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A COMPARATIVE_STUDY OF THE ORTHODOX AND
MU‘TAZILITE APPROACH TOWARDS
CHRISTIANS DOCTRINE

Dr. A. Rashid Rahmat
Assistant Professor Department of
Islamic Studies, Islamia University

Bahawalipur

Istam is the only one of the great non-Christian religions
which gives a place to Christ in its book, yet it denies his
divinity, his atonement for mankind, and supreme place as lord
of all, in its sacred litfature.l .

No doubt that not only the Qur’an itself but also the
Muslim scholars criticised Christian doctrine of God through
out the histoty. More importantly, the orthodox and other
Muslim sects such as Mu‘tazilites etc. also vary among them-
selves in their approach to understand the Christian Doctrine.

The Orthodox mostly depended upon revelation. The
Mu‘tazilites, a famous rationalist theological movement of
Islam, on the other hand criticised Christian doctrine through
their logical and Philosphical way of argumentation. They were
involved in the process of bringing Greek conceptions into the
discussion of Islamic dogma 2

The Mu‘tazilites were so extremists in their five points
that they included the Orthodox Muslim as Kull-abiyya and
Ash‘arites with the Christian on the issue of the attributes of
God. The Mu‘tazilites regarded the divine attributes as being
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There are some, on the other hand, who whether or not,
they believe in the occurrence of synonymy in Arabic in general
side with Abu Hilal in the case of the Qur‘an, for example,
al-Jahiz?°, al-Khattabi?!, al-Baqilani®* among the ancients, and
Ahmad Amin?, Ahmad Ahmad Badawi?*, ‘Aishah bint al-
Shati®, Hasan Muhammad Bajudah?¢ in modern times.

A close study of Qur‘anic words which are considered to
be synonyms reveals that they even if they are derived from
different dialects, do not have quite the same sense. This can
be verified by investigating the semantic implications of the
words like <& and <!, Je= and «i. or the other assumed
synomyms in the lexicons written in the last thirteen centuries.
Moreover, we can credit' Abu Hilal for the invaluable contribu-
tion to the Arabic semantics by giving new dimensions of under-
standing the words employed by a'-Qur‘an al-Karim.

Notes and Bibliography

Wafi, ‘Abd al-Wahid : Figh al-Lughah, p. 108, 8th ed., Cairo, N.D. ;
Ibrahim Anis: Fi al-Lahajat al-‘Arabiyyah, p. 40, Cairo, 1965 ; for
the characteristics of the common Arabic language see chapter :
: albad 9 il 4y ,all 03555 Jy b in Fusul Fi Figh al-‘Arabiyyah, by
Ramadan ‘Abd al-Tawwab, pp. 62-78, Cairo, 1973.

2. There are discussions of this topic scattered throughout the various books
on Lughah, and al-Suyuti has a detailed chapter in Al-Itgan fi ‘Ulum al-

Qur‘an.
Kitab al-Lughat fi al-Qur‘an ed. by Salah al-Din al-Munajjid, Cairo, 1946.

o

Ibid. preface pp. 5-7.
Dirasat fi figah a’-Lughah, p. 299-30, Beirut, 1978.

Ibid p. 300 ; Ramadan ‘Abd al-Tawwab : Fusul fi figh al-‘Arabiyyah, pp.
316-17.

Al-Furuq fi al-Lughah, p. 16, Beirut, 1973.

Tbn ‘Abbas : Kitab al-Lughah fi al-Qnr*an, p. 22.

Al-Furuq fi al-Lughah, p. 272.

S S ST




o

‘e

Ulum-i-l1slamia 35 December 1988

The same is held by Wafi ‘Abd al-Wahid, Ibrahim Anis
Ramadan ‘Abd al-Tawwab, already referred to in previous pages.
So the words sl and il , e and J)l, 4 and S, are dialectal
variants for the same meaning in each unit.®

Although Abu Hilal does not reject the popular view that
the Qur‘an was revealed in a language which represents an
amalgam of many different dialects, he nevertheless, discriminate
between the meanings in the Jur‘an even of synonyms from
different dialects. For example, he discriminates between the
meanings of wai and 37, although the latter is merely the
equivalent of the former in the dialect of Kinanah®- He dis.
criminates between L.ac? and 3.3 ,21° although the latter is merely
the equivalent of the former in the dialect of Jurham, He
gives distinct definitions of Je> and wiv viz. “a Jeol= is one who
considers himself to be knowledgeable—""12, and wi«: )i Cinp
“weakness in judgment”3, and says: “jes & Jo windl 5ol @7,
although wi. is merely the equivalent of Js= in the dialect of
Kinanah®, and of s~ in the dialect of Himyar, and of Tay-1¢,
Abu Hilal discriminates between <SS! and <5V, although the

former s merely the equivalent of the latter in the dialect of
Quraysh 1?

These and many other examples show that Abu Hilal
does not accept the occurrence of synonymy in the Qur‘an, even
in the use of words of identical meaning from different dialects.
For the same reason, Abu Hilal has severely been criticised by
most of the modern linguists. For example, Ibrahim Anis, in a
context referring to Abu Hilal and those who held the same

views, says :

O ptpwiedl Gan dgle 4e) OT 01 Bl § s A5 3 48 Gl Al Ll »

LA LWV S on @il aeiedl @ Y1 gl pas Y ddls Gy |awasy
1966355 ] R



Ulum-i-Islamia

34

December 1988

13 are derived from the dialect of Tamim and ays “llan ;

6 ”»”
5 ”
4 ’»”
2 »
l "
l ”»”

9

”

»

»

b4 ]

»

»

2

”

»

b3

”»

»

"

”»

‘Amman, Azd Shanu’ah
and Khath‘am.

Tay’, Midhhaj, Madyan,
and Ghassan.

Banu Hanifah, Hadra-
mawt, and Ash‘ar ;
Anmar ;

Khaza‘ah, Saba’, Yama-
mah, Muzaynah, and
Thaqif ;

Asd ;
Khazraj ;

al-‘Amaliqah, Sadus, and
Sa‘d al-‘Ashirah*.

Most of the Arab linguists, both modern and ancient, are of the
opinion that the language used in the Qur‘an represents an
amalgam of many different dialects then prevalent in the Arabian
peninsula, besides the fact that overwhelming majority of the
entries of vocabulary has been derived from the dialect of
Quraysh, and that different dialectal variants for the same
meaning, with the passage of time, were considered to be
synonymous. For example, subhi al-Salih, on precisely these

grounds says :

K @13 i bl Ty all gl o8 K1 Jpb &1 0! 2T 45

lg) goalt e L}? ool 131 Ga L;);i Ulead Lt Lgze SIUE Y s la 3l Gl
B cila ) Ganzial] sazam!l YL O3 Jeszwn OF dobad N (gall

66 50 )| daaliel G 301
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ABU HILAL AL‘ASKRI’S TREATMENT OF VARIOUS
DIALECTS USED IN THE QUR’AN

Dr. Mohammad Akram Chaudhary

Department of Arabic 1slamia University
Bahawalpur

The interaction and overlapping of various dialects
(lughat or lahajat) of the Arabian peninsula has been a complex
issue in the history of the Arabic language. Without going into
details of various dialects, it seems important to point out that
it is generally accepted that the {’ur’an was revealed in the
common Arabic language(al-Lughah al-*Arabiyyah al- Mushtarakah)
—a language understood in the whole of the Arabian peninsula,
and used by poets and orators as a medium of communication,!
A small book on the dialects used in the Qur’an® ascribed to
‘Abd Allah b ‘Abbas (d 68 A.H.)3 is transmitted by Ibn Hasnun,
in which numerous entries from different tribes are listed.
Although probably not comprehensive, this work determines the
origin of at least 255 words used in the Qur’an.

Of these :

104 are derived from the dialect of Quraysh ;

43 » »s ' Hudhayl ;
36 » ’ v Kinanah ;
23 2 » » Himyar ;

21 1Y) ’” 29 Jurham
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