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ABSTRACT

Having reached the end of this rather extensive study on "The Syntactic Controversy in Books on Analysing the Holy Qur'an , it is worth mentioning that the study has tackled the history of analyzing the Holy Qur'an, and has concluded that there is a close connection between the Arabic syntax and the Holy Qur'an. In a nut shell, there are many significant conclusions that the study has come up with, besides some personal views and innovations that the study has reached. 

Actually, the syntactic, controversy in books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an has been considered one of the rich subjects in Arabic mainly because it involves many syntactic issues and views. Books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an include innumerable syntactic issues. Therefore, they can be used as references to the study of syntax, in addition to comprising many controversial issues.

The study has shown that analysis is the means by which meaning can be explored and gives the researchers chances of contemplating Allah The Almighty's speech. Simultaneously, no analysis of a Qur'anic text can be carried out without thoroughly understanding the meaning before starting the analysis. Therefore, we cannot, completely, set meanings apart from analysis because the latter is only a branch of meaning. We can never split meanings from analysis.

It has been found that the books an analyzing the Holy Qur'an stemmed originally from the books on the meanings of the Holy Qur'an which are inevitably necessary for understanding the Holy texts, besides the fact that these books are important references, for interpretation as well.    

The study has revealed  that the books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an are considered significant references, on which grammarians concerned with the syntactic controversy depended heavily in their available books. Many distinguished names can be cited here: abu al-Barakact al-Anbari in his book "al-Insaaf", abu-al-Baka' al-Okbori in his book "al-Tabyeen An. Mathahib al-Nahaweyyeen" and abdul-Latif al-Zubaidi  in his book "I'tlaaf al-Nusra" Moreover, abu-al-Barakaat al-Anbari had depended and quoted from al-Zajjaj, abu-Ja'far al-Nahhas and Makki al-Qaisi.  The same can be attributed to abu-al Baka' al-Okbori in his book "al-Tabbyeen", and al-Zubaidi’s “I’tlaaf al-Nusra”. 

These are the most significant references on which Ibn-Hisham had depended particularly in his books: 'Mughni al-Labeeb' and 'Sharh Shuthur al-Thahab', where Ibn-Hisham had quoted a lot from al-Safaqisi and his book "al-Mujeed  Fi I'raab al-Qur'an al-Majeed". This is really revealed when comparisons between al-"Mughni" and "al-Mujeed" were carried out.

One of the conclusions that the study has shown is  that most of the grammarians concerned with the analysis of the Holy Qur'an had written books related to the syntactic controversy between the followers of Basrah and Kufa Schools.  In this respect many books were composed to mention but some: abu-Ja'far al-Nahas and his book" al-Muqni' Fi Ikhtilaaf al-Basriyyeen Wal-Kufiyyen"" and abu-al-Barakaat al-Anbari's book "al-Insaaf" and abu-al-Baka' al-Okbori's book "al-Tabyeen". All this implies that these grammarians were so well-acquainted with the different syntactic approaches that they started writing about the analysis of the  Holy Qur'an and presented different views of the followers of Basrah and Kufa schools. 

The study has arrived at the fact that those books on syntactic controversy did not make any reference to many subjects .  For example, having a sentence functioning as subject, having a prepositional phrase functioning as subject. Is it possible to use the relative 'ma', for animate?  What is the reason behind having indeclinable structures at the opening of the suras? And finally, why are there many controversial views concerning "By the name of Allah  the most Gracious. The most merciful"? Moreover, the controversy concerning “Kayfa” denoting circumstance and time, and the function of ‘lata’; both have not been referred to the analysis of the opening suras and the controversy related to use “al-lam” before ‘sawfa’ were not taken into any account. Further, the subject of whether its possible to use ‘inna’ and ‘anna’ simultaneously is not ever mentioned. 

Furthermore, there are many individual controversial issues mentioned in the books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an occurred between some individual grammarians, which were referred to by abu-al-Barakaat al-Anbari in his books: "al-Insaaf" and "al-Bayan Fi Ghareeb I'raab 
al-Qur'an" as doctrinal. These individual issues include the following: Can 'illa' mean the same as 'al-waw:? Is it possible to prepose the specification i-e-using it before its governor? Is 'Ian' a simple or a complex particle ? And many many other issues were not accounted for completely.

Moreover, the study has mentioned that the book on the analysis of the Holy Qur'an  presented both views of Basrah and Kufa schools-However; they were inclined or biased  to Basrah school rather than to Kufa school, particularly Sibaweigh. Further, they made use of the terms of both schools when dealing with controversial issues; but they resorted to the terms of Kufa school when presenting their own views. On the other hand, they resorted to use the terms of Basrah school when discussing their views. 

It is note worthy that the books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an were not really intended to be controversial. Therefore, the reference of the views to their owners was not clear and accurate, and this has been realized in the late books on analysis in which a view is adopted and made inconsistent with the views of the majority of grammarians.  This actually happened when relating a view of al-Farra’ or al-Akhfash who each had more than one view concerning any syntactic issue.

It has been found that grammarians concerned with analyzing the  Holy Qur'an were very keen on mentioning all  the views regarding any controversial issue to the extent of ramifying and expanding the syntactic controversy once between the followers of Kufa and Basrah School, and another between the followers of the same doctrine , or ever between the followers of both different doctrines. Therefore, these books were very rich with the issues of controversy besides the syntactic. 

The study has also revealed that the controversy among the followers of Kufa school is rather rare in comparison with the controversy among the followers of Basrah school.  The main reason behind this might be that Kufa school had very few grammarians, particularly after al-Kisai and al-Farra' who could develop their syntax. Therefore  every thing remained unchanged. On the contrary, the followers of Basrah were quite able of developing their syntax, adding many modifications to make it complete. Moreover, another reason may be imparted; the available books of Kufa school are very rare and most of their views came to us, through or via the books of the followers of Basrah, which made the views attributed to the followers of Kufa school rather inaccurate as well as subjective, sometimes. 

Grammarians interested in the analysis of the Holy Qur'an  were maximally concerned with this Holy Book and made it their everlasting source. They kept on quoting Qur'anic verses in order to interpret it by depending largely on it . On the other hand, quoting from the Hadith was very rare, including some instances. Makki al-Qassi mentioned three instances. Likewise, is abu al-Barakaat al-Anbari and abu al-Baka' al-Okbori.  It is striking that abu Ja'far al-Nahhas quoted more than 167 times from the Prophetic Hadith in his book " I' raab al-Qur' an. The reason behind this large number of quotations might be attributed to the fact that the nature of the books concerning the analysis of the Holy Qur'an require most often quotations to reinforce the meaning and to interpret the Qur'anic verses As for, al-Safaqisi, he quoted only (16) Hadiths.

One significant conclusion is that there are many views which are ascribed by some late grammarians to earlier ones. The study has shown just the opposite.  For example, Ibn yaeesh ascribed to abu Ishaq al-Zajjaj, in agreement with al-Mubarrid, concerning having the word after the exceptional article 'illa' in the accusative. The study has shown the dis agreement between al-Zajjaj and al-Mubbarrid in this respect. Moreover various other views were ascribed to al-Mubarrid which the study has shown inaccurate. For example, the obligatory issue of emphasizing the imperfect by using "nun al-tawkeed' after the particle "imma". In fact, no text ascribed to al-Mubarrid is available. Moreover, many views were ascribed to him on which Sibaweigh disagreed. The study has shown the opposite. 

The study has further revealed that the Holy Qur'an is not subject neither to the norms of the followers  of Basrah nor to the norms of the followers of Kufa because it is the main source as well as the origin on which one should depend. It seems that traditional grammarians knew this meaning and indicated that the Holy Qur'an is not subject to any norm of the Arabic language. For example, abu-Ja'far al-Nahhas indicated when analyzing the Qur'anic verse "It will be a  Day when they will be tried (And tested) over the Fire" that the word 'Day' i.e. yawm' is rather controversial. Ibn Ishag said that it is used in the accusative and it means punishment is realized; while other grammarians said that it is used in the nominative as an appositive in :. "They ask, when will be the Day of Judgement and Justier' . In fact, no referece has been remarked to either case, but the norm makes it possible when Khalaweigh dealt with analyzing the following Qur'anic verse: "Master of the Day of Judgement", he said that it is possible to use the word 'Master', i.e. Malik' in the nominative case meaning he is the owner. But it is not actually used in this way because reciting is sunnite and does not submit to Arabic.

All the above mentioned views are mere possibilities in the orientation of the Holy Qur'anic verses. However, syntactic and analytic possibilities are not quite sufficient to interpret the meaning of the Qur'an.  We should be fully aware of the inevitable fact that the Holy Qur'an is unprecedentedly beyond the levels of language .

Nevertheless, one should not belittle others' efforts, since those grammarians and linguists had exerted great efforts in studying the Holy  Qur'an and revealing its meanings and its aims. Allah only can gratify them for that.

Moreover, the study has shown that abu-al-Barakaat al-Aubari had mentioned many controversial issues in more than one book of his own. For example, he mentioned in more than one position of his book "al-Bayar Fi Ghareeb I'raab al-Qur'an" that he had many controversial issues recovered in his book" al-Masael al-Bukh ariya"-To cite an example, he commented on the following Qur'anic verse "And the firmament has He raised High and He has set up the Balance of Justice" by saying that the accusative and the nominative cases are used here to mean raising the firmament to be identical with the verb ‘they kneel’ ‘yasjudan’ similar to 'Zaydun I met and Omarun I spoke to'. In connection with the last example, Sibaweigh said that 'Omar' can be put into the accusative case if the predicate is to be ‘met’, and in the nominative if the predicate is to be'Zaydun'. However, many grammarians disagreed with him and this issue is dealt with in detail in "al-Masael –al-Bukhariya:

Another point to be mentioned is that the books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an are concluded by imparting a large number of the different views concerning the analysis of many Holy Qur'anic verses which are usually accompanied by ‘said by’. We have tried to ascribe these views to their associates. Such a case is obvious in al-Zajjaj who rarely ascribed any view to its associate particularly when the associate is al-Farra' or al- Kisai. Moreover, al-Zajjaj’s  phrases were rather rough and sometimes reviling . In trying to ascribe  these views to their associates, we were making the unknown syntactic controversy known.

A further conclusion is that the  books on analyzing the Holy Qur'an included many controversial issues in dictation and orthography, which may be suggested for future research.

     Finally, a fact to be admitted is that grammarians concerned with the analysis of the Holy Qur'an did not only transform opinions and controversial views, but they had their own views, controversial issues and their responses. For example, Makki al-Qaisi had responded to abu Ja'far al-Nahhas’s views.  Similarly, al-Safaqisi held the same view with al-Okberi concerning many issues including his disagreement with his master Abi-Hayyan. The study has shown that many references mentioned that al-Imam Tha’lab was neither concerned with contriving the norm nor seeking it. That is to say, he was always repeating: “al-Farra” saif and al-Kisai. Whenever asked to to give justification, he made no response. However, this view is not devoid of exaggeration in considering memorization prior or basic. In this respect, he strongly opposed many views of the followers of Basrah and Kufa Schools. For example, he responsed to al-Mubbarid concerning the elimination or deletion of the final consonant ‘al-nun, from the verb ‘yaku’, besides his response to the views of al-Khalil and Sibaweigh regarding the reason behind using indedinable structures at the opening of the suras of the Holy Qur’an. 

     So far, these have been the major be conclusions of the present study which has taken all the aspects of the subject understudy into consideration. May Allah’s blessings and peace be upon our Prophet Mohammed, his relations and his followers.

