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SEMIYOLOJI ISIGINDA, MUHYIDDIN iBN ARABI’NiN YORUMLARI
VE YORUMLARININ SINIRLARI*

ibrahim SABAN™
Malek Hassan Mahmoud ABDULQADER™

Oz: Bu arastirma Muhyiddin Ibn Arabi’nin yorumlarin1 ve yorumlari-
nin sinirlarini semiyotik agidan degerlendirmeyi amaglamistir. Arastirmada
yapisal agidan, Ibn Arabi’nin goriislerindeki semiyotik (gostergebilimsel)
olgularin incelenmesine 151k tutan kapsamli bir metodolojinin izlenmesi 6n
goriilmiistiir.

Isbu tezde Akberi sofi ekolunun (Soyleyis, anlam ve bilim) iiclemi
ve Semiyotik ekolunun (gosteren, gosterilen ve yorumlayici) tigclemleri
arasindaki farkliliklar ve benzerlikler anlamsal agidan incelenerek Sofi Ak-
bari’nin (Muhyiddin Ibn Arab) bircok yorumlayici gériislerinde semiyotik
(gostergebilimsel) ekoliiyle benzerlik oldugunu savunurken diger taraftan
da bu iki ekol arasindaki bagdastirici kopriiler kurmaya galisilmistir. Ayrica
bu iki ekol arasindaki kabul edilir (makul) ve yanlis meallere etken olabile-
cek olgu ve kavramlarin sinirlarmi belirleyerek incelemistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: bn Arabi, Semiyotik, Yorumlama.

THE PRINCIPLES OF MUHYIDDIN IBN ARABI’S INTERPRETATION AND
ITS LIMITS IN THE LIGHT OF SEMIOLOGY

Abstract: This study aimed to make a semiotic comparison of the
principles of Muhyiddin Ibn Arabi’s interpretation and its limits. The
nature of the paper necessitated employing a methodology that was based
on comparison that surveyed the semiotic similarities for Ibn Arabi’s
interpretational views. The paper was based on a hypotheses claimed that
the semiotic interpretation agrees with the Akbar sophist interpretation in
many interpretational views. This paper also sought to present an attempt
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of a comprehensive vision for the interpretational views of these two
approaches. Also, the paper tried to bridge the gap between the Gnostic
sophistic interpretation and the methodological semiotic one by means of
studying the semantic structure for Ibn Arabi that was represented in the
triangle: utterance, understanding and knowing and comparing it with the
semantic semiotic triangle which was represented by sign, signifier and
signified. Moreover, the paper studied the limits of interpretation that were
represented in multi-understandings, meanings and conditions that separate
the acceptable interpretation from the incorrect interpretation for the two
interpretational approaches.
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SUMMARY

THE PRINCIPLES OF MUHYIDDIN IBN ARABI’S
INTERPRETATION AND ITS LIMITS IN THE LIGHT
OF SEMIOLOGY

ibrahim SABAN*

Malek Hassan Mahmoud ABDULQADER"™

This study aimed to make a semiotic comparison of the principles of Muhyid-
din Ibn Arabi‘s interpretation and its limits .The nature of the paper necessitated
employing a methodology that was based on a comparison that surveyed the se-
miotic similarities for Ibn Arabi‘s interpretational views .The paper was based on
a hypothesis that claimed that the semiotic interpretation agrees with the Akbar
sophist interpretation in many interpretational views .This paper also sought to
present an attempt of a comprehensive vision for the interpretational views of
these two approaches .Also ,the paper tried to bridge the gap between the Gnostic
sophistic interpretation and the methodological semiotic one by means of study-
ing the semantic structure for Ibn Arabi that was represented in the triangle :ut-
terance ,understanding and knowing and comparing it with the semantic semiotic
triangle which was represented by sign ,signifier and signified .Moreover ,the
paper studied the limits of interpretation that were represented in multi-under-
standings ,meanings and conditions that separate the acceptable interpretation
from the incorrect interpretation for the two interpretational approaches .And the
study found the following results,

1 -According to Ibn Arabi ,the Quranic text consists of two dimensions ,one
outward and one inward .This fact leads to two kind of Quranic interpretation,
outward interpretation which Ibn Arabi called Fahm (Understanding) and inward
interpretation which he called //m (Knowing). The inward interpretation (Know-
ing) occurs when the interpreter overcomes the material world and the outward
of the Quranic text in order to unify with its inward truth. While the outward
interpretation (Understanding) occurs when the interpreter interprets the lingual
form of the Quranic text. So, The Quranic text has one truth, but it has various
comprehensions because of the variety of interpretation conditions. Then, Ibn
Arabi’s semantic triangle is utterance, understanding and knowing.
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2- There is a kind of counterparty between the triangle of utterance, under-
standing and knowing; and the semiotic triangle, in its simplest form it is the
signifier, the signified and the sign.

3- There is also a counterparty among the multiple and changeable nature of
understanding as Ibn Arabi claims, Claude Lévi-Strauss’s view for meaning as
a reducable phenomenon, the deconstructual view of the meaning as an Unde-
cidable entity and the instability of the hermeneutical circle. Also this concept
of understanding is close enough to Wilhelm Dilthey’s view of understanding
as continuous transfigurations and Hedger’s concept Worlding. Besides, 4-The
multiple and changeable nature of understanding comes from the symbolic na-
ture of language. Although the symbolic nature of language is an indicator to the
meaning, it’s an obstacle that prevents the interpreter from catching the meaning
directly. Also, the symbolic nature of language which codes the message needs a
methodology in order to decode the message. But methodology affects the mes-
sage and draws borders for the meaning in advance. So, as long as there are
many interpreting methodologies, the meaning would not be stable but changea-
ble. This idea was discussed by many scholars such as Ibn Arabi, Goethe, Henri
Bergson, Paul Ricoeur and Hans-Georg Gadamer.

5-In addition to the previous reason of multi-understanding, Ibn Arabi talks
about another reason for multi-understanding which is quwwar-ul kalimah or
quwwat-ul lafz (The strength of the utterance or word) which means that the word
is loaded with various meanings but the sender’s intent (magsud-ul mutakallim)
is just a one meaning. The strength of the utterance or word is very close to Fer-
dinand de Saussure’s and Paul Ricoeur’s concept of surplus meaning. Also Ibn
Arabi’s concept of the sender intent is close to Ludwig Wittgenstein’s definition
of the meaning which is the sender’s intent.

6-According to Ibn Arabi, misunderstanding occurs when the understanding
of the receiver does not go with the intent of the sender. This idea has a semiotic
approach. According to semiotics, the intent of the sender is built on a specific
regulation which codes the message while the receiver needs to hypothesize a
regulation in order to decode the message. So, if the hypothesized regulation is
far from the sender’s regulation, misunderstanding occurs.
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