 
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the intestines, wajbada fo r pai n i n th e liver , qatrasa  fo r cuttin g 

off th e hea d o f a n embryo an d qatjara  fo r cuttin g o f th e larynx. 90 

In this chapter , w e hav e introduce d th e relationshi p 

between th e stud y o f gramma r an d usul  ahfiqh  an d noted tha t 

usulists focu s primaril y upo n semantics withi n th e grammatica l 

studies relate d t o usul  ahfiqh  whil e grammarian s accoun t 

primari ly fo r vocalization . I n addition, we hav e outline d 

throughout th e presen t chapter , th e concep t o f derivation , i t s 

nature an d various types . W e also note d tha t t o th e exclusio n o f 

the othe r type s o f derivation , mino r derivatio n i s th e foca l poin t 

of th e usulistic  studie s o f derivation . However , w e shal l se e i n 

the fol lowin g chapte r ho w derivatio n ha s been introduce d int o 

usul ahfiqh,  payin g particula r attentio n t o th e circumstance s 

and motivations o f suc h introduction . Th e preoccupation o f 

usulists w i t h semantic s w i l l b e evident i n thei r treatmen t o f 

the origi n (asl)  o f derivatives . 

90p.H.TarazT, Ahishtiqaq,  356-357 . 
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CHAPTER TW O 

THE EVOLUTIO N O F DERIVATIO N AN D TH E ORIGI N O F 
DERIVATIVES 

The Introductio n o f Derivatio n int o Usui  al-Fiah 

In the precedin g chapter , i t wa s demonstrate d tha t o f al l 

the type s o f derivation , usul  ahfiqh  treat s onl y mino r 

derivation. I t seem s tha t th e subjec t o f derivatio n entere d th e 

disicpline o f usul  ahfiqh  i n th e s ix th / twel f t h century . 

According t o th e extan t usulistic  sources , Fakh r al-DT n al-RazT 

(d. 606/1209 ) wa s th e f i rs t usulist  t o hav e introduce d th e 

subject o f derivatio n i n usul  ahfiqh.  Hi s work , al-Mahsul  whic h 

he completed i n 575/ 1 179 , contains a  developed discussio n o f th e 

subject.1 Earlie r usulistic  works , suc h as al-Burhan  o f Ima m a l -

Haramayn al-Juway m (d.478/ 1 085), Ihkam  al-Fusul  o f Ab u a l -

WalTd al-BajT (d.474 / 1081) an d al-Mustasfa  an d ahtlankhul  o f 

al-GhazalT (d.505 / 1 1  1  1 ) do not dea l wi t h suc h a  topic. However , 

w i th th e exceptio n o f th e work s o f al-GhazalT , thes e book s 

discuss a  topic whic h approximate s derivation , namel y linguisti c 

analogy or , a s i t i s occasionall y called , ishtiqaq. 2 A n example o f 

this poin t i s th e wor d sariq  (thief ) whic h i s derive d fro m th e 

action o f discretel y takin g th e posession s o f others . Th e questio n 

1 Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT, al-Mahsul,  ed . Taha J.F. al-cAlwam, 2  vols, i n 6  parts (al -
Riyad: Matabic al-Farazdaq , 1399/1979) , 325-344 . 

2lmam al-Haramay n al-JuwaynT,_/U-£ur/?an fi  usul  ahfiqh,  ed . cAbd al- cAzTm 
al-DTb, 2n d ed. , 2 vols . (Cairo : Da r al-Ansar , 1400/1979) , 1:172-73 . Se e als o 
Abu al-WalT d al-BajT , Ihkam  al-Fusul,  ed . cAbd al-MajTd TurkT (Beirut : Da r a l -
Gharb al-lslamT, 1986) , 298-301 . 
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that pose s i tsel f her e i s whethe r o r no t i t i s possibl e t o cal l a 

graverobber a  thief becaus e h e also unlawfull y appropriate s 

someone else' s property ? Anothe r exampl e i s th e wor d 

'adulterer" whic h i s applie d t o a  person who commit s a n 

unlawful sexua l intercourse . Usulists  disput e whethe r o r not , 

"adulterer", i s applicabl e t o a  homosexual wh o perform s th e sam e 

act. Thi s i s a  l inguistic analog y consistin g o f a n asl,  (adulterer) , 

far0, (homosexual) , an d a common cause (sexua l intercourse) . But , 

in term s o f usul  ahfiqh,  th e natur e o f thi s i s completel y 

different fro m th e derivatio n unde r investigatio n here. 3 

Accordingly, i t canno t b e assumed tha t th e discussio n o f 

derivation wa s develope d fro m tha t o f analog y i n th e language . I n 

fact, l inguisti c analog y wa s no t change d when th e subjec t o f 

derivation wa s introduced , nor di d an y usulist  trea t the m a s 

overlapping issue s i n hi s discussio n o f them . 

It i s noteworth y tha t al-Qad T Abu Yacla al-Farra ? 

(d.458/1065) make s a  passing remar k abou t derivative s whe n he 

discusses whethe r th e part s o f speec h fo r Arabi c word s ar e 

derivatives o r not . However , suc h a  subject canno t b e considere d 

a start ing poin t fo r introducin g derivatio n int o usul  ahfiqh, 

because th e tw o hav e nothin g i n common whatsoever . 

Furthermore, th e contex t i n which derivative s ar e treate d i n usul 

ahfiqh i s different . Whil e usulists  focu s o n the semanti c aspec t 

3|bid. 
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of derivatives , al-Farra ? focuse s o n the morphologica l aspec t o f 

which usulists  sho w n o concern.4 

However, ther e i s a  slight possibil it y tha t derivatio n ha d 

been introduce d int o usul  ahfiqh  befor e al-RazT . Thi s possibil it y 

arises o n account o f tw o reasons . Th e f i rs t reaso n i s tha t al-Raz T 

has a  fa ir ly thoroug h an d developed discussio n abou t th e subject , 

a fact whic h lead s u s to thin k tha t hi s coul d no t hav e bee n a 

pioneering attempt . Th e second reason i s th e historica l ga p 

between al-RazT' s al-Mahsul  an d the immediatel y precedin g 

usulistic wor k whic h i s availabl e t o us , namely, al-Ghazalr s ah 

Mustasfa. Betwee n thes e tw o usulists,  ther e wa s approximatel y 

a century durin g whic h th e subjec t migh t hav e been introduce d 

into th e disciplin e o f usul  ahfiqh.  Thi s proble m canno t b e solved 

unless usulistic  work s fro m thi s perio d becom e available . 

However, th e possibil it y o f th e subjec t bein g introduce d the n 

could b e excluded b y the fac t tha t ther e i s n o reference i n th e 

available work s t o an y usulist  dealin g wi t h th e subjec t matte r 

during thi s period . O n the othe r hand , the develope d discussio n o f 

derivation expounde d by al-RazT doe s no t invalidat e a t al l th e 

claim tha t h e was th e f i rs t t o dea l wi t h derivatio n i n usul  al-

fiqh becaus e h e did no t develo p thi s issu e i n a  vaccum; rather , h e 

culled divers e materia l fro m variou s disciplines , particularl y 

theology, gramma r an d rhetoric, an d systematized the m int o a 

ful l- f ledged exposition . 

4Abu Ya cla Muhamma d Ib n al-Husay n al-Farra' , Al- cUdda fi  Usui  al-Fiqh,  ed . 
Ahmad A. al-Mubarak, 3  vols. (Beirut : Mu'assasa t al-Risala , 1980) , 1:188 . 
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In theology, derivatio n i s o f vi ta l importanc e sinc e i t i s 

int imately relate d t o divin e attribute s whic h represent , afte r a l l , 

the backbon e o f theology . I t i s sai d tha t theolog y i s calle d kalam 

(speech) i n Arabi c becaus e th e f i rs t issu e t o hav e been discusse d 

was th e speec h o f God , since Go d tel ls u s that h e speaks an d 

describes th e Qur'an as kalam Allah  (speec h o f God). 5 However , 

derivation i s linke d wi t h divin e attribute s because , insofa r a s 

language i s concerned , divine attribute s ar e derivatives , suc h as , 
cAUm (Omniscient) , Basir  (All-seeing) , Sami c (All-hearing) , 

Wadud (Amicable ) an d so on. Therefore , n o comprehensiv e 

apprehension o f th e divin e attribute s coul d be reached withou t a 

thorough understandin g o f th e derivativ e itself , becaus e 

attr ibutes ar e ultimatel y derivatives . I n fact, thes e derive d 

attr ibutes pos e numerou s problemati c questions , suc h as whethe r 

they ar e distinc t from , o r identica l wi t h th e Divin e essence . Ar e 

they compoun d o r simple ? Tak e fo r example , God is Ominscient . 

Is "Omniscient 4' compoun d o f th e essenc e an d Omniscience, o r 

simple a s the Essenc e withou t additiona l substances ? I f i t i s 

compound, does thi s no t contradic t th e natur e o f Hi s bein g a  God, 

who ha s t o b e perceived a s simple? Doe s i t no t threate n th e 

Unity o f God ? Does i t no t entai l anthropomorphism ? Thes e an d 

other simila r questions 6 wer e deal t wi t h i n theology b y forme r 

^Muhammad FarT d WajdT , Da'irat  Ma carif al-Qarn  al- clshnn, 1 0 vols . (Cario : 
Matbacat Da'ira t Ma carif al-Qar n al- c lshnn, n.d.) , 8:173. 

6Ahmad al-BahadilT , "Sifa t Alla h f T cAqTdat al-Sifatiyya, " Majallat  Kulliyat  al 
Fiqh (Najaf : Matba cat al-Adab , 1979) , 1:149-1 56. Se e als o Marshal l G.S . 
Hodgson, The  Venture of  Islam,  3  vols. (Chicago: University o f Chicag o Press , 
1974), 1:439 . 
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theologians, suc h as Abu CM T al-Jubba' T (d.303/915 ) an d his so n 

Abu Hashim al-Jubba' i (d.321/933) , Ab u al-Hasan al-Ashcar T 

(d.330/941), al-Baqillan T (d.403/1013) , Ima m al-Haramay n a l -

JuwaynT, al-GhazalT , cAy n al-Qudat al-Hamada m (525/ 1 130 ) and 

others. A  rudimentary discussio n o f divin e attribute s seem s t o 

have starte d a s early a s the f irst/sevent h century . Ima m C A1T is 

reported t o hav e said : 

One should realiz e tha t ther e i s no 
difference betwee n Hi s perso n and His 
attributes, an d His attribute s soul d no t be 
differentiated o r distinguishe d fro m Hi s 
person. Whoeve r accept s Hi s attribute s t o 
be other tha n Hi s person , then h e actuall y 
forsakes th e ide a o f Unit y an d believes i n 
duality (H e and His attributes) . Suc h a 
person i n fac t believe s Hi m t o exis t i n 
parts.7 

Undoubtedly, th e divin e attribute s wer e no t discusse d i n 

light o f thei r relatio n t o th e concep t o f th e derivativ e a t leas t 

unti l th e en d of th e eight h century . A  close loo k a t theologica l 

works show s tha t eve n late r scholars , suc h as al-JuwaynT i n hi s 

books al-lrshad  an d Lumac al-Adilla,  di d no t concer n themselve s 

wi th formulatin g a  complete derivationa l theory . Rather , the y 

dealt wi t h som e point s whic h wer e practicall y applicabl e t o th e 

attributes. Furthermore , som e o f the m di d no t indulg e i n suc h an 

analysis o f derivatio n bu t base d thei r discusssio n o f th e subjec t 

matter primaril y upo n textual evidenc e or , a s i n the cas e o f a l -

GhazalT, on mysticism an d theodicy. Al-Ghazal T eve n claims tha t 

7lmam C A1T, Nahj al-Balagha,  Trans . Sye d M.A. Jafery, 2n d ed . (Karachi: Idea l 
Printers, 1971) , 102 . 
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such a  philosophical discussio n i s irrelevan t withi n th e purvie w 

of hi s book 8 which i s devote d t o divin e attributes . H e preferre d 

to spea k o f divin e "names " instea d o f "attributes, " perhap s i n 

order t o avoi d som e cr i t ica l question s whic h th e ter m "at t r ibute " 

entails. 

The subjec t o f divin e attribute s constitute s a n extremel y 

delicate proble m i n Islami c scholasti c theology . I t i s a  point o f 

disagreement betwee n Sunnis m an d Shic ism9 a s wel l a s among 

various group s withi n Sunnism . I t i s als o a  means o f determinin g 

whether on e i s a  disbeliever o r hereti c whe n holding a  non-

orthodox viewpoin t o n it.10 I t wa s o n the basi s o f divin e 

attr ibutes tha t majo r theologica l school s appeared , such as th e 

Sifatiyya, whic h predicate s attribute s upo n God, and the 

Mucattila, whic h denie s suc h attributes t o God. 1 ] Keepin g i n min d 

the importanc e o f th e divin e attribute s an d the fac t tha t th e 

theologians ha d not studie d th e theor y o f derivatio n thoroughl y 

and systematically , i t i s clea r tha t th e usulists  o f th e 

s ix th / twe l f th centur y too k th e init iat iv e t o attemp t t o construc t 

a theory alon g wi t h it s applicatio n t o th e divin e attributes . Bu t 

8Abu Hami d al-GhazalT , Al-Maqsad  al-Asna  fi  Sharh  Asma'  Allah  al-Husna 
(Cairo:*Matbacat HijazT , n.d.) , 102-3 . 

9 A l - c A l l ama al-HillT , Ihqaq  al-Haqq  (Cairo : Matba cat al-Sa cada, 1326/1908) , 
60. 

1° cAyn al-Quda t al-HamadanT , Zubdat  al-haqa'iq,  ed . cAfTf c Usayran (Tehran : 
Matbacat Jami cat Tahran , n.d.), 40 . 

l l c A b d al -Kan m al-ShahrastanT , Al-Milal  wal-Nihal,  ed.A . al-WakT l (Cairo : 
Mu'assasat al-HalabT , 1968) , 1:92 . 



41 

why wa s i t usul  ahfiqh  whic h undertoo k suc h a  task an d no t 

another discipline ? Thi s ca n be explained b y th e fac t tha t al l 

usulists ha d a scholarly interes t i n theolog y an d some o f the m 

were eve n professiona l theologians , suc h as Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT , 

who, i n al l likelihood , was th e f i rs t t o hav e introduce d 

'der ivat ion" int o usul  ahfiqh.  Moreover , th e natur e o f usul  al-

fiqh a s a  religious discipline , ha s more aff ini t y t o theolog y tha n 

other disciplines , suc h as grammar, rhetori c o r philosophy . 

Besides theology , gramma r i s anothe r disciplin e upo n whic h 

the theor y o f derivatio n i n usul  ahfiqh  i s based . I n fact , th e 

grammatical aspect s o f derivation , i.e . th e definitio n an d origi n 

of derivatives , i s no t significan t i n the usulistic  discussio n o f 

the subjec t althoug h usulists,  especiall y moder n ones , place a 

great dea l o f emphasi s upo n i t , a s we shal l see . Fo r example , th e 

origin o f derivatives , b e i t a  verb, verbal noun , or other , ha s 

obviously ha d no effect upo n the divin e attribute s o r upo n 

positive la w (fiqh).  I t i s noteworth y tha t grammarian s hav e no t 

been generall y influence d b y the theologica l aspec t o f derivative s 

as they discus s them, 12 sav e fo r Ib n YacTsh (d.643/ 1 245), wh o 

makes a  passing remar k abou t divin e attribute s withou t providin g 

a profound analysi s o f derivatives. 13 

12cAbd al-Qahi r al-JurjanT , Kitab  al-Muqtasad,  2  vols. , ed . Kazim Bah r al -
Marjan (Baghdad : Da r al-RashTd , 1982) , 1:505-531 . Se e als o Mahmu' d al 
ZamakhsharT, Al-Mufassal  (Cairo : Matba cat al-Taqaddum , 1323/1905) , 226 -
231. 

13yacTsh Ib n YacTsh, Sharh  al-Mufassal,  1 0 vols. (Cairo : Idara t al-Tiba ca al -
MunTriyya, n.d.), 6:68-80 . 
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Rhetoric wa s als o a  fer t i le sourc e fo r th e theor y o f 

derivation i n usul  ahfiqh.  Rhetorician s analyz e derivative s whe n 

they dea l w i t h restr ict in g (qasr)  a  subject b y use o f som e 

adjectives whic h ar e derivatives. 14 Suc h a discussion seeme d t o 

have develope d durin g th e s ix th / twel f t h centur y wi t h th e ris e o f 

pre-eminent rhetoricians , suc h as al-Zamakhshan (d.538/ 1 143) , 

RashTd al-DTn al-Watwa t (d . 573/1 177) , Abu al-Makarim a l -

MutarrizT (d.6 1 0/1 21 3), Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT an d al-SakkakT 

(d.626/1 228). Ther e wer e tw o school s o f rhetoric : th e l i tera l 

school an d the theologica l schoo l or , a s al-SuyutT characterize d 

them, "th e approac h o f Arab s an d eloquents an d the approac h o f 

non-Arabs an d philosophers."15 A  subtle treatmen t o f derivative s 

can, o f course , b e found i n th e theologica l school 16 whic h tend s t o 

base i t s conception s o n intellectual speculations . Amon g it s 

masters are : cAbd al-Qahir al-Jurja m (d.47 1 / 1078) , a l -

Zamakhshan, al-RazT an d al-SakkakT. Bein g a n active membe r o f 

this school , al-RazT mus t hav e employed hi s rhetorica l ski l l s i n 

usul ahfiqh.  I n short , rhetori c ha s a  close aff ini t y wi t h 

philosophy an d theology; thi s aff ini t y wa s furthe r reinforce d 

under al-Sakkak T an d al-QazwTnT (d.739/ 1 338). Th e impac t o f 

1 4 l t mus t b e noted that rhetorician s dea l wit h a  pure rhetorica l matte r calle d 
ishtiqaq bu t i t ha s no link whatsoeve r wit h ou r subjec t matter . Maytha m a l -
BahranT, Usui  al-Balagha,  ed . cAbd al-Qadi r Husay n (Qatar : Da r al-Thaqafa , 
1986), 48. 

15Ahmad Matlub , Al-QazwJm  wa-Sharh  al-Talkhls,  (Baghdad : Da r al-Tadamun , 
1967), 35. 

16Sacd al-DT n al-TaftazanT, Shuruh  al-Talkhis, 4  vols. (Cairo: Matbacat Bulaq , 
1318/1900), 2:169 . 
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these rhetorician s i s eviden t i n the expositio n o f derivatio n i n 

usul ahfiqh  wherei n usulists  considerabl y receiv e thei r view s 

regarding th e subjec t matter . 

Philosophy ha s also bee n a source fo r th e derivationa l 

theory althoug h i t wa s a  minor sourc e fo r derivatio n i n usul  al-

fiqh. Almos t al l usulists  discus s Ib n STna's (d.428/1037 ) 

viewpoint becaus e divin e attribute s constitut e a  subject whic h 

has bee n studied exhaustivel y i n philosophy. 17 Indeed , philosoph y 

has touche d ever y Islami c an d linguistic discipline , especiall y 

during th e c Abbasid period whe n books o f philosoph y an d othe r 

relevent science s hav e been translated int o Arabi c fro m Greek , 

Indian, Persia n an d Syriac.18 Philosoph y ha s permeated ever y 

single Islami c science , suc h as theology, usul  ahfiqh,  rhetoric , 

grammar an d morphology. I n the cas e o f grammar , fo r instance , 

philosophy ha d an influence upo n the earl y grammarian s o f Basra , 

where "th e influec e o f philosophi c doctrine s f i rs t appeared , and 

among i t s grammarian s wer e t o b e found man y Shi c ites an d 

Muctazil i tes, wh o readil y permitte d foreig n wisdo m t o influenc e 

their doctrina l teaching." 19 Regardin g ou r subjec t matter , th e 

17 ibn STna , Al-lsharat wal-Tanblhat,  wit h commentar y o f NasT r al-DTn al-TusT 
and Qutb al-DT n al-RazT . 3  vols . (Tehran : Matba cat al-Haydan , 1379/1959) , 
3:247-248, 311-317 . 

18Ahmad Matlub , Al-Balagha  c ind al-Sakkaki  (Baghdad : Matabi c al-Tadamun , 
1964), 102. Se e als o W . Montgomery Watt , The  Formative Period  of  Islamic 
Thought (Bristol : Western Printing Service s Ltd . 1973), 183-85 . 

19T.J. d e Boer , The  History of  Philosphy  in  Islam,  trans . Edwar d R . Jones 
(London: Lowe and Brydone printers Ltd. , 1933),33. 
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philosophical influenc e w i l l b e seen i n the discussio n o f 

derivatives i n the thir d chapter . 

On the basi s o f wha t w e have seen so far , i t i s mos t likel y 

that Fakh r al-DT n al-RazT wa s th e f i rs t usulist  t o hav e 

introduced th e issu e o f derivatio n int o usul  ahfiqh.  Hi s 

developed discussio n o f th e issu e is , i n fact , a n accumulation o f 

relevent element s fro m extraneou s disciplines , a s we hav e 

pointed out . I n addition, the fac t tha t al-Raz T himsel f i s a 

professional theologian , grammaria n an d rhetorician definitel y 

makes hi m rathe r famil ia r wit h th e derivationa l l i teratur e i n 

other disciplines . Thi s poin t furthe r support s th e argumen t tha t 

he inaugurate d derivatio n i n usul  ahfiqh.  Nevertheless , a t leas t a 

modicum o f reticenc e mus t b e preserved unti l usulistic 

manuscripts o f th e perio d betwee n al-Ghazal T an d al-RazT com e t o 

light. 

But th e questio n tha t pose s itsel f her e i s wh y ha s such an 

issue bee n introduced int o usul  ahfiqh?  I n the Sunn T schools, i t 

seems tha t ther e ar e tw o reason s fo r includin g derivation . The 

f i r s t i s linguistic . I t ca n be seen primarily i n the discussio n o f 

the definit io n an d origin o f derivative s wherei n th e usulists 

confine themselve s t o repeatin g th e argument s develope d by 

grammarians o f th e tw o riva l school s o f Basr a an d Kufa, a s w e 

shall soo n see . The secon d reason i s theological ; i t pertain s t o 

divine attribute s an d is , perhaps , the mos t importan t reaso n fo r 

the introductio n o f derivatio n int o Sunn T usul  ahfiqh.  Thi s issu e 

is a  focal poin t i n th e usulistic  discussio n o f derivation , i.e . 

derivatives whic h represen t divin e attribute s abou t whic h a 



45 

bi t ter disagreemen t arise s amon g theologians. However , 

whatever th e reaso n fo r it s introductio n int o usul  ahfiqh,  i t 

remains certai n tha t ther e wa s n o purely juridica l o r lega l 

motivation fo r it . 

In ShTcT usul  ahfiqh,  derivatio n ha s had a checkered history . 

Chronologically, i t entere d ShT̂ T usul ahfiqh  ove r a  century afte r 

i t ha d entered Sunn T usul  Al-cAllam a al-Hill T (d.726/1325 ) 
• • 

seems t o hav e bee n the f i rs t t o incorporat e i t i n hi s usulistic 

work, Tahdhib  al-Wusul.  Th e subjec t di d no t exis t i n th e 

preceding usulistic  works , suc h as c Uddat al-Usul  o f Shayk h a l -

Ta'ifa al-Tus T (d.459/ 1 067), al-DharFa  o f al-Shan f al-Murtada , 

known a s cAlam al-Hud a (d.436/1044 ) an d Ma carij al-Usul  o f a l -

Muhaqqiq al-Hill T (d.676/ 1 277). Furthermore , al- cAllama's 

earlier usulistic  work , Mabadi"  al-Wusul, give s n o discussion o f 

the subject . 

Derivation i n ShT cT usul  ahfiqh  seem s t o hav e been 

promoted no t onl y o n theological an d linguisti c ground s bu t als o 

by lega l consideration s pertainin g t o positiv e law . Thi s relatio n 

between derivatio n an d positive la w i s base d on a discussion o f 

whether, th e derivativ e i s applie d metaphoricall y (majaz)  o r i n 

i ts rea l sens e (haqiqa)  t o a  subject whic h wa s i n relatio n t o th e 

meaning o f th e origi n o f thi s derivativ e bu t thi s relatio n n o 

longer exists . I n order t o i l lustrat e thi s point , le t u s take th e 

example give n b y som e usulists  i n reference t o positiv e law : I t i s 

considered disapprove d (makruh)  t o perfor m ablutio n wi t h wate r 

which ha s bee n heated b y the sun . Th e derivative "heated " 

(musakhkhan) ca n really b e applied t o thi s wate r i n a  real sens e 
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if i t i s actuall y hot ; therefore , i t fal l s withi n th e categor y o f 

disapproved act s whe n employed fo r ablution . Later , whe n th e 

heated wate r ha s cooled , usulists  disput e whethe r o r no t th e 

derivative "heated " ca n b e applied t o i t i n a  real sens e (haqiqa) 

but the y agre e tha t i t ca n be metaphorically applied . I f i t i s a 

real applicatio n the n th e wate r ca n be employed fo r ablutio n an d 

if i t i s metaphorica l the n th e wate r canno t b e used.20 Thi s w i l l 

prove t o b e a particularly seriou s proble m wi t h regar d t o positiv e 

law, a s we shal l see . 

Although suc h a  relation betwee n derivatio n an d positiv e 

law i s assume d t o b e applicable t o th e Sunn T lega l schools , SunnT 

usulists, t o th e exceptio n o f some , such as Jamal al-DT n a l -

AsnawT (d.772/ 1 370), hav e not generall y acknowledge d thi s 

relation. Al-Asnaw T trie s t o relat e th e subjec t t o a  prophetic 

tradit ion whic h i s no t a  suitable exampl e fo r thi s case . 

Therefore, Sunn T usulists  migh t hav e neglected th e relatio n 

between th e derivativ e an d positive la w becaus e the y d o not 

encounter lega l question s linke d t o th e derivative . Wha t 

strengthens thi s assumptio n i s tha t th e majo r question s deal t 

wi th i n th e ShT cT legal schoo l ar e attribute d t o tradition s o f 

Imams whos e tradition s ar e no t authoritativ e i n th e Sunn T lega l 

school. 

The issu e o f derivatio n seem s t o hav e appeared i n positiv e 

law jus t afte r i t s introductio n int o usul  ahfiqh  b y al-cAllam a 

20Muhammad R . al-Muzaffar , Usui  al-Fiqh,  3  vols . (Najaf : al-Matba ca a 
c l lmiyya, 1959) , 1:46 . 
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a 1—Hi 1 IT. Th e f i r s t mujtahid  t o hav e deal t wi t h i t i n positiv e la w 

was Fakh r al-MuhaqqiqTn , th e so n of al- cAllama al—H i 1 IT (d. 

771/1369). Th e question tha t h e dealt wi t h i s simila r t o th e 

aforementioned cas e o f th e "heate d water " althoug h i t involve s a 

more comple x conclusion . I t concern s a  man having thre e wives : 

one i s a n infan t an d the othe r tw o ar e o f ful l ag e and the marriag e 

of on e o f thes e tw o wive s i s consummated . Th e consummate d 

wi fe fostere d th e infan t the n th e othe r majo r wif e fostere d th e 

infant. Wit h regar d t o th e lega l consequenc e o f th e contract , th e 

marriage o f th e infan t wif e become s nul l an d void becaus e sh e 

has becom e th e foste r daughte r o f hi s consummate d wife . Th e 

marriage o f th e consummate d wife , wh o f i rs t fostere d th e infan t 

wi fe , als o become s nul l an d void becaus e sh e has become a 

mother o f hi s foste r child . Th e problem i s th e lega l statu s o f th e 

major non-consummate d wif e wh o fostere d th e infan t second . I n 

this case , th e issu e o f th e applicatio n o f derivative s come s int o 

play. I f th e derivative , whic h i s v w\fe"(zawja) 2 1 i n thi s 

example, ca n be applied i n a  real sens e t o th e infan t afte r he r 

marriage wa s terminate d b y th e f i rs t fosterage , th e marriag e o f 

the non-consumate d wife become s nul l becaus e sh e became a 

foster mothe r o f he r husband' s infan t wife . Bu t if , i n thi s case , 

the derivativ e "w i fe " i s no t applicabl e t o th e infan t wi fe , whos e 

marriage becam e invali d b y th e fosterin g o f th e consummate d 

wi fe , the n th e marriag e o f th e non-consummate d wi f e i s vali d 

2 1 The wor d zawja  (wife) , i s no t considere d a s derivativ e i n Arabi c bu t i t i s 
considered s o by moder n ShT cT usulists, wh o develo p thei r ow n conception o f 
the derivative , a s wi ll becom e evident i n the third chapte r o f thi s thesis . 
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because sh e fostere d th e infan t wi f e wh o ha d no conjugal relatio n 

w i th he r husband. 22 

Such an issue whic h ca n render a  valid marriag e nul l an d 

void coul d no t possibl y hav e been overlooked. I t seem s tha t 

derivation ha s been the subjec t o f intens e discussio n afte r Fakh r 

al-MuhaqqiqTn demonstrate d th e vi ta l instrumentalit y o f 

derivation i n positiv e law , eve n though th e origi n o f th e 

aforementioned questio n o n the wive s existe d fo r centurie s an d 

was attribute d a s a  tradit ion t o al-lma m al-Sadi q (d.148/765) . 

In fact , th e natur e o f th e relatio n o f derivatio n t o positiv e la w 

made it s employmen t inevitabl e i n th e ShT cT positive law . Eve n 

the Ikhbaris,wh o discredite d usul  ahfiqh,  employe d i t . 23 A s a 

2 2M. al-Fayyad , Muhadarat  fi  Usui  al-Fiqh, 5  vols. (Najaf : Matba cat al-Najaf , 
1382/1962), 1:2 1 8-227. Se e als o Ab u Qasim al-Khu'T , Ajwad  al-Taqrirat  fi 
Usui al-Fiqh,  2n d ed . (Tehran : Chapkhan a Sharika t Saham i Tab c 

Kttab, 1367/1947), 54-56 . 

^Ikhbarism i s a  twelver ShT cT sect. I t hold s the viewpoint tha t th e sources of 
the shari ca ar e only th e Qur'an and the Sunna; as opposed to it s counterpar t 
sect, Usulism,  whic h adds to these sources reason and consensus. N . Keddie 
defines Ikhbaris  a s those "who believed that eac h Shici could rely o n and 
interpret th e traditions (akhbar),  o f th e prophet an d Imams, and hence ulama 
were no t neede d to interpre t doctrine. " Roots  of Revolution  (Binghamton : Vail -
Balou Press, 1981), 21. However, thi s statemen t i s completel y wron g because 
Ikhbaris d o believe i n the role o f ijtihad ; thu s no one can rely directl y o n 
traditions excep t mujtahids,  who m they cal l faqih.  Amon g the prominent Shi cT 
mujtahids i s Shayk h Yusuf al-BahranT . See clzz al-DT n Bahr al- cUlum, Al-TaqlJd 
fil-Shanca al-lslamiyya  (Beirut : Dar al-Zahra, 1978) , 105-109 . Thi s ter m i s 
found in Western sources a s Akhbari wit h a  fatha o n the init ia l alif.  However , 
it i s usuall y impossibl e t o determine whethe r th e vowel i s "a " o r " i " i n Arabi c 
sources. I f thi s wor d begins with a n "a", the word would be a compound of 
akhbar, a plural o f khabar  (report,tradition) , and the ya'  o f nisba  (ascription). 
Since i t i s incorrec t t o add the nisba  t o a  plural i n the Arabic language , I 
suggest th e term shoul d be Ikhbarl  Th e term woul d then consist o f a  compound 
of ikhbar  (informing) , and the ya  o f nisba  (ascription). However , i t woul d not 
be surprising i f juris t use d the term akhbar  sinc e the y ofte n violate th e rule s 
of th e language , such as the usulistic  expressio n al-sira  al- cuqala'iyya (custo m 
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case i n point , th e Ikhbar T propagandis t Shayk h Yusu f al-Bahran T 

(d.1 186/1772) wrot e a  terse stud y o f derivation. 24 I n fact, i t ca n 

be said tha t derivatio n ha s attracted th e attentio n o f ShT cT 

mujtahids befor e it s incorporatio n i n usul  ahfiqh,  a s seen i n th e 

case o f Kama l al-DT n Maytha m al-Bahran T (679/ 1 280?).25 

Al-BahranT introduce s hi s famou s wor k Sharh  Nahj  al-

Balagha, w i t h a  linguistic expositio n i n which h e treats th e issu e 

of derivation . Remarkably , h e closel y fol low s al-Raz T i n 

reference t o th e framewor k o f th e discussio n althoug h the y dif fe r 

in thei r ow n outlooks . However , i t i s noteworth y tha t al- cAllama 

al—Hi 1 IT seem s t o b e influence d b y hi s teacher , al-BahranT , whe n 

he include s th e subjec t matte r i n usul  ahfiqh.  Thi s i s becaus e 

the point s mentione d b y al- cAllama ar e mor e simila r t o thos e o f 

al-BahranT tha n t o an y othe r usulist.  Moreover , al- cAUama i s 

undoubedly awar e o f al-BahranT' s boo k whic h h e abbreviate d i n a 

book entit le d Mukhtasar  Sharh  Nahj  al-Balagha.  2 6 

Derivation ha s received a  great dea l o f attentio n i n th e 

modern ShT cT school . Indeed , i t ha s been refined b y modern ShTcT 

usulists t o suc h an extent tha t i t ha s become distinc t fro m th e 

SunnT concept o f derivation . Fo r example , whereas Sunn T usulists 

(custom o f th e rationa l beings) . Her e they add the nisba  t o th e plura l 
(].e.cuqa1a'). 

24Yusuf al-BahranT , Al-Durar  al-Najafiyya  (Tehra n (?) : Mu'assasat A l al-Bay t 
l i - lhya' al-Turath , n.d.) , 19-22. 

25Maytham al-BahranT , Sharh  Nahj al-Balagha,  5  vols. (Tehran : al-Matba ca a l -
Haydariyya, 1378/1958) , 1: 1 f-13. 

26Yusuf al-BahranT , Lu'lu'at  al-Bahrayn,  ed . M.S. Bahr al- cUlum (Najaf : Matba cat 
al-Nacman, n.d.) , 217. 
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repeat wha t grammarian s decide d regardin g whethe r th e origi n o f 

derivatives i s a  verb o r a  verbal noun , ShT̂ T usulists  hav e 

refuted wha t th e grammarian s sa y an d have introduce d nove l 

views. Moreover , the y dif fe r fro m grammarian s an d SunnT 

usulists i n thei r conceptio n o f th e derivative s sinc e ShTcT 

usulists conside r som e non-derivativ e noun s a s derivatives , suc h 

as the cas e o f "w i f e " (zawja),  whic h w e hav e examined . 

However, i t i s noteworth y tha t som e contemporar y ShT cT 

usulists, suc h a s Abu al-Qasim al-Khu' T (b . 1317/1899) an d hi s 

student Muhamma d Baqi r al-Sadr , poin t ou t tha t fro m a  logica l 

viewpoint, th e subjec t o f derivatio n i s irrelevan t t o usul  ahfiqh. 

Nevertheless, al-Khu' T an d al-Sadr d o include i t i n thei r advance d 

usulistic lecture s bu t th e latte r exclude s i t fro m hi s usulistic 

curriculum, Durus  fi  c llm al-Usul. 27 I n fact, thi s i s als o a  serious 

question fo r som e Sunn T usulists,  suc h a s Ab u Isha q al-ShatibT , 

Hafiz al-DT n al-Nasaf T an d the commentator s o n his boo k al-Manar 
m a 

fi Usui  ahFiqh.  Thes e author s avoi d treatin g derivatio n perhap s 

because the y dee m i t irrelevan t t o usul  ahfiqh.  Al-Shatib T 

dist inct ly point s ou t tha t "man y question s mus t no t b e considere d 

as par t o f usul  ahfiqh  eve n i f positiv e la w coul d b e based on 

them... such a s many grammatica l question s like...derivation." 28 

27This wa s publishe d afte r hi s advance d usulistic  lectures , Mabahith  al-Dalil 
al-Lafzi, whic h was  edite d by hi s studen t M'ahmu d al-HashimT. 

2 8Abu Isha q al-ShatibT , Al-Muwafaqat  fi  Usui  al-Sharl ca, ed . cAbd Alla h 
Darraz, 4  vols. (Cairo: al-Matba ca al-Rahmaniyya , n.d.) , 1: 43-44. 



The Conceptio n o f Derivatio n i n Usui  al-Fiah 

Usulists perceiv e derivatio n i n the sam e manne r a s i t i s 

perceived b y grammarians . Lik e th e grammaria n al-Mayda m 

(d.518/1 124) al-Raz T define s i t "t o fin d a  proportion (tanasub) 

in th e meanin g an d the compositio n betwee n tw o word s s o tha t 

you could ascrib e on e of the m t o th e other." 29 Fo r instance , th e 

words darb  (beating) , darib  (beater ) an d madrub  (beaten ) shar e 

basic letter s (d  r b)  bu t th e las t tw o indicat e a  meaning relatin g 

to someon e wh o beat s o r wh o i s beate n whil e th e f i rs t wor d 

indicates a  meaning i n relatio n t o n o object. Hence , i t ca n be 

concluded tha t darib  an d madrub,  havin g additiona l indications , 

are derive d fro m darb,  whic h ha s the basi c meanin g tha t exist s i n 

all o f thes e words . Thi s definitio n i s quit e simila r t o tha t o f a l -

Zaj jaj (d.3 1 6/928).30 Indeed , some usulists,  suc h as al-Baydaw T 

(d.6858/ 1 286)31 an d Taj al-DT n Ib n al-SubkT (d.755 / 1 354),32 

fol low thi s typ e o f definitio n whic h consider s ishtiqaq  a s 

etymology, a  discipline whic h observe s existin g words , analyze s 

the s imi lar i t y amon g them, and concludes tha t som e o f the m ar e 

derived fro m others . Therefore , thi s definitio n focuse s o n the 

scient i f ic aspec t o f th e subject . O n the basi s o f thi s definit ion , 

29Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT , Al-Mahsul,  1 , i:325. 

30Fu'ad TarazT, Ahishtiqaq (Beirut : Matbacat Da r al-Kutub, 1968) , 12 . 

3 1 Jamal al-DT n al-AsnawT, Nihayat  al-Su'ul,  wit h Al-Taqnr  wal-Tahbir  o f Ib n 
AmTr al-Hajj . 3  vols . (Cairo : al-Matba ca al-Kubr a al-AmTriyya , 1316/1898) , 
1:161. 

32cAbd al-Rahma n al-BannanT , Hashiyat  al- cAllama al-Bannani,  2  vols . (Cairo : 
Matbacat Da r Ihya ' a l - Kutub al-^Arabiyya , n.d.) , 1:280-281 . 
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al-RazT enumerate s th e fundamenta l component s o f ishtiqaq  a s 

fol lows:3 3 

1—A noun which i s establishe d i n orde r t o 
indicate a  certain meaning . 
2--Another nou n which ha s a  relation wi t h 
this meaning . 
3--A simi lar i t y betwee n th e basi c letter s 
of thes e tw o nouns . 
4--A chang e which occur s t o on e of th e 
two noun s i n eithe r on e of i t s letters , on e 
of i t s vowel s o r i n both o f them . Al-RazT 
asserts tha t th e possibl e change s ar e nine . 
However, som e usulists  an d linguist s 
raise th e numbe r o f possibl e change s t o 
f i f teen.3 4 

In contrast , som e usulists  defin e ishtiqaq  a s derivation , 

indicating th e practic e o f coinin g a  word fro m another . Th e f i rs t 

definit ion o f thi s typ e seem s t o b e that o f th e grammarian , Ab u 

al-Hasan al-Rumman T (d . 384/994).35 A s mentione d previously , I t 

was followe d b y th e definitio n o f al-Shan f al-JurjanT, 36 an d the 

ShTcT usulist  al- cAllama al-HillT. 37 O n the basi s o f a  manuscrip t 
m a 

which h e studied, M. Jamal al-DT n claims tha t al-Sayyi d al- cAmTd' 

33Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul,  1,1 , 325-326 . 

34|bid. 327 . Muhib b Alla h al-Bahan , Fawatih  al-Rahamut,  Printe d w i t h Al-
Mustasfa o f al-GhazalT , 2  vols. , 2nd. ed. (Baghdad: Matbacat al-Muthanna , 1970 ) 
1:191." Se e als o Maytha m al-BahranT , Sharh  Nahj  al-  Balagha,  1:11 . 

3 5Mustafa Jama l al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi  c ind al-Usuliyyln,  (Baghdad : Dar a l 
RashTd,' 1980), 84 . 

36see chapt . 1  , 23. 

3 7 A j - C A i i a m a al-Hil lT , Tahdhib  al-Wusul  ila  c llm al-Usul,  (Tehran : n.p . 
1208/1890 A.H.) , 9-10 . 
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(d.754/1353) fol low s thi s typ e o f definitio n a s wel l . 3 8 However , 

one canno t rel y o n such a  claim becaus e Jamal al-DT n doe s no t 

appreciate th e distinctio n betwee n th e tw o differen t type s o f 

definit ions sinc e h e regards al-BaydawT' s definitio n a s simila r t o 

al-RummanT's.39 Accordin g t o thi s typ e o f definit ion , derivatio n 

is no t a  study o f existin g word s i n order t o discove r th e 

etymological relation s betwee n them ; rather, i t i s a  process o f 

creating neologisms . Suc h a distinction i s mad e perfectl y clea r 

by Ib n Amir al-Haj j (d . 879/1474).40 

It mus t b e noted tha t som e usulists,  suc h as al-AmidT an d 

Kamal al-DT n Ib n al-Humam (d.861/1456) , d o not concer n 

themselves wi t h definin g derivatio n bu t the y defin e th e 

derivative instead . Th e outstanding contemporar y ShT cT usulists, 

such a s al-Khu'T , al-Sad r an d al-Sabzawan, d o not defin e 

derivation o r th e derivative , althoug h the y plac e grea t emphasi s 

upon analyzing th e usulistic  identificatio n o f derivatives . Thi s 

identif ication i s differen t fro m th e linguisti c identif icatio n 

which ha d been well-received b y earl y usulists,  a s we shal l se e 

later. 

In addition t o dealin g wit h th e de/initio n o f derivation , 

usulists als o dea l wi t h th e origi n o f derivatives . The y als o 

grapple wi t h othe r issues , al l o f whic h ar e relate d t o derivative s 

38Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  84 . 

39|bid., 84-85 . 

4 0 lbn AmT r al-Hajj , Al-TaqrJr  wal-Tahbir,  1:89 . 
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and represent th e goa l i n discussing th e subjec t o f derivatio n i n 

usul ahfiqh. 

The Origin o f Derivative s 

Although th e issu e doe s no t fal l int o th e scop e o f gramma r 

because o f i t s associatio n wi t h th e disciplinar y interes t o f 

philology, grammarian s wer e th e f i rs t t o dea l wi t h derivation . I t 

has becom e on e o f th e majo r area s o f disput e betwee n th e tw o 

rival grammatica l school s o f Basr a an d Kufa. Basra n 

grammarians hol d tha t th e verba l nou n (masdar)  i s th e origi n 

(asl) o f derivatives ; whil e Kufa n grammarian s asser t tha t th e 

verb i s th e origin . However , th e Basra n viewpoin t i s th e prevalen t 

one among grammarians a s wel l a s usulists  t o th e exceptio n o f 

the moder n usulistic  schoo l o f al-Najaf . 

On this issu e Basra n grammarian s argue 41 tha t th e verba l 

noun indicate s a n absolute time , suc h as qiyam  (standing ) whic h 

indicates a n action relatin g t o n o specific time , whil e th e ver b 

indicates specifi c time , suc h as qama  (stoo d up ) i n the past , 

yaqumu (i s standing ) i n the presen t an d the imperativ e qum  i n 

the future . Therefore , th e verba l nou n i s absolut e (mutlaq)  bu t 

the ver b i s l imite d (muqayyad).  Sinc e an y absolut e thin g i s a n 

origin (asl)  fo r a  l imited thing , the verba l noun , which i s 

absolute, i s a n origin t o th e verb . They i l lustrat e thi s poin t 

41 Abu al-Barakat Ib n al-AnbarT, Ahlnsaf  fi  Masa'il  al-Khilaf,  ed . M. cAbd a l -
HamTd (Cairo : Matba cat al-Sa cada, 1955) , par t 1:131-133 . Se e als o Ab u a l -
Qasim al-ZajjajT , Al-Tdah  fi  c llal al-Nahw,  ed . Mazin al-Mubarak , 3rd . ed , 
(Beirut: Da r al-Nafa'is , 1979),56-63 ; Ab u al-Baqa ' al- cUkban, Masa'il 
Khilafiyya fil-Nahw,  ed . M.K. al-Hulwa m (Damascus : Matbacat Zay d Ib n Thabit , 
n.d.), 68-76 . 
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further b y claimin g tha t Arab s use d only th e verba l nou n whe n 

they f i r s t spok e th e language , then , the y derive d fro m i t th e ver b 

which possesse s variou s tense s fo r specifi c times . 

Some Basra n grammarian s als o argu e tha t th e verba l nou n i s 

the origi n o f derivative s becaus e i t i s a  noun and a noun may 

stand alon e an d does no t nee d to b e joined t o th e verb ; whil e th e 

verb alway s need s t o b e connected t o a  noun. I n other words , no 

verb ca n be used i n a  syntactic structur e withou t havin g a  noun. 

Accordingly, tha t whic h stand s alon e an d dispenses wi t h other s i s 

most l ikel y t o b e the origin. 42 

In addition, the verb semanticall y indicate s tw o things : an 

action an d a tense; whil e th e verba l nou n only indicate s a n action. 

Hence, since th e numbe r 'one ' i s a n origin o f £ two?, th e verba l 

noun, which indicate s on e thing, i s a n origin o f th e verb , whic h 

indicates two . 

One of th e Basra n argument s i s tha t i f th e verba l nou n i s 

derived fro m th e verb , i t mus t indicat e no t onl y th e basi c 

meanings o f th e verb , i.e . actio n an d tense, but anothe r additiona l 

meaning jus t a s i n th e cas e o f derivative s lik e th e activ e an d 

passive participles . Thes e two , fo r instance , ar e derive d fro m 

the verba l noun . Therefor e the y indicat e th e basi c meanin g o f i t , 

which i s mer e actio n an d an additional meanin g whic h i s th e doe r 

(the subject ) o r th e object . Fo r example , the activ e participl e 

4 2 l t appear s tha t thi s argumen t i s base d upo n a  fallacy becaus e th e allege d 
dependence o f th e ver b upo n the nou n is merel y a  grammatical assumption . I n 
fact, whe n a verb joins a  noun, they can construct a  meaningful sentence ; whil e 
the nou n alon e canno t d o s o unles s i t i s attache d t o anothe r nou n o r verb . 
Therefore, both noun and verb are dependent whe n used as part o f speech . 
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darib (beater ) indicate s th e actio n o f beatin g a s wel l a s 

someone wh o perform s thi s action . Likewise , th e passiv e 

part iciple, suc h a s madrub  (beaten) , whic h signifie s th e actio n o f 

beating a s wel l a s an object o f thi s action , i.e. , th e on e who i s 

beaten. However , som e grammarian s wh o hol d tha t th e verba l 

noun i s a n origin, suc h as Abu CA1T al-FarisT an d cAbd al-Qahir a l -

JurjanT,43 see m t o contradic t thi s argumen t sinc e the y believ e 

that verb s ar e derive d fro m th e verba l nou n and the res t o f 

derivatives ar e derive d fro m th e verb , no t th e verba l noun . 

Obviously, thi s vie w contradict s th e Basra n argumen t becaus e 

derivatives, suc h as active an d passive participles , d o no t 

indicate th e tens e whic h i s a  basic indican t o f th e verb . 

Basran grammarian s als o argu e tha t i f th e verba l nou n i s 

derived fro m th e verb , ther e mus t b e a verb fo r ever y existin g 

verbal noun ; but ther e ar e man y verba l noun s withou t verbs . I n 

fact, th e weaknes s o f th e argumen t i s evidence d i n th e refutatio n 

of th e Kufa n grammarians. 44 The y declar e tha t i t i s d i f f icu l t t o 

ascertain wha t th e Basra n grammaria n woul d declar e t o b e th e 

origin o f verbs , suc h as bi'sa  (ho w ba d is) , ni^ma  (ho w excellen t 

is), c asa (perhaps ) an d laysa  (not) , whic h d o not hav e verba l 

nouns. 

43Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  86 . However , suc h a n attributio n t o Ab u 
CA1T is doubtfu l becaus e his discipl e state s tha t Ab u CA1T holds hi s ow n theory 
about th e origi n o f derivative s whic h differ s fro m tha t o f th e Basra n school , 
which wi l l becom e evident i n the late r discussion . 

4 4 lbn al-AnbarT , Al-lnsaf,  par t 1:130 . 
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On the othe r hand , Kufan grammarians 45 develope d 

arguments whic h establis h tha t th e verb i s th e origi n b y sayin g 

that th e verba l nou n fol lows th e verb i n bein g soun d o r defectiv e 

(muctall). Fo r example , one says u qawama (t o resist ) qiwaman"; 

both ar e soun d bu t "  qama (t o stan d up ) qiyaman"  ar e defectiv e 

because th e secon d radica l i n qama,  namel y th e a  i s on e o f th e 

weak letter s i n Arabic . Accordingly , sinc e th e verba l nou n i s 

morphologically base d on the verb , the latte r mus t b e considere d 

as an origin o f th e verba l nou n and other derivatives . Th e Kufans 

also argu e tha t th e ver b i s th e origi n becaus e i t ha s a 

grammatical influenc e o n verbal nouns , such as i n the exampl e 

"darabtu darban".  Here , the verb darabtu  cause s th e verba l noun , 

darban, t o b e i n th e accusativ e case . Sinc e th e verba l nou n i s 

affected, i t canno t b e perceived a s an origin o f i t s cause , th e 

verb, becaus e rationally , th e caus e precede s th e effect . Kufa n 

grammarians furthe r argu e tha t th e verba l nou n confirms th e 

verb, suc h a s i n th e previou s example . Thi s mean s tha t th e ver b 

is th e origi n (asl)  becaus e th e positio n o f wha t confirm s 

precedes tha t o f wha t i s confirmed . 

These argument s o f th e tw o riva l school s revea l th e 

intr insic involvemen t o f certai n philosophica l elements , 

especially i n regar d t o th e Basra n school . Th e Kufan schoo l tend s 

to depen d primari ly upo n grammatica l an d morphologica l 

arguments t o establis h it s viewpoint . However , i t seem s tha t th e 

discussion o f th e tw o school s i s a  matter o f "historica l origin, " 

45|bid., 130-131. 
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i.e., a  form whic h ha d existed befor e othe r form s o f derivative s 

have bee n derived fro m it . I n other words , accordin g t o th e 

Basran grammarians , th e verba l nou n was th e onl y thin g employe d 

by Arab s befor e the y derive d othe r form s fro m it . Fo r th e Kufa n 

grammarians, th e ver b wa s th e elemen t fro m whic h othe r form s 

were derived . However , Ab u CA1T al-FarisT seem s t o disput e th e 

idea o f establishin g historica l origin s o f derivatives . H e does no t 

believe tha t th e languag e wa s establishe d gradually , fo r example , 

f i r s t verb s an d then othe r forms , suc h as nouns an d particles. H e 

argues tha t th e languag e wa s establishe d al l a t onc e becaus e al l 

these morphologica l unit s ar e equall y importan t fo r speech . H e 

continues th e argumen t a s follows : 

What grammarian s mea n by saying tha t th e 
noun precede s th e ver b i s tha t i t i s 
intellectually mor e powerfu l an d 
theoretically prio r t o th e verb . However , 
in regar d t o time , i t i s possibl e tha t the y 
(sc. Arabs ) hav e given precedence , a t th e 
formative stag e o f th e language , to th e 
noun over th e verb o r t o th e ver b ove r th e 
noun, and the sam e coul d b e said fo r th e 
particle.46 

It i s obviou s tha t grammarian s d o not mea n a  "theoretica l 

or igin" whic h i s isolate d fro m th e historica l evolutio n o f th e 

language, a s Ab u CA1T claims. Al-Farra ? (d.757/82 2 )  clearl y 

states tha t "th e verba l nou n i s take n fro m th e ver b an d the ver b 

46cUthman Ib n JinnT, Al-Khasa'is,  3  vols. ed. Muhammad A. al-Najjar (Cairo : Dar 
al-Kutub al-Misriyya , 1374/1*955) , 2:30. 
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is preceden t t o i t (th e verba l noun)." 4? I n fact , man y o f th e 

foregoing argument s o f th e tw o school s dispe l an y doub t tha t 

grammarians migh t hav e mean t a  "theoretical origin. " However , 

Abu CA1T, on the basi s o f wha t w e hav e seen , erects a  novel theor y 

about th e origi n o f derivatives . Thi s theor y attracte d a  great dea l 

of attentio n an d i s adopte d b y some grammarians , suc h a s hi s 

disciple, Ib n JinnT,^ a s shal l b e noted. I n fact , Ib n JinnT i s i n 

agreement wi t h anothe r vie w whic h consider s ism  al-sawt  (th e 

noun o f sound) , suc h a s haha  ,49 c aca^° an d haha,^ ] a s a n origin o f 

derivatives.52 

Al-Akhfash, a  Basran grammarian , i s definitel y influence d 

by th e theor y o f Ab u CA1T in being reluctan t t o determin e a n origi n 

of derivatives . H e says "wi t h regar d t o whic h on e o f th e thre e 

types --noun , verb an d particle— wa s establishe d f i rs t , i t i s 

unknown. I t i s probabl e tha t anyon e o f thes e thre e wa s 

established f i rs t , a s Abu CA1T point s out." 53 Th e proble m 

confronting thes e grammarian s i s t o determin e a n "historica l 

47Abu al-Qasi m al-ZajjajT , Al-Tdah,  56 . 

4 8 lbn JinnT, Al-Khasa'is,  2:33-34 . 

4 ^A sig n use d t o driv e camels . Th e ver b whic h i s derive d fro m thi s sig n i s 
hahaytu. 
• •  ^ 

5 0 A sig n used to drive sheep . Th e verb which is derive d from i t i s c acaytu. 

5 1 A sig n used to driv e rams and the verb which i s derive d from i t i s ha'ha'tu. 

5 2 ibn JinnT, Al-Khasa'is, 2:40 . 

53 j a ia l al-DT n al-SuyutT , Al-Muzhir,  ed . M. Bik, M. IbrahTm, A. al-BajjawT, 3r d 
ed.,2 vols. (Cairo: Dar Ihya ' al-Kutub al-cArabiyya, n.d.) , 1:56 . 
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origin" i.e . whic h par t o f speec h was employe d f i rs t ? Thi s ver y 

problem seem s t o hav e instigate d Muhamma d Ib n Talh a al-lshbTI T 

(d.618/ 1221) t o introduc e a  new solutio n i n orde r t o remed y th e 

problem. H e suggests tha t bot h verba l noun s an d verbs ar e origin s 

and neither on e of the m ha s been derived fro m th e other. 54 

Although thi s vie w ha s no t bee n completely elucidate d b y 

grammarians, on e can grasp a  certain lin k betwee n i t an d that o f 

Abu CAIT . 

The theor y o f Ab u CA1T is adopte d by the jur is t Ib n Qayyim 

al-Jawziya (d.751/1350 ) a s a  solution t o a  theological proble m 

raised b y al-Suhayl T (d . 581 /1 1 85) an d his maste r Ab u Bakr Ib n 

al-cArabT (d.543/ 1 148). The y clai m tha t th e nam e o f God , Allah, 

cannot b e considered a s derivative becaus e derivatio n entail s a n 

origin o r a  source fro m whic h i t i s derived . Sinc e Hi s nam e i s 

eternal an d every eterna l canno t b e imagined a s derived fro m an y 

source, then n o derivation ca n be attached t o Hi s name . Thi s 

question i s i n fac t accepte d b y Ib n Qayyim bu t h e avoids it s 

corrolary b y innovatin g a  different conceptio n o f derivation . H e 

perceives derivatio n a s a  convenient relationshi p betwee n th e 

derivative an d i t s origin . I n other words , th e derivativ e i s no t 

really derive d fro m a n origin. H e claims tha t th e grammarian s 

have thi s perceptio n o f derivatio n a s well . B y making suc h a 

claim he , i n fact , abrogate s th e whol e notio n o f derivatio n i n 

order t o solv e hi s theologica l predicament . H e says, 

5 4 cAbd Alla h Ib n c AqTl, Sharh  Ibn  c AqJl, ed . Muhammad Muhy i al-DT n c Abd a l -
HamTd, 6th ed , 2  vols. (Cairo: Matbacat al-Sa cada, 1951) , 1:474 . 



We do not mea n by derivatio n excep t tha t 
they (derivatives ) hav e semanti c an d 
l i teral s imi lar i t y wi t h thei r origin s bu t 
they ar e no t generate d fro m the m a s a 
branch i s generate d fro m it s source . Th e 
grammarians' expression s o f th e verba l 
noun and the derivative s a s an origin an d a 
branch d o not mea n that on e of the m i s 
generated fro m th e othe r bu t becaus e one 
of the m contain s (th e indicatio n of ) th e 
other an d an additional indication . Th e 
statement o f STbaway h tha t 'th e verb s ar e 
forms whic h ar e take n fro m th e 
expressions o f verba l nouns ' i s 
(understood) i n thi s sens e an d not tha t 
Arabs ha d f i rst use d only noun s the n the y 
derived verb s fro m them . Thi s i s becaus e 
communicating b y verbs i s a s necessary a s 
communicating b y nouns. There i s no 
difference betwee n th e two . Therefore , 
derivation her e i s no t a  material one ; 
rather i t i s a  derivation o f correlatio n 
(talazum)."^ 

Undoubtedly, Ib n Qayyim i s influence d b y Abu CA1T although 

he s t i l l denie s th e notio n o f derivatio n a s a practical mean s o f 

generating neologism s i n th e language . Hi s view resemble s tha t 

of thos e wh o den y derivatio n an d claim tha t ther e ar e n o derive d 

words i n th e languag e a t al l , as al-SuyutT point s out. 56 I t i s 

worth notin g tha t Ib n Hazm (d.456/1064) restr ict s th e spher e o f 

derivatives t o includ e onl y th e activ e participle , passiv e 

5 5 lbn Qayyi m al-Jawziyya , Bada'i c al-Fawa'id,  2  vols. (Cairo: Idara t al-Tiba ca 
al-Mumriyya, n.d.) , 1:22-23 . 

5 6Jalal al-DT n al-SuyutT , Ham c al-Hawami c, ed . Muhammad al-Na csam (Beirut : 
Dar al-Ma crifa, n.d.) , 2:213 . 



62 

participle an d certain adjectives. 57 I n fact , h e mocks al-Zajjaj T 

(d.337/948), wh o i s sai d t o hol d tha t al l Arabi c word s ar e 

derived.58 Al-Zajjaj T claim s tha t th e wor d c ashiq (lover ) i s 

derived fro m th e wor d cishqa,  a  plant whic h become s gree n the n 

turns yello w an d f inally i t bloom s (yahij).  Ib n Hazm sarcasticall y 

comments upo n this farfetche d analysi s b y saying "doe s thi s ma n 

(al-ZajjajT) no t kno w tha t ever y plan t o n earth ha s this property ? 

Why i s tha t 'lover ' no t calle d baqil;  bein g derived fro m baql 

(vegetable), whic h become s gree n the n turn s yello w an d finally i t 

blooms. "59 

In fact , th e hypothesi s o f Ab u CA1T bears a  considerable 

impact eve n on modern grammarians , suc h as cAbd Allah AmTn, 

who think s tha t th e origi n o f derivative s i s th e verb whic h i s als o 

derived fro m primar y origins . These origin s consis t o f al l noun s 

except verba l nouns , indicatin g meaning s (asma ! ahma cam), an d 

nouns whic h indicat e substance s an d sounds.60 Ab u cAlT's theor y 

had a greater impac t o n the hypothesi s o f Fu'a d TarzT, wh o 

believes tha t ther e ar e numerou s origin s fo r derivatives . Thes e 

origins coul d b e verbs, noun s o r particle s althoug h derivative s 

are, i n general , derived fro m verbs. 61 

5 7 lbn Hazm , Ah Ihkam  fi  Usui  al-Ahkam, 8  vols. (Cairo: Matbacat al-lmam , n.d.) , 
1:400.' 

58Al-SuyutT, Ham c ahHawamic, 2:213 . 

5 9 lbn Hazm , Ahlhkam, 1:400 . • *  •  ' 

6°Taraz1, Al-lshtiqaq,  66 . 

61 Ibid, 72. 
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It i s noteworth y that , wi t h regar d t o th e moder n 

grammatical school , there i s als o th e vie w o f Tamma m Hassan , 

which i s ver y simila r t o th e vie w o f th e moder n usulistic  schoo l 

of al-Najaf . Othe r tha n thi s viewpoint , th e position s o f th e 

Basran an d Kufan school s ar e s t i l l aliv e amon g the majorit y o f 

contemporary grammarians . Som e of them , such as Sa cTd a l -

AfghanT62 an d cAbbas Hasan, 63 approv e o f th e Basra n view; whil e 

others, suc h a s MahdT al-MakhzumT,64 CA1T al-Jar im6 5 an d Mustafa 

Jawad,66 advocat e th e Kufa n view. I n general, the moder n 

grammatical schoo l deal s wi t h th e issu e o f "historica l origin " 

and pays n o attention t o th e theoretica l question , which i s no t 

associated wi t h th e disciplinar y interes t o f grammar . 

The usulists,  al- cAllama al-HillT, 67 al-Kama l Ib n a l -

Humam68 an d Ib n AmTr a l -Ha j j 6 9 promot e th e Basra n viewpoint o n 

the subject ; wherea s th e Kufa n opinion seem s t o hav e no 

supporters. I n fact , thi s phenomeno n i s t o b e expected, and i s 

62Salih al-ZalimT , "Al-As l al-Naza n a w al-Tarikh T lil-Mushtaqqa t wal-Af cal, 
Majallat Kulliyyat  al-Fiqh  (1) , 1979 , 478. 

63cAbbas Hasan , Al-Nahw al-Wafi,  4  vols. (Cairo: Dar al-Macarif, 1961) , 3:145. 

64Al-ZalimT, Ah  Asl al-Nazarl,  480 . 

6 5 lb id., 480 . 

66Mustafa Jawad , Al-Mabahith  al-Lughawiyya  fih clraq, (Baghdad : Matba cat 
Lajnat al-Baya n al-cArabT, 1955) , 14 . 

6 7Al-cAllama al-HillT , TahdhJb  al-Wusul ila  c llm al-Usul,  9-10 . 

68|bn AmT r al-Hajj , AhTaqrlr  wah  Tahbir,  1:89 . 

6 9 lb id. 
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ful ly congruou s wi t h th e usulistic  thinkin g whic h submit s t o 

rational speculation . Accordingly , usulists  suppor t th e Basra n 

view becaus e i t i s primaril y base d upon logi c whil e th e Kufa n 

view i s base d upo n grammar an d morphology. Som e othe r usulists 

hold differen t view s abou t th e subject , suc h as Ib n Hazm, who no t 

only restr ict s th e scop e o f derivatio n bu t als o suspend s 

judgement i n determinin g i t s origin . Anothe r usulist 70 goe s eve n 

further tha n thi s b y supposing tha t al l word s ar e establishe d 

originally i n orde r t o indicat e thei r meaning s an d none o f the m 

are derive d fro m th e other . I n other words , h e abolishes th e 

whole subjec t o f derivation . Ironically , h e treats th e subjec t b y 

implementing a  juridical discursiv e methodolog y a s i f h e i s 

dealing wi t h a  legal matter . H e claims that , accordin g t o th e 

rational principle , on e assumes tha t word s ar e no t derived ; i n 

order t o sa y th e opposite , a  proof mus t b e provided. Sinc e suc h a 

proof i s no t available , th e fundamenta l principl e remain s i n force . 

Therefore, word s ar e no t derive d an d each one of the m i s a n origi n 

in i tself . 

A new er a i n th e stud y o f th e subjec t wa s inaugurate d wi t h 

the ris e o f th e moder n ShT cT school. Thi s schoo l aros e aroun d th e 

middle o f th e 1  8th centur y afte r th e demis e o f Ikhbarism  i n Ira n 

and Ira q an d the emergenc e o f usulism  i n Ira q propagated b y th e 

extensive effort s o f Muhamma d Baqir , know n a s al-WahT d a l -

BihbahanT (d. 1 205/ 1  791). Thi s schoo l i s s t i l l pursuin g it s 

missionary objectiv e i n revising th e disciplin e o f usul  ahfiqh 

7 ° jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  92 . 
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under th e professoria l leadershi p o f Ab u al-Qasim al-Khu' T i n a l -

Najaf. Th e mos t outstandin g featur e i n the methodologica l 

structure o f thi s schoo l i s i t s philosophica l approac h t o usul  ah 

fiqh. Reaso n i s generall y o f vi ta l consideratio n i n manipulatin g 

all o f th e integra l part s o f usul  ahfiqh,  includin g linguisti c 

matters. A s a  modern school , i t incorporate s th e accumulate d 

experience o f th e usulistic  l i teratur e i n erecting a  comprehensive 

construction fo r al l matter s wi t h whic h the y deal , a s i n th e cas e 

of derivation . Th e usulists  o f thi s schoo l hav e develope d th e 

discussion abou t th e origi n o f derivative s an d subjected i t t o 

their philosophi c method . Consequently , the y refute d th e 

prevalent view s abou t th e subjec t an d instituted ne w ones . The y 

propose tw o opinion s abou t th e origi n (asl)  o f derivatives 71: ism 

ahmasdar (substantiv e o r quasi-verba l noun ) an d the commo n 

basic letter s whic h exis t i n each family o f derivatives . 

Ism al-Masdar 

The availabl e source s d o not furnis h informatio n regardin g 

the f i r s t usulist  t o introduce s ism  ahmasdar  a s an origin o f 

derivatives. However , th e sequenc e o f th e intellectua l 

development o f th e subjec t show s tha t ism  ahmasdar  ha d been 

introduced befor e tha t o f th e "commo n basic let ters " whic h wa s 

introduced b y Muhamma d SharT f al-Ha'Ir T (d . 1245/ 1 829).72 

71The origi n o f derivative s i s th e primitiv e wor d o r th e basi c materia l fro m 
which al l derivative s branch . 

7 2Salih al-Zalim T (b . 1926), seems t o impl y suc h a  hypothesis i n hi s work , Al-
As) al-Nazan,  481-482 . Ha'irT wa s th e teache r o f th e architec t o f th e moder n 
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The philosophica l orientatio n o f th e moder n usulistic 

school doe s no t accep t th e inf ini t iv e a s the origi n o f th e 

derivative. Thi s i s becaus e th e origi n i s assume d t o represen t th e 

raw materia l whic h ca n be formulated int o meaningfu l forms . T o 

further i l lustrat e th e point , th e exampl e employe d b y th e Basra n 

school fo r th e verba l nou n i s th e simil e o f gol d o r silver. 73 Gold , 

in i t s ra w state , represent s th e verba l noun , while i t s variou s 

forms, suc h a s gold rings , earrings , bracelet s o r necklace s 

represent derivatives . I n this example , th e melte d gol d has th e 

potential i ty o f bein g molde d an d shaped int o man y forms , an d i n 

this sens e i t i s th e origina l materia l whic h exist s i n each form. 

However, non e o f thes e form s ca n be an origin o f anothe r for m 

because rationally , i t i s impossibl e fo r on e form t o exis t i n 

another form . Fo r example , a  ring canno t b e an origin o f a n 

earring unles s th e rin g i s f i rs t melted , thus reducin g i t t o it s 

primary for m whic h i s melte d gold . Thi s imag e ca n be 

transferred t o th e subjec t o f derivatio n s o that a  derivativ e 

cannot b e perceived a s an origin o f anothe r derivative . 

Modern usulists  rejec t th e verba l nou n as an origin o f 

derivatives simpl y becaus e i t ha s form (hay'a),  whic h mean s tha t 

i t , i tsel f , i s a  derivative. Fo r example , the verba l nou n darb 

(beating) ha s a  substance (madda),  whic h i s th e basi c letter s 

indicating th e mer e ac t o f beating . I t als o ha s a  form whic h 

constructs thes e letter s togethe r an d which i s give n th e paradig m 

ShTcT usulistic  school , Shayk h Murtad a al-Ansan , know n a s al-Shayk h a l 
Aczam (d.1281/1864) . 

7 3 Ab u al-Baqa' al- cUkban, Masa'il  Khilafiyya,  71 . 
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of fa cl i n Arabic . A s th e substanc e indicate s th e mer e act , th e 

form indicate s certai n ascriptio n (nisba)  betwee n thi s ac t an d an 

unknown agent . Therefore , th e usulists  thin k o f th e verba l nou n 

as a  noun which consist s o f a  substance indicatin g a n act an d a 

form revealin g a  restr ict ively incomplet e ascriptio n (nisba 

taqyidiyya naqisa)  betwee n th e ac t an d an essence. Havin g 

concluded tha t th e verba l nou n i s a  derivative, th e usulists 

sought th e ism  ahmasdar  a s an origin o f derivatives . The y 

regarded th e ism  ahmasdar  a s a mere substanc e indicatin g onl y 

an act an d involvin g n o ascription whatsoever . I n other words , 

grammarians an d these moder n ShT̂ T usulists hav e differen t 

conceptions o f th e verba l nou n and the ism  ahmasdar. 

Grammarians understan d th e verba l nou n as a  noun whic h 

only indicate s a n act an d agrees wit h it s ver b b y the fac t tha t i t 

contains th e basi c letter s o f thi s verb , such as the verba l nou n 

darb an d i t s ver b daraba.  But whe n the nou n indicate s a n ac t 

without containin g th e basi c letter s o f i t s verb , i t i s considere d 

as an/s/7? ahmasdar.  Thu s bot h th e verba l nou n and theism al-

masdar giv e th e sam e indican t bu t the y diffe r fro m eac h othe r 

wi th respec t t o thei r morphologica l structures. 74 However , som e 

grammarians hol d othe r viewpoint s i n demarcatin g th e verba l 

noun and ism  ahmasdar 75 I n Arabic, almos t al l verb s hav e verba l 

7 4 Ib n Hisham, Sharh  Shudhur  al-Dhahab, ed . CAbd al-Gham al-Diqi r (N.P. : Dar 
al-Kitab, n.d. ) ,  526. Se e also, cAbd Allah Ib n cAqTl, Sharh  Ibn cAqJl, ed . M.M.D. 
cAbd al-HamTd, 6th ed. , 2 vols. (Cairo: Matbacat al-Sa cada, 1951) , 2:79-80. 

7 5 Hasan , Al-Nahw  al-Wafi,  3:162-163 . 
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nouns bu t onl y som e o f the m hav e Ism  al-masdars  alon g wi t h 

verbal nouns . 

In fact , grammarian s dra w n o decisive distinctio n betwee n 

the verba l nou n and the ism  ahmasdar,  whic h accordingl y 

overlap i n som e cases , such as ahmasdar  ahmimi,  th e verba l 

noun which begin s wi t h th e lette r 'm \ 7 6 Furthermore , STbaway h 

reveals tha t n o distinction wa s draw n betwee n the m b y earl y 

grammarians.77 Nevertheless , grammarians , eve n early one s , 

such a s STbawayh , specify certai n form s fo r verba l nouns , whic h 

vary accordin g t o th e variatio n o f thei r verbs . Fo r example , th e 

verbal paradig m fa^ala,  lik e th e verb daraba,  ha s the paradig m 

facl a s a  verbal noun , but th e verba l paradig m fa cala lik e th e 

word kafara  take s fu cl a s a verbal noun . However , n o ,  such 

forms ar e give n fo r th e ism ahmasdar  whos e form s ar e rathe r 

l imited t o tha t whic h ha s been employed b y the authoritativ e 

speech o f th e Arabs . I n other words , unlike th e verba l nou n 

which ca n be created wheneve r ther e i s a  need, ther e ca n be no 

creation o f ne w ism  al-masdars  i n addition t o thos e whic h 

actually exis t i n Arabi c lexicography . I n short, th e grammatica l 

dist inction betwee n th e verba l nou n and the ism  ahmasdar 

refers onl y t o th e morphologica l structure . Thi s structur e draw s 

a dist inction betwee n the m becaus e semantically , the y shar e th e 

7 6 Ib n Hisham, Sharh  Shudhur al-Dhahab, 526-528. 

7 7 STbawayh , Al-Kitab,  2  vols . (Cairo : al-Matba ca al-Kubr a al-AmTriyya , 
1317/1899), 2:244 . 
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same indicant , namely , th e ac t i n i t s absolut e form . Thus , th e 

verbal nou n and the ism  ahmasdar  o f on e verb ar e synonymous . 

However, moder n ShT cT usulists  differentiat e betwee n the m 

by focusin g upo n the semanti c aspec t an d neglecting th e l i tera l 

one; i t i s th e opposit e o f th e practic e o f th e grammarians . The y 

perceive th e verba l noun , as previously stated , as a  noun whic h 

contains a  substance indicatin g a n act an d an incomplet e 

ascription; bu t th e ism  ahmasdar  i s considere d a  noun containin g 

only a  substance whic h indicate s a n act. A s the morphologica l 

construction i s concerned , they d o not se e any seriou s l i tera l 

difference betwee n the m an d thus the y shar e th e sam e forms . 

The distinctio n depend s upo n whether b y employing the m th e use r 

intends th e mer e ac t o r bot h th e ac t an d the ascription . Fo r 

example, i n a  sentence, such as 'sal e i s forbidde n o n Friday' th e 

word sal e (bay c) coul d b e interpreted a s a  verbal nou n or a n ism 

ahmasdar an d each interpretatio n yield s a  different lega l rulin g 

in positiv e law . Fo r example , i f th e law-give r say s "sal e i s 

forbidden o n Friday," th e wor d "sale " coul d b e understood a s a 

verbal nou n or a n ism  ahmasdar.  I f a n ascription i s take n int o 

consideration, "sale " i s a  verbal noun ; otherwise, i t i s a n ism  ah 

masdar. I n the forme r case , what i s legall y disapprove d i s th e 

ascription, viz . th e embarkmen t i n the transactio n o f sale , whic h 

means tha t th e transactio n a s suchm i s valid . However , i n th e 

case o f theism  ahmasdar,  th e disapprove d i s th e transactio n 

i tsel f no t i t s performanc e becaus e wha t i s considere d her e i s th e 

action o f transferrin g th e ownershi p o f object s throug h th e 
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contract o f sale. 78 However , wha t i s considere d a s the ism  ah 

masdar b y grammarian s i s als o regarde d a s the ism  ahmasdar 

by usulists,  bu t th e latte r trea t i t a s an exception becaus e o f th e 

principle tha t ther e i s n o l i tera l distinctio n betwee n th e verba l 

noun and the ism  ahmasdar.  Ab u al-Qasim al-Khu ?T says : 

In the Arabi c language , i t i s rarel y tha t a 
variation occur s betwee n th e tw o form s 
(of th e verba l nou n and the ism  ahmasdar) 
but the y ar e alway s indicate d b y one form , 
such as darb  b y which th e indican t o f th e 
verbal nou n or th e mer e ac t ar e meant . S o 
both o f the m shar e on e form. However , i n 
Persian, i t i s mos t likel y tha t eac h one o f 
them ha s a  specific form , such as kutak-
zadan (beating) , gar  dish-gar di  dan (tour ) 
and so on. 79 

In other words , th e intentio n o f th e speake r determine s 

whether h e uses th e for m t o indicat e th e verba l nou n or th e ism 

ahmasdar. Bu t whe n suc h a  form i s adjunc t (mudaf)  t o i t s 

subject or , a s rarely i s th e cas e i n Arabic , t o it s object , i t mus t 

be considered a s verbal nou n because ther e i s a n obvious 

ascription betwee n th e ac t an d a certain essence . Fo r example , 

"the beatin g o f Zay d i s severe" ; th e wor d beatin g (darb)Jms  t o b e 

considered a  verbal nou n because i t indicate s th e ac t o f beatin g 

as wel l a s th e relatio n betwee n thi s ac t an d an agent.80 However , 

78Salih al-ZalimT , Al-Asl  al-Nazarl..,  A34. 

79The f i rs t o f th e forms i n the example ar e ism  al-masdars  an d the others ar e 
verbal nouns . Muhamma d al-Fayyad , Muhadarat  fi  Usui  al-Fiqh, 1:278 . 

80Such a n exampl e i s questionabl e becaus e th e infinit ive , darb,  a s suc h i s 
ascribed, accordin g t o som e usulists,  t o a n unknown esence and here i t i s als o 
ascribed t o Zayd . I t mean s tha t th e ac t o f th e infinitiv e i s ascribe d twic e an d 
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when w e sa y "beatin g i s severe, " i t coul d b e interprete d a s a 

verbal nou n or th e ism  ahmasdar,  takin g int o accoun t th e subtl e 

difference betwee n bot h interpretations . I n other words , th e 

form o f th e verba l nou n and theism ahmasdar  i s versatil e a s i n 

the Arabi c word s yazid  an d mahmud.  The y ca n b e used a s prope r 

nouns, a s i n " I hav e me t YazT d and Mahmud". Th e forme r ca n als o 

be employed a s a  verb a s i n th e cas e o f al-ma'u  yazidu  (th e wate r 

is increasing) , an d the latte r ca n be used as an adjective, suc h as 

laqitu rajulan  mahmudan  khuluquhu  ( I hav e me t a  man whos e 

manners ar e praised) . Al l o f thes e usage s ar e commo n i n Arabi c 

and the contex t i s th e decisiv e facto r o f th e indicants . I t i s th e 

same i n th e cas e o f ou r subjec t matter , wher e contex t ca n decid e 

whether th e for m i s fo r th e verba l nou n or theism  ahmasdar. 

However, i n mos t usages , context doe s no t hel p t o determin e 

which on e o f the m i s bein g employed ; i t i s onl y consideratio n o f 

the intentio n o f th e use r whic h i s th e decidin g factor , suc h as i n 

the cas e o f th e previou s exampl e "sal e i s forbidde n o n Friday. " 

Having provide d suc h an analysis o f th e ism  ahmasdar, 

some usulists  believ e tha t i t , ism  ahmasdar,  i s th e origi n o f 

both derivative s an d the verba l noun . Becaus e th e ism  ahmasdar 

has n o meaningful for m (hay'a),  i t ca n be molded int o an y for m o f 

derivatives. Althoug h ther e i s n o morphological differenc e 

between th e for m o f th e verba l nou n and that o f th e ism  al-

masdar, thes e usulists  maintai n tha t th e for m o f th e ism  al-

therefore th e infinitiv e ha s two conception s inheren t i n it : th e ac t ascribe d t o 
unrecognized essenc e an d the ac t ascribe d t o a  recognized essence , i.e . Zayd. 
Such a  complex indican t o f th e infinitiv e i s questionable . Se e M. al-HashimT, 
Mabahith ahDalil  al-Lafzi,  (Najaf : Matba cat al-Adab , 1977) , 349. 
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masdar indicate s n o meaning unlik e th e for m o f th e verba l nou n 

which indicate s incomplet e ascription , a s noted before . Th e rol e 

of th e for m o f th e ism  ahmasdar  i s onl y t o bin d i t s substanc e 

(the basi c letters) , whic h canno t b e articulated a s a  word withou t 

being i n a  form.81 

However, th e usulist  MTrz a Husayn al-Na?Tm (d.1936 ) 

asserts tha t th e for m o f th e verba l nou n does no t produc e an y sor t 

of indicant . Bu t h e admits tha t th e verba l noun , unlike th e ism  al-

masdar, indicate s potentiall y a n incomplete ascription . Thi s 

indication i s no t du e to i t s for m bu t t o i t s substanc e whic h i s 

coined b y Arab s o n the ground s tha t i t ha s a  potentiality o f bein g 

ascribed, unlik e th e substanc e o f th e ism  ahmasdar  whic h i s 

coined provide d tha t suc h a  potentiality i s no t regarded . 

Therefore, th e verba l nou n can be ascribed t o it s subject , suc h as 

darbu Zaydin  Bakran  shadidun  (Zayd' s beating o f Bak r i s severe) , 

or a s rarely , i t ca n be ascribed t o it s object , suc h a s darbu 

Bakrin Zaydun  shadidun  whic h ha s the sam e meanin g a s th e 

previous exampl e bu t wi t h a  different structure . Bu t theism  ah 

masdar canno t b e ascribed t o it s subjec t no r i t s object. 82 

Al-Na' inrs vie w ha s become a  subject o f attack s levele d b y 

some usulists,  suc h a s his studen t al-Khu'T 8^ an d M.B. al-Sadr. 8^ 

It seem s tha t al-Na'i m i s influence d i n thi s vie w b y grammarian s 

8 1 Al-ZalimT, AhAsl  al-Nazan,  481-482 . 
• *  •  • 

82Abu al-Qasim al-Khu'T , Ajwadal-Taqrirat,  1:62-63 . 

83A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat,  1:276-277 . 

84Mahmud al-HashimT , Mabahith  al-Dalil  al-Lafzi,  350-35 1 
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who sa y tha t th e verba l noun , when ascribed , grammaticall y 

affects i t s subjec t o r object ; unlik e th e ism  ahmasdar  whic h 

has n o such effec t upo n the subjec t an d object, wi t h th e 

exception o f a  few cases. 8^ Accordin g t o grammarians , th e ism 

ahmasdar ca n be ascribed, as i n th e cas e o f karamu  Zaydin  (th e 

generosity o f Zayd) , but al-Na'inT' s view i s somewha t enigmati c 

because h e claims tha t th e ism  ahmasdar  i s unascribeable . 

In his rebutta l o f al-Na'inT' s vie w tha t th e for m o f th e ism 

ahmasdar indicate s a n incomplete ascription , M. B. al-Sad r 

resorts t o a  unique strateg y fo r distinguishin g th e verba l nou n 

from th e ism  ahmasdar.  H e believes tha t th e for m o f th e verba l 

noun i s establishe d i n orde r t o indicat e a  certain propert y fo r th e 

substance o f th e verba l nou n itself . Thi s propert y i s no t a n 

ascription no r doe s th e for m indicat e a n essence. Th e form o f 

the ism  ahmasdar  i s coine d to indicat e absolutel y nothing ; 

therefore, th e indican t o f th e ism  ahmasdar  i s a  mere act . 

Thus, th e ism  ahmasdar  ha s a  priority ove r th e verba l nou n 

because th e forme r simpl y indicate s a  mere ac t whil e th e latte r 

is a  compound o f a n act an d a certai n property . Theoretically , 

that whic h i s simpl e ha s priorit y ove r tha t whic h i s compound . 

Likewise, th e verba l nou n has priorit y ove r verbs an d complet e 

sentences hav e priori t y ove r an y incomplet e sentence s 

(clauses).86 Althoug h al-Sad r place s immens e emphasi s o n the 

8 5 lbn Hisham , Sharh  Shudhur al-Dhahab, 526-530 . Se e also c Abbas Hasan , Al-
Nahw al-Wafi, 3:171-173 . 

86Al-HashimT, Mabahith  al-Dalil  al-Lafzi,  351-354 . 
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ism al-masdar,  elsewhere , he declares tha t th e ism  al-masdar 

is derivative. 87 Thi s fact , however , lead s u s to believ e tha t h e 

considers th e "basi c commo n let ters " a s the origi n o f 

derivatives—although h e does no t explicit l y sa y this—sinc e 

there i s n o other alternative . 

Despite th e sophisticate d interpolation s thes e usulists 

might hav e give n th e subject , othe r usulists  radicall y rejec t th e 

ism ahmasdar  a s the origi n o f derivatives . The y focu s thei r 

cr i t ic ism o n the fac t tha t th e ism  ahmasdar  comprise s a  form 

just a s any derivative . I t seem s tha t thi s questio n ha s le d t o th e 

other subject , namely , th e commo n basi c letter s amon g 

derivatives. 

The Letters Commo n to Derivative s 

The ter m "l inguist i c substance " (al-madda  al-lughawiyya) 

is use d to describ e th e common , basic letter s foun d i n 

derivatives, suc h as the letter s d  r b  whic h represen t a  common 

denominator i n th e verba l nou n darb,  th e various tense s o f verb s 

daraba-yadribu-idrib, th e activ e participl e darib,  th e passiv e 

participle madrub,  th e nou n of plac e madrab  an d so forth . I t 

seems tha t th e f i r s t usulist  t o hav e introduce d suc h a  view wa s 

Muhammad Shari f a l-Ha' i n (d . 1245/ 1 829), a s conveye d b y hi s 

student IbrahT m al-QazwinT , wh o wrot e hi s advance d lecture s o n 

usul al-fiqh. QQ Later , thi s vie w ha s been adopted b y man y 

87 lbid., 407 . 

88lbrahTm al-QazwTnT , Dawabit  al-Usul,  ed . M . MahdT (Tehra n (? ) :n.p. , 
1275/1858), 9 . 
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usulists, suc h a s Muhammad Kazi m al-KhurasanT , know n a s a l -

Akhund (d . 1329/191 I ) , 8 9 M.H . al-Na'Tm,90 piya ' al-DT n al-c|raq T 

(d.1361/1942),9 i Shayk h Husay n al-HillT, 9? Ab u al-Qasim a l -

Khu'T, 93 M.Baql r al-Sad r an d cAbd al-Aqa al-Sabzawan.9 4 i n 

fact, thi s vie w i s mor e curren t amon g usulists  tha n tha t o f th e 

ism al-masdar. 

These usulists  see k a n origin (asl)  o f derivative s whic h i s 

not confine d wi th i n a  form s o that the y ca n formulate i t i n any 

shape. The y rejec t th e ism  ahmasdar  a s an origin becaus e i t 

posesses a  form. It s l inguisti c substanc e i s no t completel y 

absolute an d non-conditioned (la  bishart);  o n the contrary , i t i s 

conditioned s o tha t i t i s no t (bishart  la)  ascribe d t o a n 

essence.95 I n other words , th e origi n ha s to b e a mere substanc e 

which ca n be a subject o f differen t accidenta l form s o f 

derivatives, jus t a s melted gol d ca n be molded int o variou s kind s 

of jewelry . Th e origi n consist s o f a  substance whic h indicate s a 

potential genera l meanin g whil e th e derivativ e consist s o f a 

substance an d a form whic h modifie s th e meaning . Consequently , 

8 9 M. Jama l al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  94 . 

90Al-Khu'T, Ajwad  al-Taqnrat,  60-61 . 

91Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahw),  9 4 

92Al-ZalimT, Al-Asl  al-Nazan,  283 . 

93A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat,  1:278 . 

9^ cAbd al-A c la al-Sabzawan , Tahdhib  al-Usul, 2  vols. (Najaf : Matba cat al 
Adab, 1979) , 1:36 . 

95Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  97 . 
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the variou s meaning s o f derivative s i n indicating , fo r exampl e th e 

agent, place , t ime , etc . ar e du e to thei r differen t forms . Al-Khu' T 

says, 

The origi n (o f derivatives ) i s lik e a 
primary matte r (hayula)  whic h i s devoi d 
of an y propert y becaus e otherwis e i t 
would no t b e receptive t o othe r form s no r 
would i t b e the substanc e fo r othe r things . 
This i s unlik e th e verba l nou n or th e ism 
ahmasdar becaus e eac h of the m contain s 
an additional propert y ... 96 

The influenc e o f hi s teache r al-Na'inT 97 i s eviden t whe n he 

draws a n analogy betwee n th e origi n an d primordial matter , 

which wa s a n Aristotelian notio n adopte d b y Islami c scholasti c 

philosophy. 

At thi s point , on e mus t recal l tha t moder n usulists  o f th e 

ShTcT lega l schoo l dea l wi t h theoretica l no t historica l origin . 

They d o no t trac e historicall y th e origi n o f derivative s bac k t o a 

certain pr imi t iv e stag e i n th e emergenc e o f language . Rather , 

their objectiv e i s t o explor e a  well-established theoretica l origi n 

based o n a philosphy whic h ha s becom e th e objec t o f prid e amon g 

modern usulists.  The y ar e no t eage r t o determin e th e historica l 

origin eve n i f the y wer e abl e t o d o so, as al-ZalimT says , 

Even i f i t i s establishe d fo r th e usulist 
that th e verba l nou n i s th e f i rs t t o hav e 
been pronounced by Arabs , he w i l l 
undoubtedly rejec t i t eve n i f th e f i rs t 

96A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat,  1:278 . 

97Al-Khu'T, Ajwad  al-Taqnrat,  60 , 
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speaker (o f th e Arabi c language ) i s presen t 
in fron t o f hi m an d test i fy t o confir m thi s 
(verbal nou n was th e f i rs t t o b e spoken) a s 
long a s the questio n o f "th e form " i s abov e 
any consideration." 98 

Undoubtedly, th e usulists  mea n a  theoretical origi n 

although som e o f thei r expressions , suc h as yu'khadhu  min  (t o b e 

taken f rom) 9 9 giv e th e impressio n tha t the y ar e dealin g wi t h a n 

historical origin . Otherwise , thei r discussio n i s nonsensica l 

because i t i s inconceivabl e tha t on e assume tha t th e primit iv e 

people wh o f i r s t spok e th e languag e ha d such a complex an d 

succinct conceptio n o f derivation . Thi s mean s tha t befor e the y 

expressed an y meanin g the y establishe d a n unutterable abstrac t 

l inguistic substance , suc h as drb,  the n the y systematicall y 

derived th e word s whic h the y needed . Such a hypothesis i s 

thoroughly i s no t supporte d b y derivatives existin g i n Arabic , 

such a s those whic h originat e fro m particles . Nevertheless , i t 

could b e that th e distinctio n betwee n th e theoretica l an d 

historical origin s i s no t completel y clea r t o som e usulists. 

Although al-Zalim T distinguishe s betwee n th e theoretica l 

and historical origin s an d believes tha t usulists  onl y grappl e 

w i th th e theoretica l issue , he questions th e practicabil i t y o f 

their view s i n considerin g th e linguisti c substanc e a s an origin. 

This i s becaus e i t i s impossibl e fo r th e establishe r (wadi c) o f 

the languag e t o imagin e disjoine d letter s whic h indicat e meanin g 

98Al-ZalimT, Al-Asl  al-Nazan,  484 . 

" j a m a l al-DTn , Al-Bahth  al-Nahwi,  9 4 
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before derivin g meaningfu l word s fro m them. 100 However , i t 

seems tha t thi s cr i t ic is m i s no t accurat e becaus e i t involve s a n 

historical even t regardin g th e historica l establishmen t o f th e 

language. Al-ZalimT' s cr i t ic is m concernin g th e theoretica l origin , 

as opposed t o th e historica l origin , i s irrelevan t t o th e usulists. 

In terms o f l inguistics , i t i s admissibl e t o sa y tha t unlik e 

grammarians, usulists  concer n themselve s wit h a  prescriptiv e 

not a  descriptive notio n abou t th e origi n o f derivatives . 

It i s noteworth y tha t som e contemporar y grammarians , suc h 

as c Abd Allah DarwTs h an d Tammam Hassan , think tha t th e origi n 

of derivative s i s th e linguisti c substance . Althoug h thei r vie w i s 

analogous t o tha t o f som e usulists,  thei r approac h t o i t i s 

radically differen t fro m tha t o f usulists.  Accordingly , n o 

usulistic influenc e upo n these grammarian s ca n be claime d 

despite th e fac t th e usulists  adopte d thi s vie w lon g before them . 

Thus, grammarian s di d no t tak e th e ide a fro m usulists,  fo r suc h a 

communication betwee n ShT̂ T usulists an d Egyptian SunnT 

grammarians i s indee d unlikel y t o occur . 

DarwTsh base s hi s theor y upo n the commmo n ide a o f jidhr 

(root) i n Arabi c lexicography . Thi s refer s t o th e commo n letter s 

in word s whic h ar e believe d t o shar e a  derivational t i e wi t h eac h 

other. Afte r jidhr  come s th e closes t wor d t o i t , th e bas e o r ste m 

which i s represente d b y the verb i n the Kufa n schoo l an d the 

verbal nou n i n th e Basra n school . Abov e th e ste m ar e th e 

derivatives an d other simila r words . Thi s whol e ide a ca n be 

100Al-ZalimT, AhAsl  ahNazan,  484-485 . 
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visualized a s a  tree havin g jidhr  a s roots , ste m a s the trun k an d 

derivatives alon g wi t h othe r associate d word s a s branches. 101 

However, th e ide a o f jidhr  serves  a s a systematic methodolog y 

for Arabi c lexicons . Th e f i rs t t o hav e introduce d th e ide a i s a l -

KhalTl Ib n Ahma d al-FarahTd T (d . 1 70 o r 176/786-791) , th e teache r 

of STbaway h an d the autho r o f th e famou s lexico n ah cAyn. I t i s 

assumed tha t h e was influence d b y Sanskrit , i n which th e ide a o f 

jidhr ha d already existed.i° 2 DarwTs h reject s suc h an 

assumption an d emphasizes th e originalit y o f al-KhalT l i n thi s 

respectJ0 3 I n fact , DarwTs h i s extremel y impresse d b y th e 

scholarly endeavor s o f al-KhalTl , t o who m h e devotes mos t o f hi s 

book, al-Ma cajim ah cArabiyya. Accordingly , on e can positivel y 

deduce tha t hi s admiratio n o f al-KhalT l ha s le d him t o adop t th e 

idea o f jidhr  a s an origin o f deriatives . DarwTs h i s quote d as 

saying, 

The origi n i s a n abstract thin g no t use d i n 
the language , which i s (fo r example ) k  t b 
(for kataba,  t o wr i te , an d other relate d 
words). B y changing vowels an d placin g 
additional letter s i n acccordance wi t h a 
certain system , we obtai n derivatives , 
among which ar e verba l nouns . Thi s i s 
what Arabi c lexicon s depen d upon/1 0 4 

101TarazT, Ahishtiqaq,  76-77 . 

102 lbid., 79 . 
1 0 3 cAbd Alla h DarwTsh , Al-Macajim ah cArabiyya (Cairo : Matbacat al-Risala , 
1956),4. 

104Al-ZalimT, Al-Asl  al  Nazari,  485. 
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Tammam Hassa n i s als o influence d b y Arabic lexicograph y 

but presumabl y throug h DarwTs h who adopted the ide a befor e him, 

although Hassa n does no t acknowledge suc h an influence. 10^ 

Hassan says , 

If w e are to fin d a  connection betwee n 
words, w e must no t consider on e of the m 
as an origin fo r others . Bu t we must refe r 
to th e method o f lexicographer s wh o bind 
words b y the roots o f th e (linguistic ) 
substance (o f thes e words ) i n order t o 
make thi s ...th e basi s o f ou r methodology i n 
the stud y o f derivation . Accordingly , w e 
consider th e three roots 1 0 6 a s an origin o f 
derivatives s o that th e verbal nou n is 
derived fro m i t an d the past tens e i s 
derived fro m i t a s wel l . 1 0 7 

In fact , suc h a n attemp t t o conside r jidhr  a s a n origi n 

affects th e constructio n o f th e whol e theor y o f derivation . Al l 

Arabic word s ar e eithe r defectiv e (jamid)  o r non-defectiv e 

(mutasarrif), bu t accordin g t o Hassan' s hypothesis , Arabi c word s 

are divide d a s follows : 

105jhe secon d editio n o f DarwTsh' s book , Dirasat  fil-Sarf,  appeare d i n the 
early 1960' s while Tamma m Hassa n published his book, Al-Lugha  al- cArabiyya: 
Macnaha wa-Mabnaha,  fo r th e f i rs t tim e i n 1973 . H e also edite d th e famou s 
lexicon of al-KhalTl , i.e. ah cAyn. 

106Most Arabi c word s are based upon three consonan t (samit),  letters . Thes e 
letters ar e called jidhr,  maddat  al-kalima (th e substance o f th e word), o r al-
huruf al-usul  (th e basic letters) . 

107Tammam Hassan , Al-Lugha  ahcArabiyya:  Ma cnaha wa-Mabnaha,  2n d ed . 
(Cairo: Matabic' al-Hay'a al-Misriyya al-cAmma lil-Kitab , 1979) , 169 . 
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Words 

Derived 

Non-Defective (mutasarrif) 
[Verbal nouns , verbs, past participles , 

active participle s an d other derivativ e 
forms] 

Non-Derived (sulb) 
[pronouns, adverbs, 
particles an d some suffixes ] 

Defective (jamid) 
fraju/,(man) kitab,  (book ) 
faras, (horse ) ma'(water ) 

It seem s tha t thi s attemp t i s no t genuine ; rather, i t i s a  means 

of eludin g th e acut e controversia l questio n o f appointin g a n origi n 

of derivatives . 

It mus t b e noted tha t despit e th e apparen t s imi lar i t y 

between thi s vie w an d that o f som e usulists  wh o regar d th e 

l inguistic substanc e a s an origin, there i s a  vast gul f betwee n 

them. Thes e grammarian s borro w th e ide a fro m lexicograph y 

when the y fa i l t o determin e it s origin . The y adop t th e ide a 

without eve n modifying i t t o solv e th e proble m tactful ly . The y 

complicate th e proble m b y enlarging th e spher e o f derivatio n t o 

assimilate almos t al l Arabi c vocabulary . Th e major differenc e 

between usulists  an d grammarians i s tha t usulists  apprehen d 

the l inguisti c substanc e a s the commo n basi c letter s amon g 

derivatives whil e th e grammarian s gras p i t a s the commo n basi c 

letters amon g derivative s an d other pertinen t words . Moreover , 

usulists erec t a  theoretical origi n whic h ha s no effect upo n th e 

fundamental feature s o f th e derivationa l theory . Thi s view , 

indeed, can be adopted b y grammarians an d morphologists a s a 
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suitable solutio n t o th e proble m i n orde r t o brin g a n end to thei r 

osci l lat ion betwee n views . I n the cas e o f a n historical origin , 

one mus t not e th e appealin g theor y o f Ab u CA1T al-FarisT becaus e 

i t i s th e mos t likel y t o reflec t reality . 

In this chapter , th e historica l introductio n o f derivatio n i n 

usul ahfiqh  ha s been investigated . I t ha s been suggested tha t 

the subjec t i s extraneou s t o th e disciplin e o f usul  ahfiqh  an d 

that Fakh r al-DT n al-RazT, motivated b y theologica l concerns , wa s 

the f i r s t usulist  t o hav e introduce d th e subjec t int o usul  ahfiqh. 

However, i n ShT̂ T usul ahfiqh,  th e subjec t matte r wa s 

introduced a t a  later perio d b y al-cAllama al—H i 1 IT and soon 

afterwards i t wa s regarde d a s an integral par t o f usul  ahfiqh  b y 

virtue o f i t s t i e wi t h lega l problem s i n positive law . Th e 

preceding discussio n ha s shown tha t earl y usulists  adhere d t o 

the grammatica l schoo l o f Basr a wit h regar d t o th e origi n o f 

derivatives. However , moder n ShT cT usulists  hav e establishe d 

independent views , renderin g th e grammatica l view s abou t th e 

subject obsolete . Th e main targe t o f usulists  i n treatin g th e 

subject matte r i s analyzin g derivatives , a s w i l l b e seen i n th e 

fol lowing chapter . 
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CHAPTER THREE 

THE ANALYTICAL APPROACH TO THE DERIVATIVE 

The Conceptio n o f th e Derivativ e 

Unlike grammarian s an d morphologists, usulists  ar e 

interested primaril y i n th e theologica l aspec t o f derivatives , a s 

noted above , and not i n the linguisti c one . Therefore , the y 

restr ic t th e domai n o f derivative s i n orde r t o exclud e fro m thei r 

discussion irrelevan t materia l suc h as nouns o f place , time an d 

instrument whic h hav e no bearing o n theology o r positiv e law . 

Such exclusions , calle d semanti c narrowingsjsee m t o hav e 

occurred arbitrar i l y becaus e ther e wa s n o usulistic  conceptio n o f 

derivatives i n th e min d o f previou s usulists.  Thei r conceptio n 

was somewher e betwee n th e linguisti c identit y an d what i t 

should hav e bee n i n usul  ahfiqh.  Suc h confusion ca n be clearl y 

seen i n thei r definitio n o f th e derivative . The y defin e i t 

dif ferently fro m th e wa y the y actuall y perceiv e it . Fo r example , 

al-Kamal Ib n al-Humam (d.861/1456 ) define s i t a s "tha t whic h 

agrees wi t h i t s verba l nou n i n i t s basi c letter s an d meaning 

having somethin g additional." 2 Thi s definitio n agree s wi t h th e 

BasrT conceptio n o f th e derivative . Bu t unlik e th e Basr T 

grammarians, al-Kama l doe s no t conside r th e verb a s derivative . 

Restricting thi s broa d definition , h e then excludes th e noun s o f 

iThis i s a  linguistic ter m indicatin g a  process whereb y th e meanin g o f a  word 
becomes les s genera l o r inclusive . Th e counterpar t o f thi s ter m i s "semanti c 
broadening". 

2 lbn AmT r al-Hajj , Al-Taqrir  wal-Tahbir,  3  vols . (Cairo : al-Matba ca al-Kubr a 
al-AmTriyya, 1*316/1898) , 1:89. 
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place an d time fro m th e scop e o f th e derivativ e investigate d i n 

usul ahfiqh  . 3 

In fact , suc h confusio n i s no t avoide d by othe r usulists, 

such a s Ib n al-Hajib (d.646/1248 ) an d his commentators , al-Qad T 

cAdud al-Mil la wal-DTn , known a s al-TjT (d.756/1355 ) an d a l -

SharTf al-Jurja m (d.791/ 1 388).̂  Thi s confusio n i n identifyin g 

the derivativ e ma y refe r t o th e questio n o f whethe r o r no t th e 

subject i s relevan t t o usul  ahfiqh  .  A s we hav e seen i n th e 

previous chapter , som e usulists  fin d i t irrelevan t t o dea l wi t h 

this subject ; thus , they repudiat e it . 

In the moder n ShT cT school o f usul  ahfiqh,  th e conceptio n o f 

derivatives ha s undergone severa l semanti c narrowing s an d 

broadenings. Ther e ar e derivative s whic h hav e been excluded an d 

some non-derivative s hav e been included , fo r example , the non -

derivative wor d zawja  (wife ) i s considere d a  derivative. Thes e 

changes ar e no t arbitrar y bu t implemente d accordin g t o a  highly 

structural perspectiv e whic h bestow s upo n derivatives a  unique 

usulistic identity . 

Rudimentary effort s toward s a  clear usulistic  conceptio n 

of derivative s seeme d t o hav e bee n promote d b y Muhammad Kazi m 

al-Khurasam (d . 1 329/ 191 1 ).5 Thes e effort s hav e bee n furthe r 

reinforced b y late r usulists,  suc h a s Muhammad H . al-Na'Tm (d . 

3ibid., 90. 
4Sacd al-DTn al-TaftazanT, Hashiyat  al-Taftazam,  2  vols. (Cairo: al-Matbaca al -
Kubra al-Amiriyya, 1316/1898) , 1:171-172 . 

5Muhammad K. al-Khurasam, Kifayat  al-Usul,  ed . MTrza M.A. al-Tahram, 2  ed. , 2 
vols! (Tehran: KitabfurushT Islamiyya , 1367) , 1:58-61 . 
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1 335/ 1  938)6 an d his studen t Ab u al-Qasim al-Khu'T , who , alon g 

w i th hi s studen t Muhamma d Baqi r al-Sad r (d . 1980), present s a n 

elaborated discussio n o f th e subjec t matter . 

Al-Khu'T indicate s tha t th e Arabi c wor d i s divide d 

l inguist ical ly int o tw o types : derivative an d non-derivativ e 

(jamid). Eac h of thes e tw o i s furthe r subdivide d int o two . Th e 

f i r s t divisio n o f th e derivativ e i s a  derived wor d whic h ma y be 

ascribed t o a  subject havin g a  link wi t h th e meanin g o f thi s word , 

such a s active an d passive participle s an d nouns o f plac e an d 

time. Fo r example , when a  person ha s acquired certai n 

knowledge, w e ca n derive th e wor d knowledgeabl e an d ascribe i t 

to him . Therefore , i t ca n be said, fo r example , 'Joh n i s 

knowledgeable'; thi s latte r wor d bein g associated wi t h th e 

subject whic h acquire s knowledge . Th e second division o f th e 

derivative i s a  derived wor d whic h i s non-ascribabl e t o a  subject , 

such a s verbs an d verbal nouns . Accordingly , on e cannot sa y tha t 

John i s know s o r h e i s knowledge . 

With regar d t o th e non-derivative , al-Khu' T discusse s tw o 

types: f i r s t , ther e ar e word s whos e meaning s ar e take n fro m th e 

basic component s o f thei r denotations , suc h as human, animal, 

tree, dust , etc.. . Fo r instance , whe n i t i s sai d tha t Joh n i s human , 

i t mean s tha t humanit y i s a n essential elemen t o f John' s essence . 

Thus, onc e h e loses thi s element , h e accordingly lose s hi s essenc e 

as a  human being . Therefore , John an d human are basicall y th e 

6Abu al-Qasi m al-Khu'T , Ajwad  al-Taqnrat  fi  Usui  al-Fiqh,  2n d ed . (Tehran: 
Chapkhana Sharikat Saham T Tabc Kitab , 1367/1947) , 52-54. 
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same. Thi s i s unlik e th e wor d knowledgeabl e whic h represent s a n 

accidental elemen t o f Joh n when i t i s ascribe d t o him . Onc e he 

loses thi s element , h e does no t los e hi s essenc e a s a  human 

being. Secondly , ther e ar e word s whos e meaning s ar e take n fro m 

accidental ( caradi) aspect s o f thei r denotations , suc h as husband, 

w i fe , slav e an d free.7 I n the example , John i s a  husband, the wor d 

'husband' obviousl y reveal s n o essential par t o f John' s being ; 

rather i t i s a n accidental epithe t fo r hi s marita l status . 

Among these fou r type s o f derivative s an d non-derivatives , 

al-Khu'T hold s tha t th e usulistic  derivativ e consist s o f th e f i rs t 

type o f derivativ e an d the secon d type o f th e non-derivative. 8 Hi s 

view ca n be i l lustrate d b y the followin g chart : 

Word in Arabi c 

Derivative Non-derivativ e 

I '  1  i  '  I 
Ascribable non-ascribabl e Represent s a n Represent s an 
to subject s t o subjects essentia l elemen t accidenta l elemen t 

Linguistic derivativ e Usulistic  derivativ e 

In fact , thi s identif icatio n o f th e usulistic  derivativ e i s 

actually base d upon the conceptio n tha t an y wor d i s considere d 

7M. Baqi r al-Sad r give s th e wor d minshar  (saw) , a s a n example o f thi s type . 
See Mahmud al-HashimT , Mabahith  al-Dalil  al-Lafzi  (Najaf : Matba cat al-Adab , 
1977^'409. However , thi s wor d doe s no t belon g t o thi s typ e because , 
linguistically speaking , i t i s derivative . I t i s calle d a  noun of instrument . Se e 
Ahmad al-HamalawT , Shadha  ah cArf flFann  al-Sarf,  16t h ed . (Cairo: Matbacat 
Mustfa al-BabT , 1965) , 86. 

8Muhammad I . al-Fayyad , Muhadarat  fi  Usui  al-Fiqh, 5  vols. (Najaf : Matba cat a l -
Najaf, 1962) , 1:216 . • 
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derivative onc e i t incorporate s th e fol lowin g tw o fundamenta l 

bases: 

1- Th e derivative mus t b e ascribable, a s noted above . Eve n 

if, fo r example , John obtain s a  sense o f generosity , i t canno t b e 

said tha t Joh n i s generosity . Th e verbal noun , generosity, i s 

actually differen t fro m John . However , i t ca n be said tha t Joh n i s 

generous becaus e th e adjective , 'generous' , i s intende d t o b e 

ascribed t o a  subject havin g th e qualit y o f 'generosity' , a  word 

from whic h 'generous ' i s derived . 

2-The derivativ e i s assume d t o consis t o f a n essence an d an 

origin (mabda')  upo n which th e meanin g o f th e derivativ e i s 

based. I t i s necessar y tha t thi s essenc e exis t whe n the origi n i s 

separated fro m it . Otherwise , i t canno t b e considered a 

derivative. A n example o f thi s i s th e wor d 'human ' ascribe d t o 

John. Th e essenc e o f John disappear s a s soon as the origin , 

humanity, i s detache d fro m him . Thi s i s unlik e th e wor d 

'generous' wher e th e essenc e remain s eventhoug h th e origin , 

generosity, i s detache d fro m it. 9 

It i s noteworth y tha t moder n ShT cT usulists dra w thei r 

discussions o f th e subjec t fro m a  philosophical perspective . M . 

Baqir al-Sad r i s a  clear exampl e o f thi s phenomenon . H e analyzes 

the subjec t accordin g t o a  discursive logica l an d philosophica l 

methodology. However , h e claims tha t h e does no t rel y upo n such 

methodology i n understandin g th e subject . H e even points ou t 

that i t i s no t accurat e t o subjec t linguisti c matter s t o discursiv e 

9A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:217 . See also al-Hashiml , Mabahith  ...,  407-408 . 
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and subtle analysis ; rather , th e customar y an d spontaneou s 

apprehension i s t o b e considered a s a  criterion fo r diagnosin g 

such matters . 

It i s ver y interestin g t o not e tha t th e usulists  us e a 

semantic strateg y i n constructin g thei r conceptio n o f th e 

derivative. The y bas e thi s conceptio n upo n the semanti c aspec t 

of words , i.e . thei r meanings . Nevertheless , usulists  ar e no t 

interested i n th e meanin g a s such bu t i n i t s rationa l relatio n t o 

i ts denotation . T o i l lustrat e thi s point , w e ca n examine th e wor d 

'husband' whic h i s a  derivative, accordin g t o th e ShT cT usulists. 

These usulists  d o not conside r th e morphologica l structur e o f th e 

word no r d o they conside r i t s syntacti c composition . The y 

identify i t s lexica l meanin g an d the relatio n betwee n thi s 

meaning an d i t s denotation . Thi s relatio n i s determine d throug h 

an intermediary agen t whic h i s th e origi n (mabda')  o f th e word . 

The example , John i s a  husband, can be analyzed a s follows : 

(Word) 

(meaning) 

(mabda') marriage 

(denotation) 

husband 

male legal spouse 

John 

Analyzing thi s example , the usulist  woul d concer n himsel f 

w i th a n inquiring approac h t o th e rationa l af f in i t y betwee n 

marriage an d John whethe r th e forme r i s accidenta l o r essentia l 

in th e latter . I f i t i s essential , i.e . i f i t indicate s a  basic 
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component o f John' s essence , the wor d 'husband ' i s non -

derivative; bu t i f i t i s accidental , 'husband ' would b e derivative . 

Although thi s theor y seem s t o b e sophisticated, som e 

usulists s t i l l disput e whethe r o r no t som e words ar e derivative . 

This disput e wa s instigate d b y the fac t tha t th e mainsta y o f th e 

theory i s th e af f in i t y betwee n th e mabda'  an d the denotation . 

This af f in i t y i s fundamentall y determine d b y intellectua l 

speculation, which , being variable, give s ris e t o suc h 

disagreement. 

The mos t disputabl e questio n i s th e nou n of time , suc h as 

maqtal, indicatin g a  time o f ki l l ing . Thi s i s becaus e i t consist s 

of mabda''  whic h i s ki l l in g an d an essence whic h i s time . Th e 

problem i s tha t i t i s inconceivabl e tha t thi s essenc e remai n 

unchanged sinc e tim e i s naturall y changeable . Thi s i s t o sa y tha t 

maqtal indicate s th e tim e durin g whic h th e ac t o f ki l l in g take s 

place; thus , onc e thi s ac t i s completed , i t s tim e als o elapse s an d 

another perio d o f tim e starts . Fo r example , when th e ac t o f 

k i l l ing take s plac e durin g th e night , th e followin g mornin g w i l l b e 

another tim e whic h i s n o longer linke d wit h thi s act . I n othe r 

words, onc e th e mabda'  terminates , th e essence , time , elapses . 

Hence, this proble m pertainin g t o th e changeabilit y o f tim e 

renders th e nou n of tim e non-derivativ e becaus e i t lack s a 

fundamental basis : the essenc e mus t remai n eve n when th e 

mabda' i s separate d fro m it , a s previously stated . 

However, usulists  neglec t thi s questio n an d consider th e 

noun o f tim e a s derivative . Muhamma d K . al-Khurasa m just i f ie s 

this vie w b y conceiving th e essence , time , a s established i n thi s 
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noun, i n a  universal sens e whic h include s th e tim e durin g whic h 

the mabda'  take s plac e an d an inconceivable tim e afte r th e en d of 

the mabda'.  Thi s mean s tha t th e tim e i s perceive d theoreticall y 

as remaining bu t i n realit y i t i s impossibl e t o fin d a  time whe n 

the mabda'  separate s fro m it . Al-Khurasa m il lustrate s thi s 

point b y giving a s an example th e philosophica l expressio n wajib 

al-wujud (th e Necessar y Being) . Thi s expressio n i s universal , i.e . 

includes anythin g whos e existenc e i s philosophicall y necessary . 

But actuall y i t ha s no denotation excep t Go d alone an d i t i s 

impossible t o fin d anothe r whos e existenc e i s necessary.' o 

Other usulists,  suc h a s Muhamma d H . al-Na'inT," Muhamma d 

H. al-lsfaham (d . 1 361 / 1  942),i2piya' al-DT n al-qraq T 

(d. 1361/1942), 13 Abu al-Qasim al-Khu'T 1^ and M. Baqir al-Sadr,i 5 

give differen t just i f icat ion s t o th e previou s question . Al l o f 

them bas e thei r discussio n upo n a developed philosophica l 

approach payin g n o attention whatsoeve r t o an y linguisti c 

consideration. The y completel y diverg e fro m wha t Arabic -

speaking peopl e apprehend , and they indulg e i n pure intellectua l 

speculation. I n fact, thi s manne r o f treatin g linguisti c matter s 

10Al-KhurasanT, Kifayat...,  1:60-61 . 

1 ] Al-Khu'T, Ajwad al-Taqnrat, 

12M.uhammad Husay n al-lsfaham , Nihayat  al-diraya  fi  Sharh  al-Kifaya  (Qum : 
al-Matbacaal-c 'llmiyyaJ379), 1:98-100 . 

13Al-HashimT, Mabahith  ...,  413-414. 

14A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:230-33 . 

15Al-HashimT, Mabahith...,  412-414 . 
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should b e marked a s a serious featur e o f th e usulistic 

methodology. Thi s phenomeno n require s a  studious investigatio n 

in th e usulistic  l i teratur e i f i t i s t o b e assessed withi n th e 

whole usulistic  strateg y i n dealin g wi t h Arabi c texts . 

Beside th e previou s questio n abou t th e nou n o f time , a l -

MTrza Muhamma d H . al-ShTrazT (d . 1 312/1 894) exclude s fro m th e 
• • 

derivative th e nou n o f instrument , suc h a s miftah  (key) , an d th e 

passive participle , suc h as madrub  (beaten) . However , hi s vie w 

meets n o acceptance amon g famous usulists.  M . Baqir al-Sad r 

undertook th e tas k o f refutin g hi s view. 16 

Analytical Aspect s o f th e Derivativ e 

The primar y goa l o f th e usulists  i s th e analysi s o f th e 

derivative. Th e framewor k o f suc h analysi s wa s lai d dow n by 

Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT (d.606 / 1 209). Other usulists  d o not deviat e 

dramatically fro m thi s framewor k althoug h the y emphasiz e 

different point s accordin g t o thei r ow n interes t i n dealing wi t h 

the subjec t matter . 

The usulistic  analysi s o f th e derivativ e i s intende d t o 

address thre e differen t disciplinar y aspects : grammatical , 

rhetorical an d theological . I t i s interestin g tha t thes e aspect s 

reveal n o objective unit y whic h bind s the m togethe r t o serv e a 

specific interest . Thi s fac t strengthen s ou r hypothesi s tha t a l -

RazT, the f i r s t usulist  though t t o hav e introduce d th e subjec t 

matter i n usul  ahfiqh,  di d n o more tha n gathe r scattere d 

16 lbid.,411-412. 
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questions fro m variou s discipline s whic h ha d already flourished . 

The fol lowin g discussio n o f th e thre e aspect s w i l l highligh t ou r 

hypothesis an d provide u s wi th a  clear vie w o f th e usulistic 

methodology i n assimilatin g suc h a linguistic topic . 

The Grammatica l Aspec t 

This aspec t i s base d upon the questio n o f whethe r th e 

derivative i s simpl e o r compound . Fo r example , does the activ e 

participle c alim (knowledgeable ) indicate s a n essence an d a 

knowledge pertainin g t o thi s essenc e o r doe s i t sugges t onl y on e 

thing? Thi s i s a  grammatical questio n becaus e i t deal s wi t h th e 

indicant o f th e derivative . Thi s indican t mus t b e identified b y 

grammarians sinc e i t i s relate d t o th e semanti c functio n o f th e 

derivative i n th e syntacti c composition . However , grammarian s 

neglect thi s aspec t o f th e derivative , sav e som e o f the m wh o dea l 

w i th i t i n a  rudimentary manner . They poin t ou t i n positiv e term s 

that th e derivativ e i s a  compound of th e mabda' , whic h the y refe r 

to a s ma cna (meaning) , an d an essence relate d t o thi s mabda' , o r 

meaning.17 

Usulists, unlik e grammarians , commi t themselve s t o a n 

exhaustive stud y o f thi s particula r aspec t whil e the y d o not 

expend suc h effor t upo n other aspects . Earl y usulists  d o not 

place considerabl e emphasi s o n this aspec t an d most, i f no t al l , 

17cAbd Alla h Ib n cAq!l, Sharh  Ibn  cAqJl, ed . Muhammad M.D. cAbd al-Hamid , 6th . 
ed 2  vols. (Cairo: Matbacat al-Sa cada, 1951) , 2:154. See also c  Abbas Hasan, Al-
Nahw ahWafi, 4  vols. (Cairo : Dar al-Ma carif, 1961) , 3:32,144-145,342 . 
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of the m follo w th e grammatica l conceptio n o f th e derivativ e a s 

being compound . Al-RazT says : 

The concept(mafhum)  o f 'black ' (bein g 
derivative) i s somethin g havin g blackness . 
Concerning th e realit y o f thi s thing , i t i s 
exterior t o th e meanin g (o f th e derivative) ; 
so i f i t happen s t o b e known, i t i s know n 
by mean s o f concomittanc e (iltizam). ]Q 

By th e secon d sentence , he means tha t th e quiddit y o f th e 

essence ough t t o b e inconceivable ; however , i t ca n be conceived i n 

the contex t bu t s t i l l canno t b e considered a n integra l par t o f th e 

meaning o f th e derivative . H e further i l lustrate s hi s poin t b y 

giving th e exampl e 'blac k i s a  body.' If , h e says, the meanin g o f 

black i s " a bod y havin g blackness, " th e meanin g o f th e exampl e 

would b e that th e bod y havin g blacknes s ough t t o b e a body. I t 

means tha t th e sentenc e i s redundan t or , a s called b y som e 

modern usulists,  a  necessary propositio n (qadiyya  daruriyya).  I t 

is a  necessary propositio n becaus e th e essentia l statemen t i s 

that a  body i s a  body. However , whe n th e essenc e i s no t 

identif ied, i.e . a s a  body, the propositio n woul d b e probable -

meaning tha t th e blac k thin g i s a  body. I t i s probabl e i n thi s cas e 

because th e blac k thin g migh t correspond s t o somethin g othe r 

than a  body. 

This vie w o f th e derivativ e a s a  compound i s adopte d b y an 

influential grou p o f usulists.  Amon g these usulists  are : Sayf a l -

18Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT , Al-Mahsul,  ed . Taha J. F. al-cAlwam, 2  vols, i n 6  parts . 
(al-Riyad:Matabic al-Farazdaq , 1399/1979) , I , i:344 . 
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DTn al-AmidT (d.63 1 /1233) ,, g Muhamma d AmTn , known a s AmT r 

Badshah,20 al-QadT al-Baydaw T (d . 716/1316),^ Jama l al-DT n a l -

AsnawT (d.772 / 1 370),22 al-Kamal Ib n al-Humam (d.86 1 / 1  457)23 

and many others. 2A I n addition, thi s vie w als o find s som e 

supporters i n th e moder n usulistic  schoo l o f al-Najaf , suc h as 

Muhammad Husay n al-lsfaham,2 5 th e presen t leade r o f th e school , 

Abu al-Qasim al-Khu'T 26 and his studen t M . Baqir al-Sadr. 27 i t 

must b e note d tha t al-Khu' T interpret s wha t Muhamma d K . a l -

Khurasam say s abou t th e subjec t i n favo r o f thi s vie w tha t th e 

derivative i s compound. 2Q 

1 9Sayf al-DT n al-AmidT , Al-lhkam  fi  Usui  al-Ahkam,  4  vols . (Cairo : Da r al -
HadTth, n.d.), 1:73-74 . 

20AmTr Badshah , TaysJr  al-Tahnr,  4  vols . (Cairo : Matba cat Mustaf a al-BabT , 
1350), 1:67 . 

2 1 Jamal al-DT n al-AsnawT , Nihayat  al-Su'ul  fi  Sharh  Minhaj  al-Wusul,  3  vols . 
(Cairo: Matbacat al-TawfT q al-Adabiyya , n.d.) , 147 . 

22|bid.,147 

23Badshah, TaysJr...,  67 . 

2 4Sa cd al-DT n al-Taftazam , Hashiyat  al-Taftazam,  2  vols . (Cairo : al-Matba ca 
al-Kubra al-AmTriyya , 1316) , 1:175-76 . 

25Al-lsfahanT, Nihayat  ...,129-129 . 

26A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat  ...,1:267 . Sinc e al- lsfaha m i s know n fo r holdin g th e 
view tha t th e derivativ e i s compound , w e conclud e tha t h e i s a  teacher o f a l -
Khu'T an d h e i s th e on e t o who m al-Khu' T refer s a s "shaykhun a al-Muhaqqiq " 
whi le h e refer s t o hi s teache r al-Na'Tn T a s 'Shaykhun a al-Ustadh. " Jbid. , 267 . 
Accordingly, i t migh t b e said tha t al-Khu' T i s influence d b y al- lsfaha m i n thi s 
respect. 

27Al-HashimT, Mabahith  ...,  372. 

28A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:266-67 . 
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This vie w incorporate s a  third elemen t i n additio n t o th e 

essence an d the mabda'.  Thi s thir d elemen t i s a n ascriptio n 

(nisba) betwee n th e othe r tw o element s whic h otherwis e woul d 

not b e related t o eac h other . Thi s ascriptio n i s incomplet e (nisba 

naqisa) unlik e th e ascriptio n whic h construct s a  sentence, suc h 

as John i s knowledgeable . I n this sentence , th e ascriptio n i s 

complete becaus e i t build s a  sentence fro m th e subjec t an d the 

predicate whil e th e ascriptio n i n a  derivative, suc h as 

knowledgeable ( calim), indicate s a  certain relatio n betwee n th e 

mabda', knowledge , an d the unidentifiabl e essence . 

However, ther e i s a  serious questio n arise s fro m thi s view : 

when usulists  argue  abou t whethe r th e derivativ e i s simpl e o r 

compound, are the y analyzin g th e derivativ e fro m a  philosophica l 

standpoint o r a s i t i s understoo d b y ordinary people ? I t seem s 

that usulists  unanimousl y agre e tha t wha t i s understoo d fro m 

the derivativ e i n th e leve l o f communicatio n i s a  simple indicant . 

Therefore, whe n someone hear s th e derivativ e c alim 

(knowledgeable) h e acquires immediat e intuit iv e understandin g o f 

it. Thi s simpl e indicatio n o f th e derivativ e i s calle d b y some 

usulists al-basata  al-lihaziyya  2g  o r al-idrakiyya.  3 0 Eac h o f 

these term s refe r t o th e simplicit y i n th e leve l o f communication . 

However, whe n th e derivativ e i s rationall y analyzed , th e 

disagreement take s plac e amon g usulists  o n whether i t i s simpl e 

or compound . Hence , there ar e tw o level s o f perceivin g th e 

29A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat  ...,  1:265 . 

30|bld., 265 . 
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derivative: tha t whic h i s graspe d o n an intuit ive leve l an d tha t 

which i s graspe d o n a rational level . I n fact , mos t word s coul d be 

subjected t o thes e levels , suc h as home, wal l , boo k etc . Suc h 

words, whe n use d i n ordinar y communication , indicat e simpl e 

units bu t thei r indicant s ar e actuall y compound . Home , fo r 

example, i s understoo d a s one uni t but , i n reality , i t i s compoun d 

of multipl e materials , suc h as rocks, wood , cement etc... . 

Nevertheless, onc e agai n a  legitimate questio n abou t th e 

usulistic methodolog y arises . Wh y do the usulists  neglec t th e 

ordinary wa y o f understandin g th e languag e an d plunge int o pur e 

intellectual speculation ? Th e contemporary ShT cT usulist,  c Abd 

al-Ac la al-Sabzawar T seem s t o b e aware o f thi s question . H e 

asserts tha t intellectua l subtletie s hav e to b e abandoned i n favo r 

of th e customar y apprehensio n o f th e language . Therefore , th e 

derivative i s rationall y compoun d bu t i t i s no t a t th e leve l o f th e 

established usage. 31 

Al-SabzawarT claim s tha t ther e ar e three , no t two , level s 

of perceivin g th e derivative . H e upholds th e rationa l leve l an d 

subdivides th e intuit iv e int o tha t whic h entail s consideratio n o f 

the subjec t an d that whic h entail s l i tera l an d immediat e 

apprehension o f th e word . B y the leve l whic h involve s 

consideration, h e means th e intuit iv e leve l discusse d b y othe r 

usulists, suc h a s al-Khu'T . B y immediat e l i tera l apprehensio n 

(al-tabadur al-lafzi)  he  means tha t whic h i s conceptuall y 

31cAbd al-A c la al-SabzawarT , Tahdhib  al-Usul, 2  vols . (Najaf : Matba cat a l -
Adab, 1979) , 1:39-40 . 
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understood fro m th e expressio n no t th e actua l objec t indicate d b y 

the expression . Al-Sabzawar T claim s tha t th e disagreemen t 

among usulists  pertain s t o thi s leve l an d not th e th e rationa l 

one where th e derivatio n ca n only b e perceived a s a  compound.32 

To him , the thre e level s coul d be elucidated b y the primar y 

example. 

1-scholar 

3-essence +  knowledge 

This t r i - leve l theor y emerge d subsequen t t o th e double -

level theory . Althoug h al-Sabzawar T maintain s tha t th e 

derivative i s simple , on e could classif y hi m wit h thos e wh o thin k 

that i t i s compound . Thi s i s becaus e bot h agree a t th e thir d 

rational leve l an d admit th e existenc e o f compositio n (tarkib)  o f 

the derivative . Th e difference betwee n th e tw o i s tha t a l -

SabzawarT doe s no t admi t tha t ther e i s a  problem a t th e thir d 

level a s the other s do . H e sees the proble m a t th e secon d level . 

Nevertheless, thi s classificatio n coul d b e far-fetched; therefore , 

he has t o b e treated i n accordanc e wit h hi s t r i - leve l theory . 

In fact , al-Khu' T refer s t o l i tera l immediat e apprehensio n a s 

part o f th e f i rs t level , according t o th e double-leve l theory . 

Thus, he claims tha t i t i s self-eviden t tha t th e derivativ e i n thi s 

32 ibid., 39 . 
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sort o f apprehensio n i s compoun d whil e al-Sabzawar T claim s tha t 

i t i s simple. 33 Accordingly , on e may conclud e tha t thi s particula r 

disagreement i s a  kind o f verba l jugglin g cause d by employin g 

imprecise terminology . 

The view o f th e compositio n o f th e derivativ e i s base d upon 

logic. Thi s i s becaus e logician s stipulat e tha t th e ascriptio n 

between th e subjec t an d it s predicat e i s no t correc t unles s th e 

subject an d predicate ar e differen t concept s i n the min d and are 

the sam e subjec t outsid e th e mind. 34 Fo r example , i t ca n be sai d 

that 'Joh n i s knowledgeable ' becaus e th e subjec t an d predicat e 

reveal differen t concept s i n th e min d bu t the y ar e th e sam e 

object whic h i s John. Accordin g t o thi s example , i t canno t b e 

said tha t 'Joh n i s knowledge ' becaus e outsid e th e min d John and 

knowledge ar e tw o differen t objects ; knowledg e i s no t John. 

Hence, the vie w tha t emphasize s compositio n i s base d on thi s 

logical groun d becaus e i f th e derivative , e.g . knowledgeable, i s 

simple, wha t i s th e differenc e betwee n i t an d its origin , 

knowledge, whic h i s als o simple ? Th e fac t tha t th e derivativ e 

can be used as predicate whil e it s origi n canno t mea n that th e 

essence i n th e derivative , i s take n int o consideration . Thi s 

essence correspond s t o th e subjec t o f th e sentence , therefore , 

33A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:268 . 
34Muhammad R . al-Muzaffar , Al-Mantiq,  4th . ed. (Najaf: Matba cat al-Na cman, 
1972), 91-92. 
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the subjec t an d i t s predicate , whic h contain s a n essence, are th e 

same i n reality. 35 

Despite thi s logica l question , some usulists  believ e tha t 

the derivativ e i s simple . Th e mos t outstandin g supporte r o f thi s 

view i s th e theologia n Muhamma d Jala l al-DT n al-Dawwan T 

(d.907/ 1501) . H e seems t o hav e been the f i rs t t o hav e adopte d 

this vie w sinc e ther e i s n o mention o f i t b y earlie r scholars . H e 

says: 

The meaning o f th e derivativ e doe s no t 
actually contai n a n ascription, fo r th e 
meaning o f white , blac k an d the lik e i s 
what i s expresse d i n Persia n b y safid, 
siyah an d the like . Thei r meaning s hav e 
nothing t o d o with wha t i s described , 
neither i n a  general sens e nor i n 
particular...So th e meanin g o f th e 
derivative i s th e adjectiva l meanin g alone . 
Then, reason perceive s b y self-eviden t o r 
discursive proof s tha t som e o f thos e 
meanings (o f th e derivative ) d o not exis t 
unless the y ar e describing othe r 
realit ies.36 

This vie w i s followe d b y som e usulists,  suc h a s Muhibb 

Allah Ib n cAbd al-Shakur al-Biha n (d. 1 1 19/1707) 37 and , 

Muhammad H . al-Na'Tm fro m th e Najaf T school . They believ e tha t 

the derivativ e indicate s n o more tha n a n action i n an absolute 

35A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:268 . 

36Al-lsfahanT, Nihayat...,  1:130 . 

3 7Muhibb Al la h a l -B ihan , Fawatih  al-Rahamut  bi-Sharh  Musallam  al-Thubut, 
1:197! 
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sense. Henc e i t doe s no t indicat e a n essence no r a n ascriptio n 

just a s th e verba l noun . Bu t i n order t o eliminat e th e previou s 

logical question , they dra w a  philosophical distinctio n betwee n 

the derivativ e an d the verbal noun . Thi s distinction , establishe d 

by philosophers , i s tha t th e verba l nou n i s eatablishe d bishart  la 

(wi th a  condition tha t not ) whil e th e derivativ e i s establishe d la 

bishart (withou t condition) . Ther e ar e subtl e difference s i n th e 

way usulists  interpre t thi s puzzlin g distinction . On e of thes e 

interpretations i s tha t th e derivativ e an d the verba l nou n are 

basically th e sam e bu t th e verba l nou n i s establishe d unde r th e 

consideration tha t i t i s no t t o b e used a s a  predicate (mahmul) 

while th e derivativ e i s considere d whe n established withou t an y 

consideration; therefore , i t ca n be used as a predicate.38 

This vie w involve s mor e philosophica l element s tha n th e 

f i r s t view . Furthermore , havin g bee n initiated b y th e theologian , 

al-DawwanT, i t seem s t o b e intended t o serv e a  theologica l 

purpose; thi s purpos e bein g th e divin e attributes . Sinc e thes e 

attr ibutes ar e derivatives , i t i s appropriat e t o b e conceived o f a s 

simple the n th e questio n o f dualit y o f Go d and the attribute s ca n 

be somewhat avoided . Thi s problemati c situatio n force s th e 

usulists o f th e f i rs t vie w t o rende r thei r vie w i n harmony wit h 

this theologica l question . Consequently , w e se e al-Khu'T , wh o 

takes th e derivativ e a s a  compound, conceives th e essence , whic h 

is indicate d b y th e derivatives , i n a  very od d light , just , w e 

suppose, t o remed y thi s situation . H e states tha t thi s essenc e i s 

38A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat...,  1:283-285 . 
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extremely obscur e an d deprived o f an y propert y excep t tha t i t i s a 

subject o f th e mabda'.  I t i s eve n unknown whethe r i t i s differen t 

from, o r identica l w i t h th e mabda'™  However , b y so doing, i t 

seems tha t al-Khu' T adjust s hi s perspectiv e abou t th e subjec t 

matter t o mee t hi s ShT q creed abou t th e attributes , whic h ar e 

deemed t o b e the sam e a s the essenc e o f God. 

Thus far , tw o view s abou t th e derivativ e hav e been 

presented. A  third view , however , represent s a  synthesis o f th e 

two view s an d i s adopte d b y Diya ' al-DT n al- clraqT an d others, wh o 

believe tha t th e derivativ e indicate s a n action (mabda' ) an d an 

ascription withou t indicatin g a n essence. Sinc e n o ascription i s 

maintained withou t a n essence, they hold s tha t th e essenc e i s 

indicated b y concomittanc e bu t no t immediatel y b y the derivativ e 

itself. I n terms o f logic , th e derivative , accordin g t o thi s thir d 

view, indicate s th e actio n an d the ascriptio n b y signification de 

pleine concordance  (dalalat  al-mutabaqa).  But , th e derivativ e 

indicates th e essenc e b y signification o f concomitance (dalalat 

al-iltizam).40 

In short , thi s grammatica l analysi s o f th e derivativ e bear s 

no lega l consequenc e wi t h regar d t o positiv e law . I t i s closel y 

related t o th e divin e attribute s i n theology . Therefore , usulists, 

especially moder n ones , attach t o thi s analysi s a n elaborate d 

discussion abou t divin e attributes . Concernin g th e usulistic 

3<5lbid., 267-26 8 
40Al-HashimT, Mabahith  ...,264-265 . Se e als o M . Jamal al-DTn , Al-Bahth  ah 
NahwJ cind ahUsuliyy'in,  122,128-129 . 
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methodology i n treatin g thi s linguisti c issue , usulists  operat e 

their logical , philosophica l speculation s payin g n o attention t o 

the customar y wa y o f understandin g th e language . The y overloa d 

their discussio n wi t h intellectual , abstrac t analysi s i n suc h a 

way tha t i t become s impenetrabl e an d extraordinary a s fa r a s th e 

language i s concerned . However , i t mus t b e mentioned tha t 

philosophers an d logicians , eve n the Ancien t Greeks , dea l wi t h th e 

topic o f derivative s bu t i n a  broader sense . Thi s topi c ha s a 

strong impac t upo n the usulistic  discussio n o f th e subjec t 

matter; a  discussion which , accordingly , become s muc h close r t o 

philosophy an d logic tha n t o language . 

The Rhetorica l Aspec t 

This aspec t focuse s upo n the rea l (haqiqi)  an d metaphorica l 

usages o f th e derivative , a s briefly i l lustrate d i n th e secon d 

chapter. Obviously , thi s aspec t i s intrinsicall y associate d wit h 

the disciplinar y interes t o f rhetoric , althoug h i t play s a n activ e 

role i n ShT cT positive law , a s demonstrated i n the questio n o f "th e 

heated water. " 

The rhetorica l analysi s addresse s th e questio n o f whethe r 

or not , i n a  real sens e an d not simpl y metaphorically , th e 

derivative i s applie d t o a  subject whic h ha d previously stoo d i n 

relation t o th e meanin g o f th e origi n o f thi s derivativ e bu t i t n o 

longer maintain s thi s relationship . Fo r example , when John beat s 

someone, the derivativ e "beater " i s applicable , i n i t s rea l sense , 

to hi m whil e h e i s beatin g bu t i t i s no t th e cas e befor e h e began 

beating excep t i n a  metaphorical sense . Th e usage o f th e 
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derivative i n thes e tw o case s i s indisputabl e amon g the usulists. 

However, th e issu e concern s th e applicatio n o f th e derivative , 

beater, t o John afte r h e finishes beating . I s thi s applicatio n 

metaphorical becaus e John i s no t a  beater a t thi s tim e bu t h e 

was? O r i s i t rea l becaus e h e has already beaten ? 

Usulists pos e thre e answer s t o thi s question . Som e o f 

them believ e tha t th e derivativ e i n thi s cas e i s applie d i n i t s rea l 

sense whil e other s conside r th e applicatio n metaphorical . A  thir d 

answer yield s a  more analytica l solutio n t o th e problem . I t base s 

i ts judgmen t upo n the variabl e origin s o f th e derivative . I f th e 

action o f th e origi n i s naturally.performe d a t once , such as t o 

stand u p or t o si t down , the usag e o f th e derivativ e i n thi s cas e i s 

a metaphor. But , i f i t i s performe d gradually , suc h as to spea k o r 

to move , th e usag e i s rea l (haqiqa).  I n fact , thi s thir d answe r i s 

proposed t o avoi d a  cr i t ical questio n abou t derivatives , suc h as 

speaker o r informer , whic h canno t b e used i n a  real sens e 

according t o th e secon d answer . Thi s i s becaus e "speaker" , fo r 

instance, canno t b e applied befor e th e speec h ends. But whe n th e 

speech ends , there w i l l b e no relation betwee n th e on e who 

speaks an d the origi n o f th e derivative , 'speaking" . Thus, th e 

derivative, speaking , i s alway s inapplicabl e i n i t s rea l sense. 41 

According t o th e thir d answer , th e derivativ e i n thi s cas e i s 

applicable i n a  real sens e becaus e it s origi n canno t b e 

accomplished a t once . Suc h origins ar e called masadir  sayyala 

(f lowing origins) . Muhib b Alla h al-Bihan , withou t drawin g suc h a 

4 1 Ibn AmTr al-Hajj, Al-Taqnr..,  1:94 . 
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dist inction betwee n origins , avoid s th e questio n b y tolerating th e 

concepts o f presen t an d future. H e gives plac e t o th e customar y 

apprehension o f thes e concepts . Therefore , "speaker " ca n be 

applied i n th e rea l sens e t o th e on e who ha s jus t finishe d 

speaking bu t i t canno t b e applied i n the sam e manne r t o th e on e 

who finishe d hi s speec h one week ago , for example . Thi s i s 

because ther e i s a  considerable laps e o f tim e i n the latte r cas e 

but no t i n th e forme r one. 42 

However, concernin g th e applicatio n o f th e derivativ e whic h 

is n o longe r relate d t o it s origin , Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT consider s 

i t t o b e metaphorical . H e states tha t ther e i s a  disagreement o f 

whether th e existenc e o f th e aspec t o f derivatio n i s a  condition 

for th e derivativ e t o b e applied i n th e rea l sense . Then , he 

comments "  innahu laysa  bishart  —i n tw o othe r manuscript s la 

yushtarat - - ( i t i s no t a  condition) contrar y t o Ab u CA1T Ibn STna 

of th e philosopher s an d Abu Hashim o f th e Mu ctazil ites."43 

This rhetorica l aspec t o f th e derivativ e ha s been given th e 

lion's shar e i n the elaborat e discussion s o f al-Raz T a s wel l a s 

42Muhibb Alla h al-Bihan , Fawatih  al-Rahamut..,  1:195 . 

43Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul...,  1:329 . In fact, th e statement laysa  bishart  seem s to be 
a mistake an d there mus t b e no negation, i.e. without laysa.  Otherwise , there i s 
no contradiction betwee n hi s opinio n and that o f Ib n STna and Abu Hashim, who 
thinks tha t th e derivativ e i s applicabl e eve n when the relatio n betwee n i t an d 
its origi n ends . Furthermore , th e argument s advance d by al-Raz T onjthi s poin t 
would contradic t hi s previou s statemen t unles s th e laysa  or_th e la  i n othe r 
manuscripts i s omitted . Afte r all , he is among those whom al-AmidT, calls ah 
sharitun (th e stipulators) , a s opposed to al-nafun  (th e negators),.Furthermore , 
al-RazT himself , i n hi s Qur'a n exegesis , cite s hi s opponent s a s sayin g laysa 
shart (no t a  condition. Se e al-RazT, Al-Tafsir  al-Kablr,  3 0 vojs . (Cairo : a l -
Matbaca al-Bahiyya, 1935) , 4:46. Therefore, the words, laysa  o r la,  ar e printin g 
mistakes. Se e al-AmidT, Al-lhkam  ...,  1:74,76 . 
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other usulists.  I n fact , al-Amid T onl y deal s wit h thi s aspec t i n 

his expositio n o f derivation . Thi s fac t give s ris e t o th e question , 

why doe s thi s aspec t attrac t s o much attention? Unfortunately , 

despite thi s attention , n o usulist  seem s t o indicat e th e mai n 

purpose o f treatin g suc h an aspect, sav e fo r th e ShT q usulists 

who maintai n a  juridical purpose , as shal l b e seen. Also , amon g 

SunnT usulists,  Jama l al-DT n al-AsnawT casuall y relate s thi s 

aspect t o a  juridical purpose , as i n the cas e o f ShT cT usulists,  b y 

whom h e might hav e bee n influenced. 44 Otherwise , ther e i s i n 

SunnT usul  ahfiqh  n o particular interes t whic h thi s rhetorica l 

aspect addresses . 

Muhammad R . al-Muzaffar seem s t o impl y tha t th e subjec t 

pertains t o theology . Citin g tw o view s o f whethe r th e derivativ e 

is rea l (haqiqa)  whil e i t i s i n relatio n wit h it s origi n an d 

otherwise i t i s metaphorica l o r i t i s rea l i n bot h cases , he says: 

"Muctazil i tes an d a group o f ou r recen t fellow s esc . Shi cis) adop t 

the f i r s t view ; whil e th e Ash carites an d a group o f ou r earl y 

fel lows adop t th e secon d view."45 However , thi s clai m i s 

groundless becaus e mos t Ash carites adop t th e f i rs t view , a s i n 

the cas e o f al-RazT , al-BaydawT, 46 Kama l al-DT n Ib n al-Humam, 47 

44Jamal al-DT n al-AsnawT , Sharh  al-Asnawi, (Cairo : Matba cat al-TawfT q al 
Adabiyya, n.d.), 1:148 . 

45Muhammad R . al-Muzaffar , Usui  ahFiqh,  3  vols . (Najaf : al-Matba ca al 
c l lmiyya, 1959) , I  46. 

46 lbid., 1 : 48 . 

47 lbn AmT r al-Hajj, AhTaqrlr...,  1:98 . 
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Muhibb Alla h a l -Bihan^ s ib n Niza m al-DT n al-Ansan4 9 anC | others . 

Although al-Amid T doe s no t declar e hi s position , one can conclud e 

from hi s discussio n tha t h e is i n favor o f th e orthodo x vie w a s 
well.so 

These usulists  provid e elaborat e discussion s i n orde r t o 

prove thei r point . A  close loo k a t thei r argument s demonstrate s 

that the y ar e base d upon linguistic , particularl y grammatical , 

principles, whil e philosoph y an d logic fin d almos t n o place i n 

their discussion . However , the y d o not tak e advantag e o f th e 

social understandin g o f th e usag e o f th e derivative ; further , the y 

resort t o farfetche d justi f ication s t o tw is t thi s socia l 

understanding. Fo r example , they ar e face d wit h th e questio n o f 

the derivative , mu'min  (believer) , bein g applied fo r th e believe r 

when h e i s no t practicin g belief , whil e h e is sleepin g o r bein g 

distracted. The y den y tha t "believer " ca n really b e applied t o 

someone whe n he i s no t practicin g belie f becaus e o f slee p o r 

something else . They , accordingly , clai m tha t suc h an applicatio n 

is metaphorical. 51 

Such treatment o f thi s questio n i s reall y fa r awa y fro m th e 

social usag e o f th e derivative . I t als o dictate s tha t man y 

derivatives ar e use d metaphorically . Fo r example , the derivative , 

mujtahid, canno t reall y b e applied t o th e mujtahid  whe n h e i s 

4 8Al-BiharT, Fawatih  al-Rahamut...,  1:193 . 
* •  » 

4 9 lb id . , 193 . 

5 0Al-AmidT, Ahlhkam  ...,  1:74-78 . 

5 1 Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul...,  1, 1 :340. 
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sleeping, eatin g o r doin g anythin g othe r tha n practicin g lega l 

reasoning. Undoubtedly , thi s vie w doe s no t agre e wit h th e socia l 

usage o f th e derivative . Nevertheless , usulists  accep t an d insis t 

upon such treatment , perhap s becaus e i t satisfie s a  religious 

interest, a s shown b y th e curren t exampl e amon g usulists.  Fo r 

instance, al-Raz T says : 

It i s no t permissibl e t o b e said t o th e 
great companion s (  of th e Prophet ) tha t 
they ar e disbelievers—jus t becaus e o f 
disbelief whic h existe d befor e thei r 
belief—or t o hi m wh o i s awak e tha t h e i s 
asleep—just becaus e o f th e slee p whic h 
existed before... 52 

Furthermore, on e can positively assum e tha t thi s religiou s 

interest i s take n int o consideration , especiall y b y al-Raz T 

himself, who , i n hi s Qurani c exegetica l work , treat s a  simila r 

issue raise d b y ShT cTs. The y infe r fro m th e Qur'anic vers e (2: 1 24) 

And remember tha t Abraha m wa s trie d b y 
his Lor d wi t h certai n commands , whic h he 
fu l f i l led: H e said: ' I w i l l mak e you an Ima m 
to th e Nations. ' H e pleaded '  and also 
(Imams) fro m m y offspring! ' H e answered: 
'but m y promis e i s no t withi n th e reac h o f 
evil-doers. 

that th e f i r s t thre e caliph s wer e evil-doer s fo r the y ha d 

worshipped idol s befor e the y embrace d Islam . Therefore , the y 

were no t capabl e o f occupyin g a  divine leadershi p i n th e Islami c 

society, accordin g t o th e ShT̂ T interpretation o f thi s verse. 53 

52 lbid., 340 . 
53A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat..., 1:262 . See also al-Khu'T, Ajwadal-Taqrirat...,  1:81 -
82; M.uhammad H. al-Tabataba'T, Al-MJzan  fi TafsJr  al-Qur'an,  2 0 vols. (Tehran: 
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In order t o refut e thi s questio n whic h bear s a  crucia l 

theological consequence , al-Raz T maintain s tha t th e caliph s ha d 

been evil-doers befor e acceptin g Isla m bu t afte r Islam , th e 

derivative zalimin  (evil-doers ) wa s no t reall y applicabl e t o 

them. Thi s i s becaus e th e relatio n betwee n th e derivativ e 

zalimin an d i t s origi n cease d when they professe d Islam. 54 

Accordingly, on e may speculat e tha t thi s religiou s interes t play s 

an active rol e i n persuadin g al-Raz T t o hold — i n thi s aspec t o f 

the derivative— a vie w tha t doe s no t discor d suc h religiou s 

interest. Likewise , suc h inters t ma y motivat e som e ShT cTs, such 

as Maytham al-Bahran T (d . 676/ 1  280),55 t o hol d a n opposite vie w 

of al-RazT' s i n orde r t o prov e tha t th e leadershi p o f th e thre e 

caliphs wa s i l legit imate . 

Another interestin g exampl e o f th e deviatio n o f usulists 

from th e socia l understandin g o f th e derivativ e i s a  juridica l 

problem raise d b y th e usulist,  Ahma d Ib n IdrT s al-Qaraf T 

(d.684/ 1  285). H e claims tha t th e rea l (haqiqi)  usag e o f th e 

derivative acquire s a n actual relatio n betwee n i t an d i ts origi n a t 

the ver y tim e whe n th e derivativ e i s pronounce d (hal  al-nutq). 

Thus, lega l ruling s whic h involv e derivatives , suc h as th e 

punishment o f sariq  (thief) , zani  (adulterer) , zaniya 

(adulteress) an d the like , ar e no t applicabl e afte r thei r 

Matbacat al-Haydan , n.d.) , 1:274-27 9 an d Ab u C A]T al-TabarsT , Majma c ah 
Bayan fi  Taf'sJr  al-Qur'an,  1 0 vols . (Tehran : Cha p Ufis t Rushdiyya , 1379) , 
1:201-202. 

54Fakhr al-DT n al-RazT, AhTafsir  al-Kablr,  4:45-46 . 

55Maytham al-BahranT , Sharh  Nahj al-Balagha,  5  vols. (Tehran : al-Matbaca a l 
Haydariyya, 1378) , 1:12. 
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revelation. Thes e ruling s wer e reveale d i n th e Qur'an ; therefore , 

they wer e applicabl e t o sinner s a t tha t tim e whe n the y wer e 

pronounced b y th e Prophet . Afte r thi s pronunciation , thes e 

rulings coul d no t b e applied t o an y sinne r becaus e th e derivatives , 

such a s sariq,  zani  an d the like , have los t thei r rea l usage. 56 

Since thi s clai m render s a n immense portio n o f th e shari ca 

null an d void, al-Qaraf T provide s a  rather arbitrar y just i f icat io n 

of th e question . He , and other usulists  wh o followe d him , clai m 

that th e whol e discussio n o f th e derivativ e i s onl y i n th e cas e 

when th e derivativ e i s use d a s a  predicate (mahkum  bih) , suc h as 

John i s a  thief, no t a s a  subject (muta calliq ahhukm),  suc h a s th e 

hand o f th e thie f i s t o b e cut off . Therefore , lega l ruling s o f 

positive la w ar e applicabl e anytim e becaus e the y ar e use d as 

subjects an d not predicates. 57 

Al-QarafT's just i f icat io n i s merel y intende d t o solv e thi s 

jur idical dilemma . Th e distinction tha t h e proposes betwee n th e 

derivative a s a  subject o r a  predicate i s no t base d upon any 

l inguistic o r intellectua l rationale . Further , i t i s clea r tha t thes e 

legal ruling s whic h hav e the derivativ e a s a subject canno t b e 

employed unles s ther e i s a  corresponding propositio n bearin g th e 

same derivativ e a s predicate . Fo r example , th e inferentia l lega l 

process shoul d b e i n accordanc e wit h th e followin g syllogism : 

56Al-AsnawT, Nihayat  al-Su'ul...,  1 : 149. 

5 7 l b id . 
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John is a  thief. 
The thief i s t o be punished by cutting of f hi s hand. 

John is t o be punished by cutting of f hi s hand. 

However, th e rhetorica l aspec t o f th e derivativ e ha d entere d 

into a  new phas e b y th e adven t o f th e moder n usulistic  schoo l o f 

al-Najaf. I n this school , the whol e aspec t ha s been reconstructe d 

in suc h a  way tha t i t ha s los t i t s rhetorica l character . Thi s i s 

because moder n usulists  d o not dea l wit h th e issu e o f whethe r 

the usag e o f th e derivativ e i s rea l o r metaphorical ; rather , the y 

deal w i t h th e indican t (dalala)  o f th e derivative . Th e earl y 

usulists treat  th e rea l an d metaphorical usage s o f th e derivativ e 

but th e moder n usulists  conside r suc h a  treatment t o b e logicall y 

groundless becaus e i t lack s a  prerequisite step , namely , th e 

knowledge o f th e standar d indican t o f th e derivativ e sinc e on e 

cannot determin e th e rea l an d metaphorical usage s withou t 

knowning thi s indicant . Fo r instance , i f someon e says , whil e 

pointing t o th e moon , "this i s a  moon" then says abou t a  ravishing 

woman "sh e i s a  moon", how ca n the heare r wh o i s no t awar e o f 

the wor d "moon " determin e whic h on e of it s usage s i s rea l an d 

which i s metaphorical ? I f th e heare r know s th e standar d indican t 

of th e word , he would simpl y decid e tha t th e f i rs t usag e i s rea l 

while th e secon d i s metaphorical . 

For thi s reason , modern usulists,  especiall y 

contemporaries, concer n themselve s wit h analyzin g th e indican t 

of th e derivative' s for m (madlul  ahhay'a) . Thei r primar y concer n 

is whethe r th e for m indicate s a  universal meanin g (a camm) o r a 

particular (akhass).  I f wha t i s establishe d i s " a particula r 
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meaning," th e derivativ e i s use d when ther e i s a  relation betwee n 

i ts essenc e an d it s origin ; whil e i n th e cas e o f "th e universa l 

meaning" th e derivativ e i s employe d whe n suc h a  relation exist s 

and afterwards whe n the relatio n ends . Onc e the indican t i s 

determined a s universa l o r particular , ther e w i l l b e no 

disagreement upo n whether i t s usag e i s rea l o r metaphorica l jus t 

as i n th e cas e o f th e wor d " l ion " whe n used for th e anima l o r a 

strong man . Therefore , thes e usulists  care  les s abou t th e 

rhetorical aspec t o f th e derivativ e becaus e wha t the y investigat e 

is a  grammatical aspec t pertainin g t o semantics , i.e . th e indican t 

of th e derivativ e no t i t s rhetorica l usage . 

One of th e mos t appealin g point s addresse d b y moder n 

usulists i s th e analysi s o f th e various origin s o f derivatives . 

Although thi s analysi s i s base d upon a philosophical outlook , i t i s 

nevertheless designe d t o coincid e wit h th e understandin g o f th e 

layman. I n fact , usulists  provid e differen t classification s o f th e 

origins bu t the y ar e essentiall y th e same . Thes e classification s 

aim a t clarifyin g th e variou s way s b y which origin s ca n be 

perceived o f a s having n o relation wit h thei r derivative' s 

essences. Ab u al-Qasim al-Khu' T classifie s the m int o th e 

fol lowing categories : 

1- Origin s whic h represen t externa l act s (af cal kharijiyya), 

such a s standing , s i t t ing , prostrating , speaking , walking an d the 

like. Thes e origin s separat e fro m thei r derivative' s essence s 

whenever th e essenc e leave s th e origin . Fo r example , the origi n 

qiyam (standing ) ha s a  real relatio n wi t h a  person wh o i s 

actually standin g bu t onc e h e sits down , the relatio n ends . 
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2-Origins whic h represen t facultie s (malaka)  o r 

capacities (isti^dad),  suc h as the origin s o f mujtahid,  muhandis 

(engineer), miftah(key),  miknasa  (broom) . Therefore , th e 

relation betwee n th e essenc e an d the origi n i s maintaine d i f th e 

capacity exist s althoug h i t i s no t practiced . However , whe n th e 

capacity vanishes , th e relatio n cease s t o exist . Fo r instance , 

when th e mujtahid  maintain s th e facult y o r capacit y o f ijtihad, 

there i s a n actual relatio n betwee n hi m an d the origi n eve n i f h e 

is no t practicin g reasonin g becaus e he is eating , sleeping o r doin g 

anything else . Bu t onc e th e mujtahid  lose s hi s capacit y o f 

ijtihad du e to a  mental disease , o r an y othe r obstacle , the n th e 

relationship ends . 

3-0rigins whic h represen t occupations , suc h as the origin s 

of th e derivative s banna'  (builder) , khayyat  (tai lor) , haddad 

(ironsmith), bazzaz  (clot h merchant ) an d so forth . Her e ,  the 

termination o r th e existenc e o f th e relatio n betwee n th e essenc e 

and the origi n depend s upo n the terminatio n o r existenc e o f th e 

occupation. Fo r example , th e builde r i s s t i l l a  builder durin g hi s 

one-month vacatio n bu t whe n h e decides t o abando n his jo b a s a 

builder, hi s relationshi p wit h th e origin , building , ends. 58 Ha d the 

early usulists  bee n aware o f thi s distinctio n betwee n th e variou s 

origins, the y woul d no t hav e committed themselve s t o mistakes , 

such a s tha t th e teache r canno t b e so called whil e sleepin g 

because h e i s no t practicin g teaching . 

58A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat ... ,  236-238 . 
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The rhetorica l aspec t o f th e derivative , a s we hav e seen , i s 

of v i ta l significanc e i n ShTq usul  ahfiqh.^  Keepin g thi s lega l 

significance i n mind , ShTq usulists  relat e thi s aspec t o f th e 

derivative directl y t o othe r part s o f usul  ahfiqh,  suc h as to th e 

principles o f bara'a  (discharge ) an d istishab  (presumption) . 

Since thi s aspec t i s disputabl e an d bears lega l outcome ; 

therefore, ho w shoul d on e legall y behav e i n the cas e o f doubt ? 

For example , whe n th e "heate d water " become s coo l an d we doub t 

whether i t is , i n a  real sense , called heate d o r not , ho w shoul d w e 

act i n th e cas e o f practice ? Shoul d we us e i t fo r ablutio n o r 

avoid i t ? 

Muhammad K . al-Khurasa m distinguishe s betwee n tw o 

cases. First , whe n doub t regardin g th e lega l ruling s appear s afte r 

the relatio n betwee n th e derivativ e an d its origi n ha s terminated , 

the principl e o f bara'a  i s t o b e followed. I n other words , th e 

legal rulin g ha s no effect upo n this derivative . A s a  case i n point , 

when A  was a  scholar, the n h e los t hi s scholarship , an d late r a 

legal comman d appear s "hono r ever y scholar" , on e may entertai n 

doubt tha t th e derivativ e c alim (scholar ) coul d b e established a s 

universal i n orde r t o cove r thi s case . Thi s cas e i s governe d by 

bara'a, whic h mean s tha t a  man i s discharge d fro m an y doubte d 

obligation (taklif),  suc h as i n thi s case , unless a  certain proo f i s 

provided. Sinc e ther e i s n o such proof , on e i s fre e fro m obligatio n 

dictated b y th e lega l command . 

5 9As fo r example , th e lega l question s o f th e "heate d water " an d the comple x 
issue o f "marriag e an d fosterage" whic h were noted in the previous chapter . 
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Secondly, whe n th e lega l rulin g i s performe d an d then th e 

subject o f thi s rulin g i s doubted , the principl e o f istishab  i s t o 

be implemented . This mean s tha t th e lega l rulin g i s t o be 

performed. Fo r example , when A  was a  scholar an d the lega l 

command t o hono r ever y schola r wa s executed , what woul d b e the 

case i f A  los t hi s scholarship ? Woul d the lega l rulin g concernin g 

him remai n i n force ? Al-Khurasan T say s yes becaus e th e previou s 

state wa s certai n whil e thi s ne w stat e i s doubted ; hence, 

certainty i s give n priorit y ove r doubt . Thi s mean s tha t th e 

previous certai n obligatio n i s t o b e presumed a s valid. 60 

cAbd al-A c la al-SabzawarT 61 agree s wit h al-Khurasa m i n 

this judgmen t whil e al-Khu' T doe s not . Th e latte r hold s tha t th e 

principle o f bara'a  mus t b e applied t o bot h cases . Therefore , th e 

legal rulin g doe s no t remai n i n force i n the secon d case le t alon e 

the f i r s t one . Th e f i rs t cas e i s calle d shubha  mawdu ciyya 

(denotative doubt ) wherei n th e doub t pertain s t o th e denotatio n 

(mawduc) o f th e lega l ruling , for exampl e whethe r "A " i s a 

scholar o r not . Bu t th e secon d cas e i s calle d shubha  hukmiyya 

(judgemental doubt ) wherei n th e doub t concern s th e lega l rulin g 

i tsel f , fo r example , whethe r o r no t th e previou s obligatio n o f 

honoring ever y schola r i s s t i l l vali d i n the presen t case . Al-Khu?T 

does no t appl y istishab  t o an y cas e o f judgmenta l doub t a s he 

does her e i n th e secon d case . H e also call s thi s latte r cas e 

shubha mafhumiyya  (conceptua l doubt ) becaus e th e concep t o f th e 

60Al-KhurasanT, Kifayat...,  1 : 68. 

61A1-Sabzawan, Tahdhib...,  1:38 . 
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legal ruling' s subjec t (i.e . the scholar ) ha s no t bee n determine d 

as particula r o r universal. 6? 

In short , thi s aspec t o f th e derivativ e i s deal t wi t h a s a 

rhetorical issu e b y SunnT usulists  an d as a grammatical on e by 

modern ShT q usulists.  I t seem s tha t th e discussio n o f thi s aspec t 

is no t intende d t o mee t a  specific majo r interes t i n SunnT usul  ah 

fiqh. I t i s intende d t o mee t a  juridical interes t i n ShTq usul  ah 

fiqh. I n general , unlike th e previou s aspect , n o remarkabl e 

philosophical element s ar e involve d here . 

The Theologica l Aspec t 

Postulating tha t th e derivativ e i s compose d o f a n essence 

and an origin, Sunn T usulists  pos e the followin g question : i f 

something stand s i n direc t relatio n wit h a  certain concep t 

(macna), i s i t necessar y t o deriv e a  name to i t fro m thi s concept ? 

For example , i f someon e teaches , i s i t necessar y t o deriv e th e 

noun "teacher " fo r him ? Thi s questio n wa s debate d b y th e 

Muctazil ites an d the Ash carites. Al-Raz T responds : 

What appear s fro m th e doctrin e o f ou r 
theologians (Ash carites) i s tha t i t i s 
necessary. Thi s i s becaus e whe n 
Muctazil ites ha d said tha t th e Exalte d God 
creates Hi s speec h i n a  body, ou r 
colleagues pleade d tha t i f i t ha d been the 
case, i t woul d hav e bee n necessary t o 
derive fo r thi s bod y th e nam e mutakallim 

62A1-Fayyad, Muhadarat ..., 1:243-245 . Se e also al-HashimT , Mabahith  ...,427 
428. 
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(speaker) fro m thi s speech , bu t accordin g 
to Muctazilite s i t i s no t necessary. 63 

In fact , bot h partie s ar e strugglin g wi t h a  particularl y 

d i f f i cu l t issu e pertainin g t o divin e attributes , especiall y th e 

issue o f mutakallim  (speaker ) a s an attribute o f God . Althoug h 

this attr ibut e i s no t amon g the ninety-nin e name s narrate d b y 

Abu Hurayra (d . 57/676),6 4 fo r instance , i t i s ascribe d t o God 

because H e Himself call s th e Qur'an Kalam  Allah  an d i t i s 

mentioned mor e tha n onc e i n th e Qur'an tha t H e speaks. 

By describing Go d as mutakallim,  a  sharp disput e aros e 

wi th in th e theologica l school s concernin g whethe r Go d Himsel f 

speaks o r whethe r h e enables other s t o speak . I n other words , He 

creates speec h i n other s an d because o f thi s creatio n h e can be 

called mutakallim. 6^ Thi s debat e i s onl y par t o f a  major 

theological disput e concernin g th e Speec h of God , namely whethe r 

i t i s create d (makhluq)  o r eterna l (qadim).  6 6 However , thi s 

usulistic questio n abou t th e derivativ e i s introduce d i n order t o 

deal w i t h thi s theologica l problem . 

Usulists als o pos e anothe r relate d question . I f i t i s 

necessary t o deriv e a  name fo r anythin g havin g a  relation t o a 

certain meaning , i s i t permissibl e t o deriv e a  name from thi s 

63Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul...,  1:341 . 
6 4 Ab u Hami d al-GhazalT , AhMaqsad  al-Asna  fi  Sharh  Asma'  Allah  al-Husna 
(Cairo: Matbacat H i jazT, n.d.), 33. 

65Abu Bak r al-Baqillam , Ahlnsaf,  ed . clzzat al-Husayn T (Damascus : Maktab 
Nashr al-Thaqafa al-lslamiyya, (950) , 23-2 4 

66Abu Bak r al-Baqillam , Al-Tamhid,  ed . Richard McCarthy (Beirut : al-Maktab a 
al-Sharqiyya, 1957) , 237-251 . 
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meaning t o anothe r thin g havin g n o direct relatio n t o thi s 

meaning? Fo r instance , i f Go d does no t spea k bu t H e enables 

others t o speak , i s i t permissibl e t o deriv e th e nam e "mutakallim" 

for Him ? Ashcarite s d o not allo w suc h derivation , whil e th e 

Muctazil i tes do. 67 Al-RazT quote s th e latter' s argument s an d i t 

seems tha t h e i s i n favo r o f th e Mu ctazilite.68 

It mus t b e noted tha t wha t i s involve d i n th e discussio n 

here i s onl y on e type o f th e derivative , i.e . th e activ e participle . 

Other types , suc h a s nouns o f plac e o r time , ar e exclude d becaus e 

the discussio n i s fundamentall y designe d fo r divin e attributes . 

Furthermore, th e discussio n i s mor e specificall y intende d t o dea l 

w i th th e attr ibut e mutakallim,  whic h i s a n active participle . 

Some usulists,  suc h as al-RazT, al-BaydawT an d al-AsnawT , 

deal w i t h a  theo-linguistic issu e abou t th e relatio n o f th e 

derivative an d its origi n wi t h regar d t o divin e attributes . The y 

refute th e vie w o f Ab u CA1T al-Jubba'T (d.303/9 1 5) an d his son , 

Abu Hashim (d.3 2 1/933) wh o den y tha t th e attributes , suc h as 
calJm (omniscient ) o r qadir  (omnipotent ) indicate s omniscienc e 

or omnipotence . Thi s vie w i s refute d o n the groun d tha t th e 

derivative i s compoun d fro m essenc e an d origin; therefore , thes e 

origins omniscience , omnipotenc e an d the like , are t o b e take n 

into consideration. 69 

67Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul...,  1 , i:341-342. Se e als o a l -Bihan , Fawatih  al-Rahamut..., 
1: 195-19 6 an d al :AsnawT, Nihayat  al-Su'ul..,  1:152-154 . 

68Al-RazT, AhMahsul...,  1,i:342-344 . 

6 9Al-RazT, Al-Mahsul...,  1:327-328 . Se e als o al-AsnawT , Nihayat  al-Su'ul..., 
1:146-147! 
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However, i t i s noteworth y tha t moder n ShTC T usulists sho w 

no interes t whatsoeve r i n th e theologica l aspec t o f th e 

derivative, perhap s becaus e th e proble m primaril y involve s th e 

Muctazilites an d Ashcarites; ye t i t i s no t o f vita l significanc e t o 

the ShTC T theological school . I t i s likel y tha t th e sol e reaso n fo r 

this lac k o f interes t o n the par t o f th e moder n ShTCT usulists i s 

that the y attemp t t o b e precise an d logical ; therefore , ho w coul d 

they dea l w i t h a  subject whic h show s n o link t o th e domai n o f 

usul ahfiqh?  Accordingly , the y d o deal wit h som e theologica l 

issues bu t the y tactful l y subsum e the m unde r linguisti c aspects , 

as thi s chapte r attempte d t o demonstrate . 

Nevertheless, earl y ShT cT usulists,  suc h as Maytham a l -

BahranT an d al-cAllama al-Hill T (d . 726/1325) follo w Sunn T 
• • 

usulists i n providing a  cursory analysi s o f thi s theologica l 

aspect. Generall y speaking , they ar e i n favo r o f th e Muctazilite s 

concerning th e point s the y discuss. 70 

To su m up : the earl y usulists  followe d th e grammarian s 

w i th regar d t o th e concep t o f th e derivative . A  unique usulistic 

identity o f th e derivativ e ha s been revealed b y modern ShTcT 

usulists. Th e usulistic  analyse s o f th e derivativ e hav e been 

dealt w i t h fro m thre e distinc t respects : grammatical , rhetorica l 

and theological . Thes e aspect s ar e basicall y intende d b y th e 

SunnTs to dea l wi t h th e theologica l questio n o f th e divin e 

attributes. I n ShT°T usul ahfiqh,  however , th e discussio n i s 

70Maytham al-BahranT , Sharh  Nahj  al-Balagha,  5  vols . (Tehran : al-Matba ca a l 
Haydariyya, 1378/1958) , 1:11-1 3 and al-cAllama al-HillT , Tahdhib  al-Wusul  ila 
cilmahUsul (Tehran : n.p., 1308/1890) , 10 . 
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directed toward s question s pertainin g t o positiv e law , althoug h 

the theologica l questio n i s indirectl y addressed . Becaus e o f th e 

involvement o f theology , usulists  dra w thei r analyse s upo n 

philosophy, which , consequently , leave s man y repercussion s o n 

the whol e subject . I t coul d b e said tha t th e subjec t o f derivatio n 

is extraneou s t o usul  ahfiqh  i n SunnT Islam , wherea s i t i s a n 

integral par t o f ShT cT usul  ahfiqh. 
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CONCLUSION 

Among th e variou s type s o f derivation , usulists  concer n 

themselves wi t h mino r derivation , whic h play s a n active rol e i n 

the discipline s o f grammar , morphology , philology , usul  ahfiqh, 

rhetoric, philosophy , theolog y an d logic . Althoug h al l o f thes e 

disciplines dea l wi t h derivation , eac h of the m approache s i t fro m 

the perspectiv e whic h i s closel y associate d wi t h it s ow n 

disciplinary interest . Unlik e th e grammarian s wh o focu s o n the 

l i terary aspect , moder n usulists,  however , concer n themselve s 

w i th semantic s whic h enable s the m t o analyz e th e derivative s 

used i n lega l texts . 

We have see n that Fakh r a l - DT n al-RazT (d . 606/ 1 209) wa s 

the f i r s t usulist  t o introduc e derivatio n int o usul  ahfiqh.  Thi s 

introduction o f th e subjec t wa s instigate d primaril y b y 

theological reason s concernin g th e considerabl e aff ini t y betwee n 

the subjec t an d divine attributes . Derivatio n i s a n extraneou s 

question t o th e disciplinar y natur e o f Sunn T usul  ahfiqh,  bu t i t 

represents a n integra l par t o f ShT cT usul ahfiqh.  I n the latter , th e 

subject wa s introduce d b y al- cAllama al-Hill T (d.726/1325 ) an d 

soon afte r hi m i t wa s relate d t o question s o f positiv e law . 

Early usulists  exhibi t n o originality wit h regar d t o certai n 

grammatical points , namely , th e concep t o f derivatio n 

represented i n i t s definitio n an d the origi n o f derivatives . The y 

fol low grammarian s concernin g whethe r o r no t thi s origi n i s th e 

verbal nou n or th e verb . However , mos t o f them , i f no t al l , adop t 

the Basra n viewpoin t tha t th e verba l nou n i s th e origi n o f 
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derivatives. Thi s vie w appeale d t o usulists  becaus e Basra n 

grammarians bas e thei r vie w primaril y upo n philosophica l an d 

logical argument s whic h ar e rathe r famil ia r t o th e usulistic 

thinking. However , moder n ShTC T usulists abando n th e 

grammatical view s an d create thei r own . The y hol d tha t th e 

origin o f derivative s i s neithe r th e ism  ahmasdar  no r th e letter s 

common t o derivative s (al-madda  al-lughawiyya).  Basin g thei r 

argument upo n philosophy, thes e moder n usulists , wh o ar e no t 

unlike th e grammarian s an d early usulists,  concer n themselve s 

w i th searchin g fo r th e theoretica l origi n o f derivative s rathe r 

than a  historical one . 

The sam e phenomeno n repeat s i tsel f concernin g th e 

conception o f th e derivativ e wher e earl y usulists,  onc e again , 

fol low grammarians . Bu t sinc e th e grammatica l conceptio n i s no t 

ful ly applicabl e t o thei r subject , the y tr y t o modif y i t b y 

arbi t rar i ly excludin g som e derivative s whic h ar e no t i n harmon y 

wi th thei r usulistic  interest . Thei r conceptio n o f th e derivativ e 

was no t clear ; i t wa s a  mixture o f th e linguisti c conceptio n an d 

what thei r disciplinar y goal s dictated . I t i s the  modern  usulists 

who repudiat e thi s grammatica l notio n an d introduce a n usulistic 

notion whic h maintain s it s distinc t characteristics . 

It mus t b e noted tha t th e usulistic  methodolog y applie d t o 

the subjec t matte r i s completel y differen t fro m tha t o f Ara b 

linguists, especiall y grammarians . I t i s characterize d b y tw o 

salient features . First , i t focuse s o n the semanti c valu e o f th e 

derivative an d neglects i t s l i tera l aspect . The second featur e i s 

the philosophica l orientatio n o f theusOlistic  approac h t o 
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analyzing suc h a  linguistic issue . Most , i f no t a l l , usulists 

depend on philosophy eve n when treatin g th e semanti c valu e o f 

the derivative , payin g n o considerable attentio n t o wha t Arab s 

understand fro m thi s derivativ e a s far a s languag e i s concerned . 

The primar y ai m o f usulists  i n dealing wi t h derivatio n i s 

the analysi s o f th e derivative . The y analyz e thre e aspect s o f it : 

the grammatical , rhetorica l an d theological. Th e grammatica l 

question o f whethe r th e derivativ e i s simpl e o r compoun d i s 

seemingly intende d t o dea l wi t h a  theological proble m o f divin e 

attributes. Th e rhetorica l aspec t meet s n o major interes t i n 

SunnT usul  ahfiqh  excep t tha t i t provide s a  comprehensive 

outlook o f th e derivative . I n contrast, i t i s o f paramoun t 

importance t o ShT cTs because o f it s relatio n t o positiv e law . Wit h 

regard t o th e theologica l aspect , i t deal s directl y wi t h th e 

different theologica l position s hel d by the Muctazilites an d the 

Ashcarites o n the divin e attributes . I n fact, th e whol e subjec t i n 

SunnT and ShTcT usul  ahfiqh  i s intende d t o grappl e wi t h 

theological problems , bu t i n the ShT cT context thi s i s furthe r 

overshadowed b y lega l consideration s relate d t o positiv e law . 

The basi c dimension s o f th e subjec t matte r hav e been thoroughl y 

revised b y moder n ShTC T usulists i n order t o integrat e th e subjec t 

into usul  ahfiqh  as  a  congruous usulistic  exposition . 
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