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Discussion of the Agent of the Circumstantial
Accusative in Kitab Sibawayhi

AB. RAHIM Hj. ISMAIL

The agent of the circumstantial accusative or “amilu I-hal is the term
used to refer to what governs circumstantial accusative in a sentence.
The discussion of the agent of the circumstantial accusative involves,
for example, the question whether it is able to govern the circum-
stantial accusative which precedes it in the same way as it is able to
govern it when it comes after it, and whether it may or may not be
or must be omitted.

On the basis of the various discussion of the agent of the circum-
stantial accusative in the Book of Sibawayhi, we find that there are
two distinct types of agent. The first is comprised of only a single
word and the second is comprised of two or more words which are
combined together to form a complete sentence which gives a verbal
force to act as an agent.

An obvious first type of agent is the verb. This is singled out
clearly by Sibawayhi in an example such as

L6l B E355
I beat “‘Abdullah standing up

in which he explains that the circumstantial accusative W36 is
2 . .

governed by the verb & »5.! The verb as an agent is the most flexible

of all. It can govern a circumstantial accusative which follows it, as

nin the above example, as well as a circumstantial accusative which
comes before it as in

riding, Zayd passed by?

Furthermore, where a circumstantial accusative of an adjective or a
noun takes the place of a verb, in which case they are treated like the
verbal noun, the verb which actually governs the circumstantial
accusative in such a case is elided. For example, in the sentences
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and
G i
(go) rightly guided
the adjective “(a36”, the nouns “l:.:.:.,f” and “w” and the adjectives
“ﬂ:ﬂ;” and “:; :\“,’.” are accusative because they are circumstantial

. . w . }
accusatives governed by the elision of the hypothetical verbs “, _,i..‘f” "
25 £
“d"’.:‘” 3
accusatives replace their verbs in the same way as the verbal noun
P e #at )

«“(%.”» replaces Ya.” and the noun “Uj” replace “-) ;” under
the heading of the verbal noun (masdar).® Similarly, a verb can also
be elided when the circumstance in which the action takes place
clearly indicates the sense of a verb. For example, if we are told that
so-and-so said such and such, or someone recites us a piece of poetry,
it is possible for us to reply

- - - 2 . . .
CLAINR , and “=saa” This is because those circumstantiai

)
truthfully, by God

because it is clear from the even that |53l is governed by the verb
4Ji  (he has said it). The same explanation is also applied to one’s
saying

- ol L #olo.

Lorle Ly

(go) (on the pilgrimage) with God’s approval and reward

. L
because the event shows that “ '.:, ,_:.1” and “ lj_;;-b” are governed by

o 8 : :
the verb “C»3}” (go).* Furthermore, in the case where a circum-

s £

stantial accusative is preceded by “Cs” or “(>”, the omission of the

verb is no longer optional. For example, in the sentences
PR »..E
e Lad Ao G

I go it for a dirham or more
and

s 07 2P E
115 Aol G

I got it for a dirham or more
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the verb which is the agent of “ llfifo” and “ ﬁgij” is always omitted.
This is because, according to Sibawayhi, it is a common and unam-
biguous expression. The particle “C3” makes it clear that “Ael%”
is not governs by « .It would in the first place be ugly to say

-

r-’ ‘
Lelay U
because “Asle” is an adjective not a noun. Neither could one say
.. - 22, E
delo NVRN
Pt et
because one does not wish to say that the “ V'; ,3” .together with a
. ” - - . ’, -
“aelu” was the price of the thing as in one’s saying
3305 wdls
’ "3’ ,r.‘)’:
for a dirham and something more
However, by uttering such a sentence, one wishes to state firstly the
lowest price of all and then suggests one amount after another to give
different prices.®
Other single words which stand as agents of the circumstantial
accusative are the verbal noun, participles, verbal adjectives, and

the comparative adjective. This can be deduced from the occurrence
of the examples
i L L] - - L] £
4 ole M Gl G
as for being knowledgeable, he has no knowledge,
o - ° £
o Gle O
as for being knowledgeable he 1s knowledgeable
C L e ) £
e B ]
as for being fat, he is fat
and

fo A

A E "
5w Sl L
these (dates) are better as unripe dates than as ripe dates

in which Sibawayhi explains that the circumstantial accusatives of
the first three of the above examples are governed by what comes
after them® and the circumstantial accusatives of the fourth example
are geverned by the comparative adjective «;_1}» .7

As for the question of how flexible these agents are, it is obvious
from the examples that the verbal noun, participle, and verbal
adjective may govern the circumstantial accusative which comes
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before them, and the comparative adjective may govern both
circumstantial accusatives which come before and after it at the
same time. Apart from what we have already mentioned, however,
no further explanation concerning these agents is given by
Sibawayhi.

The second type of the agent of the circumstantial accusative is
a proposition. This proposition consists of a subject and a predicate
one of which, or the combination of both of which gives the meaning
of a verb. This type of agent can be discussed in two separate discuss-
sions. The first discussion includes the proposition in which a
demonstrative pronoun or a personal pronoun stands as the subject,
and it also includes the interrogative sentence, while the second
discussion contains the proposition in which a definite noun is the
subject.

The examples of the first discussion are such cases as

Gl e 1da
and

fo)-, a

by me A jsn

Sibawayhi explains, regarding these examples, that they are is if you
say ’ - ol
FISARN g

and

Fore, So.

by ae 4s3)) *—:1

respectively. It is clear from Sibawayhi’s explanation that the
proposition of this type which consists of a subject and a predicate
contains a verbal meaning and therefore governs the circumstantial
accusative which somes after it. This is further proved by an occur-
rence of the example

GELE B3 1
this is the man departing

in which Sibawayhi explains that “'Lifh’.,a” is accusative because the
subject “\ia” governs what comes after it, which is the predicate
“3‘;.;1” , and gives the meaning of alerting and defining.'? Further-
more, this becomes absolutely clear by the occurrence of the examples

PRSP,

Lk &bl G

what is it with you, standing up?



Kitab Sthawayh: 157

U G 15

who 1s that standing by the door?

G o L 5
he 1s the son of my paternal uncle, very close
in which Sibawayhi explicitly says that “|25” , of the first example,
is governed by “.ﬂ?l.:. L” , that the agent of “i3”, of the second,
is equivalent to “.&ilﬁ:& Ii*” and that “L_:::,” , of the third, is go-
verned by the prec;eding proposition which is :F“ :-,.!I ;n” in the

y) - F
same way as “J ) o i governs “(le” in
#% 2 . %
L.J-f Jq- )l =l
you are the man in knowledge'?

The example of the second discussion are:

™ .: Ae” O, .,
Wl W (e
m it is Zayd standing up
and
g e POV o
TR SR S O
the sheep are for you, at one sheep for a dirham, one sheep for a dirham
Sibawayhi explains that these two examples are equivalent to
s 4 A8
Wb 3 S
Zayd settled, standing up
and

E ] 3
the sheep are due

respectively.'* On this account, it is fairly clear that what contains
the verbal meaning is the prepositional constructs “lg3” and
“4li” . Furthermore, on one occasion Sibawayhi explains that
“ls” is equivalent to a verb such as  “%” (he passed).'* How-

ever, should a prepositional genitive construct which is proved to
have a verbal meaning independently govern a circumstantial
accusative?. To answer this question, Sibawayhi explains that in the
example
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s g Ky
(6 G al de
“Abdullah 1s 1n 1t standing up

“C.;:E” is accusative because “(3” intervenes between the subject
“ﬁzlﬁ;” and the circumstantial accusative “f.;'li” and “(g3”
is required by the subject to form a proposition. Therefore, since
“L’.{E” is not the predicate of the subject of the sentence, the sub-
ject governs it only indirectly in the same way as in
Q36 &5 1da
similarly, in the example

n 1t 1s Zayd, standing up 1n it

“(6” is accusative because the first “ls” , combined with the
subject “%;” , forms a complete proposition. The second “ls”
is added only for emphasis and has no governing force.!’

On the basis of what we have said, it is unlikely that the pre-
positional constructs “(3$” and “4l” could independently

govern the circumstantial accusative. It is, therefore, more probable,
as far as Sibawayhi’s view is concerned, that the circumstantial
accusative is such a proposition is governed by the combination of
both the subject and the predicate. However, the question arises
whether a proposition can govern a circumstantial accusative which
comes between its subject and its predicate as in

P a N
s (6 1

this standing up 1s a man
or

AL . # 0 Le
Jro Wb e
in 1t standing up 1s a man'®

Sibawayhi says it is not permissible for a circumstantial accusative to
come before its agent if the agent is not a verb. For example, the
reason

Jry b B3

I passed standing up by a man'®
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is incorrect. According to Sibawayhi, that the circumstantial accus-
ative, “s;” comes after its agent, “w” . Similarly,
) \
o G
standing up 1n it 1s a2 man

and
SR W

are incorrect. It therefore seems that “Iia” and “ls” of the
two examples mentioned above independently govern the circum-
stantial accusative. There are two plausible explanations of this
particular problem. Firstly, if we consider that the agents of the
circumstantial accusatives of these sentences are the proposition, we
may suggest that, on the basis of such occurrences, the circumstantial
accusative which is governed by a proposition may intervene between
its subject and its predicate but may not precede them both. Secondly,

the agents of “:,,:lj” in the sentences are the words which contain
o i L =
the verbal meaning which are “lia” and “(gs”

= » - -
In conclusion, Sibawayhi describes the government of a proposi-
tion upon a circumstantial accusative as the same as the government
of a verb.??
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