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Abstract

Imperative constructions (sighat al-amr) constitute one of the most significant linguistic
devices in Classical Arabic. Although traditional Arabic grammar primarily associates the
imperative with command, rhetorical sources demonstrate that its communicative functions vary
according to context. This study investigates the pragmatic functions of imperative constructions
through the integrated perspectives of Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm and Speech Act Theory. Using
a qualitative analysis of selected examples from the Qur’an, Prophetic traditions, and Classical
Arabic poetry, the study identifies major pragmatic functions, including command, guidance,
supplication, permission, threat, challenge, wish, and request. The findings reveal that contextual
indicators, speaker intention, and discourse organization play a decisive role in meaning
interpretation. The study further demonstrates significant convergence between classical Arabic
rhetorical thought and contemporary pragmatics, highlighting the continuing relevance of Al-
Jurjant’s linguistic insights to modern discourse analysis.

Keywords: imperative constructions, Arabic rhetoric, pragmatics, Al-Jurjani, Nazm theory,
speech acts, Classical Arabic.

JURJONIYNING NAZM NAZARIYASI ASOSIDA KLASSIK ARAB BALOG‘ATIDA
BUYRUQ SHAKLLARINING PRAGMATIK TAHLILI

Annotatsiya

Buyruq shakllari (sighat al-amr) klassik arab tilining eng muhim lingvistik vositalaridan biri
hisoblanadi. An’anaviy arab grammatikasida buyruq shakli asosan buyruq ma’nosini ifodalovchi
vosita sifatida talqin qilinsa-da, balog‘at manbalari uning kommunikativ funksiyalari kontekstga
qarab o‘zgarishini ko‘rsatadi. Mazkur tadqiqotda buyruq shakllarining pragmatik funksiyalari
Jurjoniyning Nazm nazariyasi va Nutq aktlari nazariyasining integratsiyalashgan yondashuvi
asosida o‘rganildi. Qur’oni karim, hadisi shariflar hamda klassik arab she’riyatidan tanlab olingan
misollarni sifat jihatdan tahlil qilish asosida buyruq shakllarining buyruq, yo‘naltirish, iltijjo, ruxsat,
tahdid, da’vat, istak va iltimos kabi asosiy pragmatik funksiyalari aniqlandi. Tadqiqot natijalari
ma’no talqinida kontekstual ko‘rsatkichlar, so‘zlovchining kommunikativ niyati va diskurs
tuzilmasi hal qiluvchi ahamiyatga ega ekanligini ko‘rsatdi. Shuningdek, tadqiqot klassik arab
balog‘ati bilan zamonaviy pragmatika o‘rtasida sezilarli nazariy mushtaraklik mavjudligini
namoyon etib, Jurjoniyning lingvistik qarashlari zamonaviy diskurs tahlili uchun ham dolzarb
ekanligini tasdiglaydi.
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Kalit so‘zlar: buyruq shakllari, arab balog‘ati, pragmatika, Jurjoniy, Nazm nazariyasi, nutq
aktlari, klassik arab tili.

IMPATMATHYECKUI AHAJIN3 NOBEJUTEJbHBIX KOHCTPYKIIMI B
KJJACCHYECKOM APABCKOM PUTOPUKE C NO3UILIUI TEOPUU HA3ZMA AJIb-
JKYPIKAHA

AHHOTAIHSA

[ToBenurenpHble KOHCTPYKIUH (Sighat al-amr) siBisroTCS OXHMUM M3 Hanbojiee 3HAYUMBIX
A3BIKOBBIX CPEJICTB KJIACCHUECKOro apaOCKOro si3bIKa. XOTs TPaJULMOHHAsA apabckas rpaMMaTHKa
MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO  CBS3BIBAECT  IOBEIIUTENIFHOE HAKJIOHEHHWE C  BBIpAXGHHWEM  I[pHKas3a,
PUTOpPUYECKHE HCTOYHUKU CBHJIETENBCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO €ro KOMMYHHUKaTHUBHbIE (DYHKLIUHU
BapbUPYIOTCS B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT KOHTEKCTa. B HacTosmem HCCIeOBaHUM MparMaTu4ecKue
(YHKIMHU MTOBEIUTENBHBIX KOHCTPYKLUI pacCMaTpUBAIOTCS € MO3UIUI MHTErpali TEOpUU Ha3Ma
Anb-JIXyp/pKaHU W TEOpUM pEUeBhIX aKTOB. Ha OCHOBE KadyeCTBEHHOTO aHalHW3a HpPUMEPOB,
oroOpaHHbIX U3 KopaHa, mpopouyeckux XaaucoB M KJIACCHUYECKOW apaOCKOH M033HMH, BBISBIICHBI
OCHOBHBIE TparMaTuyeckue (YHKIUU TOBEIUTEIBHBIX KOHCTPYKLMH, BKIIOYas IPUKa3,
HacTaBJeHHE, MOJbOy, paspelleHue, Yrpo3y, BbI30B, IOkenaHue U npocbOy. IlomydeHHsle
pe3ybTaThl IOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO KOHTEKCTyaJlbHBIC MOKA3aTelH, KOMMYHHUKATHBHAS HWHTEHIUSA
TOBOPSIIET0 M OpraHu3alys AUCKYpCa WUIPAIOT PELIAloIlyl0 pOjib B MHTEPIpPETAlMM 3HAYEHUS.
HccnenoBanne TakKe BBIABISAET 3HAYUTEIBHOE CXOACTBO MEXKIY KIIACCHYECKOW apaOCcKoi
PUTOPUYECKON TpaaulMeld U COBPEMEHHOM IparMaTHKOW, MOATBEpXKIas aKTyaJbHOCTb
JMHTBUCTHYECKOTO Hachenus Aib-JKypIKaHH Il COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIIE0BAHUH TUCKypCa.

KiroueBble cjioBa: MoBeNUTENIbHBIE KOHCTPYKLUH, apaOCKas pUTOpHKa, parMaTtuka, Allb-
JIxypaxkaHu, Teopus Ha3Ma, PEUEBbIE aKThl, KIIACCUYECKUN apaOCKUi S3bIK.

1. Introduction

The relationship between linguistic form and communicative meaning has long occupied a
central position in both classical and modern linguistic studies. In the Arabic linguistic tradition,
this issue is particularly evident in the study of imperative constructions (sighat al-amr), which play
an important role in grammar, rhetoric, and Islamic legal discourse.

Although the imperative is traditionally defined as a form expressing command or request,
Classical Arabic texts reveal that it frequently performs a variety of communicative functions. In
the Qur'an, Prophetic traditions, and Classical Arabic poetry, imperative constructions may express
guidance, supplication, permission, threat, challenge, wish, or choice. This semantic diversity
indicates that grammatical form alone is insufficient for determining meaning and that contextual
interpretation is essential (Abdul-Raof, 2006).

Classical Arabic rhetoricians recognized this phenomenon at an early stage. Among them,
‘Abd al-Qahir al-Jurjant (d. 471/1078) argued in his Theory of Nazm that meaning emerges
through the interrelationship of linguistic elements within discourse rather than from isolated
lexical items (Al-Jurjani, 1992). Modern pragmatics has reached similar conclusions. Speech Act
Theory, developed by Austin (1962) and Searle (1969), likewise emphasizes the role of
communicative intention and context in meaning construction.
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Despite extensive studies on imperatives, research integrating Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm
with modern pragmatic approaches remains limited. Therefore, this study examines the pragmatic
functions of imperative constructions in Classical Arabic discourse through the combined
perspectives of Arabic rhetoric, Nazm theory, and Speech Act Theory. It aims to identify the major
pragmatic functions of imperative constructions, examine the role of contextual indicators in
interpretation, and explore the relationship between classical Arabic rhetorical thought and
contemporary pragmatics. The study also highlights the continuing relevance of Arabic linguistic
heritage to modern semantic and pragmatic research.

2. Literature Review

2.1. Imperative Constructions in Classical Arabic Tradition

Imperative constructions (sighat al-amr) have long occupied an important place in Arabic
grammatical, rhetorical, and legal scholarship. Early grammarians, particularly Sibawayh in Al-
Kitab, primarily examined the morphological and syntactic properties of imperatives (Sibawayh,
1988). Later scholars such as Ibn Jinn1 and Ibn Hisham expanded this analysis by emphasizing that
contextual and rhetorical factors may extend the meaning of imperative forms beyond direct
command (Ibn Jinni, 1952).

With the development of Arabic rhetoric (balagha), scholarly attention shifted from purely
grammatical description to discourse-based interpretation. Rhetoricians argued that the intended
meaning of an utterance depends not only on grammatical structure but also on context and
communicative purpose (Abdul-Raof, 2006). Among them, ‘Abd al-Qahir al-Jurjani made a
particularly significant contribution through his Theory of Nazm, according to which meaning
emerges from the interrelationship of linguistic elements within discourse rather than from isolated
lexical items (Al-Jurjant, 1992).

2.2. Imperative Constructions in Arabic Rhetoric and Nazm Theory

Classical rhetoricians such as Al-Sakkaki and Al-Qazwini demonstrated that imperative
constructions frequently convey meanings beyond direct command, including guidance,
supplication, permission, threat, challenge, wish, and choice (Al-Sakkakt, 1987; Al-Qazwini, 2003).
They emphasized that rhetorical interpretation depends on contextual indicators (qara’in) and
communicative intention rather than on grammatical form alone.

Al-Jurjant further developed this contextual approach through his Theory of Nazm. In Dala’il
al-I'jaz and Asrar al-Balagha, he argues that linguistic meaning is generated through syntactic and
semantic relations within discourse. Consequently, identical grammatical structures may convey
different meanings depending on their textual environment (Al-Jurjani, 1992; 1997). Recent studies
have noted important similarities between Nazm theory and modern discourse analysis, suggesting
the continuing relevance of Al-Jurjant’s framework for contemporary linguistic research (Bayshak,
1991).

2.3. Imperatives in Modern Pragmatics

Modern pragmatics shifted the study of meaning from linguistic structure to language use in
context. Speech Act Theory, developed by Austin (1962) and elaborated by Searle (1969), views
utterances as communicative actions whose interpretation depends on speaker intention and
contextual conditions. Within this framework, imperative constructions may function as commands,
requests, warnings, advice, or invitations rather than expressing a single fixed meaning.

This pragmatic understanding closely parallels the classical Arabic emphasis on contextual
interpretation and highlights the central role of discourse context in meaning construction
(Levinson, 1983; Yule, 1996).

2.4. Research Gap
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Recent studies on Arabic pragmatics have demonstrated that imperative constructions perform
diverse communicative functions and require integrated syntactic, semantic, rhetorical, and
pragmatic analysis (Abdul-Raof, 2006; Farghal, 1995). However, contemporary research has
generally treated Arabic pragmatics and classical Arabic rhetoric as separate fields.

Although Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm has been widely studied in relation to textual
coherence and eloquence, its application to the pragmatic interpretation of imperative constructions
remains limited (Bayshak, 1991). Therefore, a significant gap persists between classical Arabic
rhetorical theory and contemporary pragmatic analysis. The present study addresses this gap by
integrating Nazm theory with Speech Act Theory to explain the pragmatic functions of imperative
constructions in Classical Arabic discourse.

3. Theoretical Framework

This study adopts an interdisciplinary framework integrating Classical Arabic rhetorical theory
with contemporary pragmatics to analyze the semantic and pragmatic functions of imperative
constructions in Classical Arabic discourse. The framework consists of three complementary
dimensions: linguistic, pragmatic, and rhetorical.

The linguistic dimension examines the grammatical structure of imperative constructions
(sighat al-amr). Although traditional Arabic grammar primarily associates the imperative with
command, grammatical form alone cannot fully determine meaning because imperative expressions
frequently acquire additional functions through contextual usage (Ibn Hisham, 2004).

The pragmatic dimension is based on Speech Act Theory developed by Austin (1962) and
Searle (1969). Within this framework, imperative constructions are viewed as communicative acts
whose interpretation depends on speaker intention, discourse context, and communicative purpose.
Accordingly, imperative forms may perform various functions, including commands, requests,
advice, warnings, and supplications.

The rhetorical dimension draws upon Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm, which maintains that
meaning emerges through the interrelationship of linguistic elements within discourse rather than
from isolated lexical items (Al-Jurjani, 1992). This perspective emphasizes the role of contextual
indicators (qara’in) in determining the intended meaning of imperative expressions.

By integrating these three dimensions, the study proposes a unified analytical model in which
grammatical structure, contextual relations, and communicative intention jointly contribute to
meaning construction in Classical Arabic discourse (Abdul-Raof, 2006).

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Research Design

This study employs a qualitative descriptive approach to investigate the pragmatic functions of
imperative constructions in Classical Arabic discourse. The analysis is based on an interdisciplinary
framework integrating Classical Arabic rhetoric, Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm, and Speech Act
Theory. A qualitative approach was adopted because it enables an in-depth examination of
linguistic phenomena within their natural discourse contexts (Creswell, 2014).

4.2. Corpus Selection

The corpus consists of forty imperative constructions selected from three major sources of
Classical Arabic discourse: twenty examples from the Holy Qur’an, ten from Prophetic traditions
(hadith), and ten from Classical Arabic poetry. The examples were selected through purposive
sampling to ensure the representation of diverse pragmatic functions and sufficient contextual
information for interpretation (Patton, 2002).

To illustrate the corpus, Table 1 presents representative examples from the dataset.

Table 1. Representative Imperative Constructions
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| Source || Imperative Expression || Pragmatic Function |
| Quran | sall ) sedl |  Command |
| Qur’an || B IPET ST P || Guidance |
| Quran | W jselly, [ Supplication |
| Quran |  aidlelsle | Threat |
| Quran || alie e s |5ld | Challenge |
| Hadith | Vspmei Vsl | Guidance |
| Hadith || Jwl sl lSisla | Command |
| Poetry | s | Request |
| Poetry | JDlallgs | Advice |
| Poetry || Vi | Wish |

4.3. Data Analysis Procedure

The analysis was conducted in four stages. First, imperative constructions were identified and
extracted from the selected texts. Second, each example was examined within its immediate and
broader discourse context. Third, the examples were classified according to their pragmatic
functions. Finally, the identified functions were interpreted through the combined perspectives of
Speech Act Theory and Al-Jurjant’s Theory of Nazm.

The analysis employed qualitative content analysis and a predefined coding framework based
on pragmatic function, contextual indicators, and rhetorical purpose (Schreier, 2012; Mayring,
2014).

4.4. Analytical Framework

The study applies three complementary analytical dimensions. Linguistic analysis examines
the grammatical structure of imperative expressions; pragmatic analysis identifies their
communicative functions using Speech Act Theory (Searle, 1969); and rhetorical analysis employs
Al-Jurjant’s Theory of Nazm to explain how contextual relations contribute to meaning
construction (Al-Jurjani, 1992). The integration of these approaches provides a comprehensive
account of semantic variation in Classical Arabic discourse (Abdul-Raof, 2006).

5. Results

5.1. Distribution of Pragmatic Functions

The analysis of the corpus demonstrates that imperative constructions in Classical Arabic
perform a wide range of pragmatic functions extending beyond direct command. Although
imperatives are traditionally associated with obligation and authority, the findings reveal
considerable semantic diversity, confirming the observations of classical Arabic rhetoricians that
contextual indicators (qara’in) play a decisive role in meaning interpretation (Al-Sakkaki, 1987; Al-
Qazwini, 2003).

Table 2. Distribution of Pragmatic Functions

| Pragmatic Function || Frequency |
| Command || 9 |
| Guidance || 9 |
| Supplication || 3 |
| Request || 4 |



http://www.bgpulseusa.com/index.php/bg
http://www.bgpulseusa.com/index.php/bg

BG Journal

Bu

BG PULSE JOURNAL
K2

Pragmatic Function Frequency
Advice ||
Challenge ||

Permission ||

Threat ||

Reflection ||

Wish ||

Choice ||

— (== NN N[N ||

Exclamation ||

|
|
|
|
| Encouragement ||
|
|
|
|
|

Praise || 1

The results indicate that non-literal functions constitute approximately 77.5% of the corpus,
whereas direct commands account for only 22.5%. This finding highlights the central role of
context and communicative intention in interpreting imperative constructions and supports
contemporary pragmatic approaches, which maintain that meaning cannot be derived from
grammatical form alone (Searle, 1969; Levinson, 1983).

6. Discussion

The findings demonstrate that the traditional grammatical definition of the imperative as a
direct command explains only a limited range of actual language use. The analyzed corpus reveals
that imperative constructions frequently perform diverse functions, including guidance,
supplication, permission, threat, challenge, and advice. This observation confirms the view of
classical Arabic rhetoricians that the meaning of imperative expressions cannot be determined
solely by grammatical form but depends largely on contextual indicators (qara’in) (Al-Sakkaki,
1987; Al-Qazwini, 2003).

The results further reveal a strong convergence between Classical Arabic rhetorical theory and
contemporary pragmatics. Both traditions emphasize the decisive role of context, communicative
intention, and discourse environment in meaning construction. In particular, the findings
correspond closely to Speech Act Theory, which regards linguistic expressions as communicative
actions whose interpretation depends on contextual conditions (Austin, 1962; Searle, 1969).

The study also highlights the continuing relevance of Al-Jurjani’s Theory of Nazm for
contemporary linguistic analysis. Consistent with Al-Jurjant’s view, the findings demonstrate that
semantic variation in imperative constructions emerges through the interaction of linguistic form,
contextual relations, and communicative purpose rather than through grammatical structure alone
(Al-Jurjani, 1992; 1997). These results support previous studies suggesting that Nazm theory
anticipates important concepts in modern discourse analysis and pragmatics (Bayshak, 1991).

Overall, the study demonstrates the value of integrating classical Arabic rhetorical scholarship
with contemporary pragmatic approaches and proposes an analytical framework for explaining
semantic variation in Classical Arabic discourse.

7. Conclusion

This study examined the pragmatic functions of imperative constructions in Classical Arabic
discourse through the integrated perspectives of Arabic rhetoric, Al-Jurjant’s Theory of Nazm, and
Speech Act Theory. The findings demonstrate that imperative constructions perform a wide range
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of communicative functions beyond direct command, with non-literal uses constituting the majority
of the analyzed corpus.

The analysis confirms that contextual factors and communicative intention play a decisive role
in interpreting imperative expressions. These findings support Al-Jurjani’s view that meaning
emerges through contextual and textual relations rather than through grammatical form alone.

By integrating Nazm theory with contemporary pragmatics, the study establishes important
points of convergence between classical Arabic rhetorical thought and modern linguistic theory,
demonstrating the continuing relevance of Arabic linguistic heritage to contemporary discourse
studies.

The study is limited by its relatively small corpus and predominantly qualitative methodology.
Future research may expand the corpus and employ quantitative, corpus-based, and computational
approaches to further investigate pragmatic meaning in Arabic discourse.
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