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Abstract

Studying the grammatical analysis in the book "Contemporary
Commentary on Sibawayh's Book" yielded not only results within that book
itself, but also a number of findings pertaining to grammatical analysis in
general, and to grammatical analysis in both classical and modern scholarship.
Furthermore, it revealed Dr. Nahr's role in presenting grammatical analyses and
the extent of his influence by both classical and modern approaches. We can
summarize these findings from "Contemporary Commentary" as follows:

— Grammatical analysis involves deconstructing the linguistic elements that
constitute a linguistic structure in order to examine the relationships between
them.

— The relationships between the linguistic elements in a structure may be
inflectional, predicative, operative, coordinating, or linear, relating to order,
deletion, augmentation, and so on.

— Therefore, grammatical analysis cannot be limited to inflectional, linear,
coordinating, or other relationships, because grammatical analysis varies
from one structure to another and from one language to another. For
example, inflectional analysis cannot be applied to the linguistic structure of
Turkish. Therefore, we found that the term "grammatical analysis" carries a
broad meaning, limited to the context of a specific language.

— The term "grammatical analysis" was not used by early Arab grammarians.
Its use in modern linguistic studies emerged after the translation of modern
linguistic theories.

— In early studies, grammatical analysis primarily focused on inflection, which
distinguishes it from grammatical analysis in other languages.

— This focus on inflectional analysis in early studies did not negate other
linguistic aspects such as phonetics, morphology, semantics, and context.
Rather, these aspects were intertwined, supportive, and cooperative with
inflection in the analysis.

— The focus of the analysis was not limited to the inflectional aspect of
structures. Linear relationships between elements and units—such as
fronting, backshifting, ellipsis, inclusion, conjunction, and disjunction—
were fundamental pillars of grammatical analysis.

— This indicates that grammatical analysis in early studies also emphasized the
formal aspect, examining both deep and surface structures, a characteristic of
modern linguistic studies. Modern grammatical analysis relies on
description, observation, and formal analysis of linguistic elements.

— It examines the relationships between linguistic elements within a sentence
through substitution, transformation, or by considering the functional aspect
of the linguistic element.
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— In many of his analyses, Dr. Nahr followed the methods of the classical
grammarians, particularly since he was analyzing and interpreting a
foundational text of classical Arabic grammar, namely Sibawayh's work,
considered the first book on Arabic grammar. Furthermore, he was
influenced by other grammarians and classical texts, especially the
commentators on the Alfiyya, which contributed to a more traditional style
in many of his analyses.

— However, engaging with classical texts did not prevent Dr. Nahr from
employing modern grammatical analysis in his studies. He turned to modern
grammatical theory to benefit from its methodologies and theories in
analyzing syntax, particularly generative-transformational grammar, which
had a profound impact on renewing his grammatical perspective. He also
incorporated other methodologies and theories, such as distributional
grammar, functional grammar, and the descriptive approach, which he relied
upon in some of his grammatical interpretations. He connected Sibawayh's
linguistic research to this approach, as well as pragmatic analysis, which
depends on context and the communication processes between the sender
and receiver, and other modern grammatical methodologies and theories.

— Through these methodologies and theories, he was able to reinterpret
classical Arabic grammar by comparing and contrasting its ideas, concepts,
and terminology with those of these modern theories. This revealed their
similarities in some aspects and their differences in others. He also
consciously employed these theories in the service of Arabic grammar, by
interpreting grammatical phenomena and analyzing linguistic structures
according to their concepts, such as grammatical and non-grammatical,
acceptable and unacceptable, as well as deep and surface structure,
grammatical transformation, linguistic competence, context and situation,
predictive and sequential analysis, syntax, and other concepts, principles,
and terms that contributed to the development and enrichment of
grammatical analysis in contemporary exegesis.

- We found through contemporary exegesis that grammatical analyses were
based on methodological foundations stemming from grammatical principles
such as oral tradition, which includes citing the Holy Quran, the Hadith, and
classical Arabic poetry, proverbs, and other forms, as well as analogy,
presumption, and consensus, in addition to grammatical reasoning that
encompasses general rules, grammatical disagreements, justification, and
Interpretation.

— Grammatical analysis, based on established principles and foundations,
aimed at specific goals in Arabic grammar. These goals were often
grammatical, such as establishing rules and proving grammatical principles,
as well as indicating grammatical correctness in structures.
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— Other goals pertained to semantics and style in linguistic constructions, such
as indicating semantic benefit in a construction, its acceptability or
unacceptability, and linguistic inconsistencies that fall under the semantic
aspect. As for stylistic goals, analyses were often conducted to ensure
stylistic correctness, such as examining the arrangement of linguistic
elements in a construction, their omission or inclusion, conjunction and
disjunction, and agreement in gender (masculine/feminine), number
(singular/dual), and other aspects.

— These goals appeared clearly in contemporary commentaries when
discussing the grammatical analyses of Sibawayh and other early
grammarians, as well as in Dr. Nahr's analyses of Sibawayh's structures or
the structures he himself created in his commentary on the grammatical
chapters of the book.

— Meaning and semantic aspects formed a crucial axis among the other
linguistic aspects in Dr. Nahr's grammatical analyses. He relied on
meaning—whether lexical, functional, or contextual—to guide and analyze
many syntactic phenomena.

- He demonstrated the importance of meaning in the grammatical analyses of
classical grammarians. This was a response to some contemporary scholars
who denied the classical grammarians' interest in meaning, particularly
contextual meaning, which depends on the context and the social and
psychological circumstances of the speaker and listener. This also proves the
presence of modern grammatical approaches among classical grammarians.

Based on these findings from his contemporary commentary on
grammatical analysis, we emphasize the need to continue research and study in
grammatical analysis from a perspective that combines the methodology of
classical grammar with the gains of contemporary linguistic theories and
pragmatic analysis. The results demonstrate that there is still a need for studies
that integrate classical grammatical studies with modern linguistic studies.
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