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To· answer the_· s.;cond question, ·the c_ontemporary C2oth 

~eritury) • dictionary ~dited by .A N. Baskako~ ~as beef, _useci. 

The comparison_ of this vocabulary w"ith • th~ contemporary -dic­

tiona~, shows tl~af 104 ex;,,.mpl~s out of _'168 chosen from 

,.;in.ski'~ dkti6riary have_ s~rv;ived: till_ now: !slow one must think 

of the· te·aso,:.; of- such. changes. in :·fl. ·:language. . 

Me-

.·: ~-o following expl~nations C\3-1'.). be si'..gge:Sted; 

1) : 'I'he .natural evolutio,:.; of each· langµage eliminates _a,rcha .. 

new _s~onyms .. . • iSmlS. givi:~~, i,.;stead neolog_isms Ot'-

2) ~he 2c/h c~_ntu~ Turkish language·· 'frends to. get rid of 

foreign inf{uen~es (.Ar,iqic a:nd Persian), 
' 'th . · 

The ·comparison of the· 17 .. century .vocabulary wit_h the 

20 th century one shows some difference·s .. ·-;rhey ref,s,r to: 

·1) .·the forms. of suffix -lik ~- in the 17 th cent~ry_ 'there is 

only. an- jllabial "form; 

• 2) the ri;lnge ·of· formations - there are :s_ome formations in 

the 17
th 

century ~hicb do not exist n~w;·. 

:3). the ·range of meaning-·- there ·are· some ·semantic groups 

in the 17
th 

cent{..ry whi~h do not exis.t' now.. 

.The final conc.Iusion··follows: the:formative model.is th·e 

same in the_ ·17
th 

centu~ and in- the 20th 
cen,tury in regard 

to both morphology and semantics. 
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·.ARABIC D!CTIONAR!ES 

IN ANAGRA .. V!.MA'I'ICAL ARRANGEME-N'T 

Authors ·of the ·present-day dictionaries of ·Arabic language 

use_ two methods oi word arrangement._ -S.ome of them accept the 

alphabetical 9-rrangement, which takes into account a letter order 
. . . . .. 
in. a word, ir-~especHve. of the grammatical category to which this 

'wo~d belongs .• This syster,; has found many advocates; its advan­

tage is that perso~s ~ith. even a cursory knowledge of t.1-ie Ara-

. bic alphabet. a·nd of simplest. grammatical _rules are able to use 

such a dictionary. Thus·, it ·is us.eful ·mostly for foreigners who 

st_udy ·krabic for practical· purposes; hence,. it is frequently ap­

ptied in Ara.bic.,.loreign language· dictionaries but never in purely 

Ababic dictionaries Qf the lexicon type. :Some examples of appli­

c;::ation· .of this method are: Handwortebuch der Neu Arabischen 

und Deutschen Sprache by A. Wahr m u n d. edired by Gies­

sen ~ i879, or the Arabic-Azerba.ijanese Dictionarv worked out 

in the Institute of .Oriental Studies at the Academy of ·Sciences 

of the Azerbaijanese Soviet Socialist Republic in 1962. 

From· a . philologicai" point of view a greater role has been. 

played by diction_aries that arrange words according to the al­

phabetical o.rd.;,r of. their- radicals, i. e. that gr . ,2p words with a 

common roo_t. Principles ·of· word ·classificati.on may vary in par­

.ticular dictionaries, yet, while scrutinizing more closely AraLic-. . . . . . 
.:.European dictionaries. a certain general s·cheme applied by their 

.authors c~n be observed. ·rt diffe~en.tiates th"'m decid,,ly frc,m old, 

pur,;,ly Arabic dictionaries,. drawn up also· .by the roo"t· meth.od, 
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·_but in _the .S:o-ca,lleci:_ "rhyme" arrangem~nt_-(.Fl -R 1 R" )·, with 

rather· _·.free .. and • in<: ynsistenf orde·r of particular·;,., ord f ::wms 1'. 
•• . • . ··-· -. ") 

:_ 'The. scheme of. prEc>ser1t<;>.tion.·.rw,s as: Iollaws ~: 

a 

._ v·erb· in ali its. ~lass·es, .. a:pad fro_~',the basic form .it~ ·.ma,;;~ 

da.t'~ ai•,;. . enurriera:ted ( iri Lane•~-- dicti~,;,_~. all forms • 6f ~a$dars 

-an, .giv!?h and expla_ined- for su~cessi~e' ,ierl:J cl~sses); 

• - nomina!. forms • ::,f ·various· .ki~ds • ~-~at~ci- "through. alten.atiari, 

.i. e. • substantiv_ a, participia ·a_ ctivi· • aiid ~a'cctar~-. -., <;if- J.st· cl.ass-, 

cert;,_in ,.;omin~ .prof~ssionii, - diminutiva -and adje.ctiva; 
. ' . 

- • nominal forms created through affixation,· participia .acthn 
•'• • ·_ 

and i-na2dars of consecutive claia;ses, particip.ia pqssivi _. or" all 

dasses, -n_omina· loci; t~m~o;is and' ins~ru~ent;,_ some. ~pes _of_"no­

']1ina professionis· ( quite exceptionally in Vvehr's. dictbnary parti­

cipium activi of 1st class! besides_ participiurri 'passivi, belorigs 

lo this gro_up) .. 

A somewhat" different arrang"emei:i-t ::,ccurs in -,H. K. B ;,_ra:n~v's 

• dicti.o"nary _
3 ,- where • the author. ~fter the ·groi.:tp. of· verbs _quotes; 

and expounds masdarcc of ~.11· ·s~~cessive ~;,,i-b classe.s -and only 

further on ··accepts the _above-onentioned ~rder. . . " 

Of ·cours.;., withir1 the abre-said gro._."p~ word arrangement 

is not identical. A more · detailed treatment of this problem, g•.:,ing 

beyond the sc:ipe of the present article, c-:,uld beco.me the sub­

ject of further, very interesting sludies ·and discussions. 

At present Lrie root meth oct is applied in mai ority of dictio­

naries. 'l'his type :,f dictionary is, doubtlessly, more congruent 

with the structure of Arabic. It is also closely relat_ed to the tra­

ditional Arabic lexicography, created by investigator·s and experts 

in language, ior whom the method based on word ro::,t ( r<2gard­

less of the accepted alphabetict,l "clue") was the. :,nly correct 

way, since it called for a good and thorough- kn·owledge and lD"l­

derstanding of languc.ge; mostly in its grammatical aspect. 

-The anagrammatical dictionary arrangement, outlined in the 

present article, !'equired ·als::i. detailed studies of Ara\iic, but' main­

ly in its phonological_ layer. The tei-m "anagrammalical" suggests 

such an ord;..,r· irJ ,;,hich no· ~orphological analysis of words ·is 

.:-.oJ.liE;>d; h'enr~~ thi~: ·can be any.:order ,,-.hich.accepts ,~n-arran-­

g~me·nt :)f ~nn·Jts ir"l a. cil.cti~lnar_/ diffe~r.ynt' from. alpha~ietical • ar-

. ran2£ment- "Jf rodica".i~. as :.. for ~xampic..• - d s;.rs.ten1 applie.:d in 

:=necialislic· dfr:tic-n,:1ri~•r- . ."con1pile..·d a.ccording t::, suT~iect-matter, 

encl -· ah~ve ulJ - the mo.th0maUcaI-cnagren:rnic system related 

t'? (I number oi. let1crs in particular VV:Jl'dS .• 

• 
1rhe· creet:::,r· .-:,f thP. an6grammaticul d!ctietnary. arrangement 

s,vas l;;lcl-lil 'ibn 'Al:1mad. 'al--FarahidT ( 71f,/719-7.'36/791 "
1

).· Havin<-! 

rejected the> then exisl!n_,i alphabetical systems ( '.)lle based on 

::,Id Sen1itic alphal.,els and_ accepting the ~.\ b!'d<=r and tJ·,e ni.he,r, 

modifi~d, used. till to-day), ·he dd~pted hjs awn sy.sie·rn 0f cias­

sjfication- of Arabic phonemes according to the. place of their 

articulation. startjng with .·those ,-vh~se articulati:::>n is the- dee-­

pest, i._ e.· fo.romgeal. ·If· this sysi.em we_re· accepted nowadays, 

the ·following sequence of phone·mcs could be .,,pplie·d, 

'• h 

q 

b-, g, _k 

!r,. Kit5b . 'a1:•ain by ljalTl. 'ibn 'A f:l ma d the order appecn·s 

k q 

1, 1-:-. m 

w, it 1ahf '~ 
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-What calls attention in this phonetic _alphabel :;,f ljalil 'ibn • 

'M,mad are the ic:>lbwing observations:· 

1) Hamza is placed at ·the end ·of th_e alphabet. ·!'his bec:::>m­

es clear when we ·consider .the presently' used alp:,abeticai- t:ird­

er, in whioh hamza has no definite· place ::,_f its own, being treat­

ed as an· additi::>rial sign. ·>Al_if, most often conn·ected with hamza,' 

is a semi-v'owel and as such was very consistently placed by 

ljalil • 'ibn ;At;,mad, t~gether with· waw and ja', at the end of the 

alphabet. The auth:::>r himself comments _on _it in a: similar way, 

while explaining the name applied to this gro.up of phonemes: 

'al-hawa'ijia. Hamza is "hanging in the· air" and does not_ belong 
. . • . . 6 

to ·any of .8 groups mentioned previously .. 

2) Laryngeal h follows pharjngeal c and l;l. 'I'he author .did 

n::,t differentiate places of articulation of these phonemes, number-

• ing them with t> and g among a common group of guttural sounds 

(Arabic l;lalqijja) 
7

. 

3) Postvelar q is inserted between velar k an·d g_. The au­

thor did not differentiate the places of artic-ulati'on of k and q, 

but numbered -b::,th of them among velar phonemes. 

4) Jntradental _g and .!. are placed between dentals. This 

whole group was subdivided by ljalil 'ibn 'Al;lmad in a complete­

ly different way than at present. He. classified the phoneme 9-· 

with palatoalveolar g and s and grouped together the follovving 

phonemes: 

~' s, z ( 'al-J'3.sa.lijja) 

~. d, t ( 'al_-oai'ijia) 

~. • _g, i ( 'al-laiawijja) 
8 

The phonemes - 1, r, n· were not explained by· the author . 

5) Labia-dental f is not differentiated from labial rn ar.d b. 

The author classified them all together in one group_ - 'al-safa­

wijja. Even this cursory analysis of subdivision into phonemic 

·groups carried out by ljalil 'ibn 'Al;lmad reveals considerable 

differences in relation to the presently accepted classification. 

Yet,. the attention should be drawn to the factual order· of pho-

lG:5 

- nemes, ·which - though· i::r'eat'e.di 12 c~nturies ago - is __ a_stonish­

in~l~; cori_vergej,j_t ,~lth th_e • orde~ accept~d 'now,;_da_y~.- , 

Although t·here. exists .;:,_~ oph-.ion claimihg that ljal.!~ 'ibn 

'Al;l.ma.d's system ·fa not orig(nal;- t,{..t ~a.k~n _rjver _frdm Sanscrit 
9

, 

'J. A .. Ha.ywpc,d comnie,.;ts on,' it as· follows·:, "A. ~o~paris.on :;,f his 

order witf:. 'that·. of tJ-ie San~'crit aiph~bet ;,,,ho..;,s. _s<,ifficient broad 

si.,:;ilarity to· ·_;;ug~e~t ·influenc~, yet ·enough divergence_ i,.; d_etail 

to _-iridkat~ ari h'ld~pe~dent mind. in-~uldi.rig borrowed .ideas;, 
10

. 

La.ter -on,- ·he also· points. to_ ·som·e _ very essential d_ifferences be·t-

ween the ai:rang_ement '_originatin~. f_rom Sanscrit and that used 

. . . . 

The ph.onetic aiphabet adopted in Kii:ab •ai-'ajn does n::,t .dP-

te~mi,.:,e, of course, frle. anag~ammatic_;lnes.s of the dictionary. A­

ctually. thi_s- ,;lphab·et,. ·if only' ·consisteii.tly. applied in the already 

mentioned orde_r, ( i. e. acc_ording_ .to order of acce'pte.ci ~ons~nants}, 

could yie.ld. as a result a varlation of .the -dictionary· arra.,.;gemenl 

based· on the morphological analysis of words ( it wo.uld .be ·im-
.. . . ,. ._- ,' . . . . -_ 1 -·2. 3 - • . 3 

material 'in that ·case whether the order were -R- R • R -. or R 

'Rl R 2 , used since'· the 2,:,d ha:lf of the 9th centuJY). -eam 'ibn 

'Af.imad, however, adopted ·a c;,mpletely different m_ethod,_ though 

obsolete ·(or a long time and devqid ·•of prac_tical importance, yet 

very original as_ a mental' .construct and applied by later_ Arabic 

lexicographers ·until the 11th c. Both its_ imitation and criticism, 

searching the_rnselves_ for -new_, improve<;! methods, were except­

·ionally impo~nt fo1· shaping and development 6! the Arabic_ le­

xicography;' 

IjalTI 'ib_n ;Al;lmad's anagramrnatical - system was _'grounded 

on the division of words according to pumber of letters. Each 

book, desig"nated ·by a separate letter (_exceptc.5t-',\,which were 

group(fd together in .the last book 
11

), was subdivided inta chapt-,­

ers_ ( biS:b), which ~ontained successively: 

- 2-radical words (bab 'a1-1una'i 'al-muc;la'af) 
12

, 

- 3- ·adical w.ords ( bab. 'at-iulati 'as-sal;iil:i ), 

- 3-radical words w"ith one weak radical ( s,a·b 'ai-.t1Jlati 

'al--mu'tall), 
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3-radica.l words, doubly weak ( bab 'al-lam), 

4-radical words (baJ· •ar-ruba<r), • 

5--radlcal w ot-ds ( bab • 'al:..h umasi) .. 

Within particular chap.lers was adopted the principie· oi c 0 .-:,­

~onant 1ran~positi;,n ( taolib. 'al-burw) 
13 

,· i. e. quoting successive­

ly· all ·possible. variants of a•given set .. of rad.icals. As a conse-

quemce, the f::,llowing number of permut~tions occured 14 : 2 for 

2-radical, 6 for 3-,.radical, 24 for 4-,.radical· and 120 for ~radical• 

words. The permutation number can undergo modification •. if a 

w::>rd c·ontains weak radicais. The set of such permutatio~:,. is 

deiined as "part". (fa,;;!) 
1 5

. And . so the principle of trans·position 

caused t-tam 'ibn 'At;imad' method to become, not only _anagram­

·matic_al but also. anagrammic .. 

The Book· of the Letter •Ajn, which opens the .whole work,. 

is the ·.nlOst extensive, as it. comprises all p-ossible. word c:ombi­

r.ations c~ta.ining ·the letter .~.u; • Jn .conformity with the principle 

adopted by the author, the subsequent books ·do not deal with 

w::,rds which appeared previously. And thus The. Book of the. 

LE•tter Ha' co,niains all words with this. letter, excepting thosa 

which have· been enumerated in The Book of the L.;tter CAjn 16 . 

ljalil 'ibn 'Al;lmad's· work had a great impact on development 

-::if the Arabic ·lexic::,graphy and was followed by numerous critic-

al studies. The thorough discussion of unusual irnpor..ance and 

vastness of this work, as well as of the excellent ·1exical mate-' 

rial contained in it, is not within the·· ~.cope of the present· art.ic­

le. lnvestigatirig the system alone; !he attention ·should also be 

paid b its shortcomings, which can sheld light ·on activities of 

later followers bf Ham 'ibn 'Abmad, ·who tried .. ta, improve his 

system. These are the most serious objections:. 

1) Ree ogniH::m ::,f articulation places of ·certain ph::memes 

ls wrang, from the present viewpoint. 

2) . The system ,:,f woro arrangement se~ms very complicat­

ed and unpractical for users, which - among others. _ ·is due to: 

0 ) lack of homogeneous word arrangement .within _particular 

parts called 'ta9:l, 

b} omission· bf lat·ious parts of speach .reia:ie.d, i::,. a gh·en. 

• combination. ·of radicals·, 

c) separate treatment. of w::>rds with weak ·.radicals. 

·3) No- clearly d~fjne.d .criteria ;:,[ word selection exist~ This 
• : . . 

, explains inc:on.si.stency _in: quoting the radical _combinaiion.s· whic!1., 

• pra<::ticaily, • a,-e not u.sect, .. In some .. case~· they are ·co.mpri.se<i in 

·:·t!-=te ?et; j.n s.:nr1e. athers tr1ey ··a.re nnt .. 

_All· U1.o.se drawbacks m • ljatn 'fbn 'Al)mad's system ,.~ere n·,;,­

ticed by posteri:ir. Arabic lexicographers. Their t\ttempt to a,mid 

thoS~ efra,~s led to cr!?~tion' of '.?ever~l • ,.,·q.riations. of· the ana~r-a&n .. :,, 

rriatical :method. T'h<:se are their main principles: 

l) Some. assumption,s of the anagrammaiicat a"rangement 
· •. 17 • • 

/'il"e changed . Main parts of ·the dictionary al'.'e c_::impil,~d a .-
•. i:o·rdi.J~g to: n.umber· of. 'radicals in a v;nr~ .. ·Thus,· lhe suCc1-3s.sive 

• ch;.,'pter;; contain permutati0n.s ;:,f: 

·a) 2-'i·adica,l words ( i. ·e .. verbs of the type mediae gemina-

• tt;ni), 

b). 4-1'.'adical redupiications (words with !,amza are lrrc,ated 

, separately); 

c) ;;-.radical· words with weak r·adicais. 

d) 3-radical wopis with • "sou..t1.d" l'adical.s, 

e) 3-ra:ctical woi:ds ~,hose 2-i-adicals ( ·nr) matter whir.:.ll. 

are identical ( in. fact this· is, for· the. most part, repetition oi 

chaPter a), 

,:)t':!r•-;-~) 

f) 3-radical 1iv :::>rd.s ;.-vith a 1,vea.k radical in the mid.die and 

1st and 3r-d radic·als identical, 

g) 3-ra.dical ,Nards v;ith a weak ra.diCal in rin ·...:rpt.innal p;:"..­

s.it.i c;n ( this chapter- repeats pc-..rtly the material rrom pri:viou.,-= 

chapi:.:2rs), 

h) \t...1-:>rds with han1za~ seld:Jm used, 

ii ·f-r.adical ·"vard.s,, 

j) :7:,-tadical ,vo•·~-f.s. 
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Within main c·hapters, ··delimited by the. number of letters in 

·a word, th_e mode_rn· alphabetical orcte·r is :binding·, th_ough in final 

chapters it becomes less rigorously observed. 

2) !jam 'ibn 'At,ma:d's phonetic alph.:.:bet: is adopted in 
. 19. . · 

dified form .. The . alphabetical order_ is as· follows: 

h, t:i: c, lj~ g, q, k, g, g, S, l,· r, n, !,. d, t, ~, z, s, '?, g, !, 
f, b,. m, w:, ,alif, j .. 

As a ·part of the ma,..;uscript ls missing, it remains uncertain 

where hamza was placed; perhaps it occurred at_ the very be­

ginning of the alphabet ;,r_ in_ a special chapter appended at the 

end of the di~ti ~nary 
20

. Th•c •v ould be ~ = • a further- proof for the 

proper correction of places of phoneme articulation, erroneously 

identified• by !jam 'ibn .'At,mad; al~o. othe_r modific9-tions carried 

out especially_ within the ~roup _of laryngeal or p_haryngeal pho­

nemes make this order resemble more ·and more the.· arrangement 

adopted nowadays. The anagrammatical order, whose main prin-. 

ciple of. word -division according, to number. of ra.dica1s· ·r~mairis 

unchanged, seems the most simplified in comparison with the hit­

herto. mentioned dictionaries. In 5 main chapters_ words are sub­

divided into: 

a) 2-radical, ' 

b) 3-radicaf,. "sound", 

c). 3-r.adical. with weak radicals, 

d) •aw"'_ a-b- van·ou • • h · "' . s expressions s_uc as interjections_ or 
• onOmatopoeias, 

e) 4- and • s.:radical 21 . 

Inside the chapters the 

3) The anagrammatical 

phonetic aiphab.;t :is obse~ed: 
• 22. · . 

'At,mad's pho.r-ietic alphabet; however, hamza is separated from 

-
waw a_nd ia.•23 

and· 'alif 1·s not t t d t 

arrangement ·resemble_s ljalil 'ibn 

--= rea e _ separa ely, . on the as-

sumption that without hamza· 1t is no more than a long .-vowel 
I d" • •• . 24 
.\ accol'. mg to the ~resenl poi_nt of_ vie.w ). 

In additian, ·there exist 3 known dictionaries of the· anagi·arn­

malicai type which,• from the method_ological asp<>ct, ar.e a repe-
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tition oi Kitab 'al-'ajn and contribute .nothing _new to the Arabic 

lexicography. 'I'hey are w,:,rks o( the following authors: 'At-tallgfu 

fi'J-luga by 'al-'Azhari (895-981), Muhtasar 'al-<ajn by 'Az­

-Zubajdi .(died 989), and 'Al-mubit fi'l-tu~a by $al;!Ib_'ibn 'Ab­

bad (9.38_-995) .. These works, together- with the previously 

mentioned· one~, a:re ·of ~mense· value, o:..Ving ·to the lexical ma.-

--t.;Fial contained in them, since their authors' aim. was to order 
. . 

and enrich the contents, rather than alter the arrangement ,:,f Ki-

tab 'al-•ajn. 'J.'hus; .e_, g., 'Ibn Ma n z u ,-, _the author of Lisan 'al-. . 
~ states in the introduction to his dictionary _that, in his o-

pinion, no lexicon can surpass _'l'ahdlb fi'l-1;_.ga by 'al-'A z ha r 

and none is more comprehensive than 'Al-mul;lkam by 'Ibn SI-

d a 
25

. It is worth. mentioning that" his opinion was not isolated 

. among Arabic lexicographe-rs and linguists of later times. 

S~me aspects of the anagrammatical method found aiso ap­

plication in non-Arabic ·dictionaries. This is related to a great 

impact of the· Arabic le_xicog~aphy o_n other lexicogr;,_phies ( main­

ly Persian and Turkish), this being only one e'lement of _the ,vho­

le c:omplex ·of influences exerted by Arabic language and literatu­

re on neighbouring countries, especially intensive from the 8th 

to the 16th. century .. This ph'enomenon can be·_ observed in ~ 

lugat •at:..Turk written in io32. Its author, Mal;lmud Ka s g a r T, 

in the introduction to this_ work refers himseU: to Kitab 'al-'ajn 
26

. 

Though the main_. c}ue· of word arrangement in his dictionary • is 
1 .,, 3 27 ·. • . •• 

the r,:,ot • order R R~ R , _the subchapters group words ·,.c-

c ording to number of their radicals. The combinatio;, of thec,e 

methods yields an u..:.usualty· complicated pattern, iriteresting so-• 

lely from the philological point of view. 

Some elem8nts of the anagrammatical method occur also ir. 

Pe;sian dictionaries of the so-called "old" period ( 11th - begi;'n­

. ing o°f the 19th century). The most common principle observed 

in them is the s_ame ordering a,;,. used by Mal;lmud Kasrsari. The 

aui_hors, ·however. append separately, outside this system, the 

• • t d h t wh1"ch conta'", for examp't'e 
28 

subJec\-or1en e c ap P1·s, ~· 
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metapl~ors a,;d.·p:,eiicai· expressbns, .• 

c·oTrlpo'-:u-,~s~ 

words '~.omprisi~g 1:ypkally Ara.bic 

• words • related to • A-,.;~sta, · 

. • : . 
•... ·. 

letters; •• 

• . 29 
- for·eign words,· mainly pr.oper names 

lt· should be bome.·in rni~d that ·the anagra~~atical a.rran- • . . . 

geme,~t c,.;_r,not be related sol~l~ _to the anagrammj~ ~ystem o_f 
•. • . :_ '"'. 

~Jam: ;ibn 'Al;11nad and his 'roq:>wer,;;;'· As· ha~ afready ·been • r:nen-: 

Uoned at the· beJirming. of"the. arti\:;'le, such an arrangem~nt 

he any o;d.;r not ba.sed .cin i~,e method of root ar.aiy:sis 
30

, · so 

closely_ connected with .the .• gra:mmatica! system o.f Arabic. Ur;,der 

such a formula:tion,/old ·._specialistic Iexic.on,s_, which c_ontain• w·ords 

• relale·d fo a· -chosen.. domain, are also anagramm;;._ti.cal, since. the . . . 

only ~lue. of thefr arrangement ·is the. ·subject.:..matter; even if v.i..,. 

thit·, ·parti~ ula~. chaple~~ s~me definite 'order.' is, preset'\fed, relate 11. 

. -• g;, to the semantic rarige qt ,W?rds,_ This ,issue, howe·Ver; Wduid 

• call for. separate studies and ·the·. det_ail_ed .treatmer,t of ·monographs 

of l:l-i1s -kind go~s ;VI/ell bey9~d ilniit~ of : tl,e· pre~ent ?<~tic!~. due • 

not ·oniy "to c=,i. ~id~··_range,--_;f ·subj_ecl~~.:·~q :r.ichrless··· ~f---l~~ical nia...: 

l,friai, but ais_o. t,;, an • unev,m ·1evel and dlffer'ent va.i~e .pf partic u­

lar ·works,' I 'l(Viil limit ·myself tci quoting ·bnly· the most fam:>us 

'.)Jles: Kitab '~1-Faras, Kit.§ib. 'al--'AriiieTz, ·a~d 'Kita.'k.> ·•a!--Maisir by 

'al.-'.A.,;; m a'i (7'10-828L Garib .'al-musan~af i:jy 'Abu 'U haj d 

( c?•l--'.'137)~ KilaL 'al-hajl by 'Abil .'U b a jct ·a ( 72$-625), JSUab 

'al-matar by 'Abu Zajd (ctied830),_Ki~b 'al-badi' by 'Ibn.'al­

-M ll C ta 'Z z ( 861:..9()R)' TahgTb 'al-'aiay by '11:m 'a s C- s i k k rt' 

( died Bc;7), Ma.badi'u 'l--lu2a by M,_ti;iarnmad ••ibn 'Abd 'Pdlah 'al­

•'l s k a f i ( died 1030), Fikh 'al-luga by 'A !_-·I' a:r.a lab i ( died 

103B), Kitab 'a!-mubassas fi'!-luga by 'll~n Sida (died 1066), 

lri consideration :>f. the adopted ·method two ·mo,e monographs 

.. s.houlcl be.:added. to this list: 'l.;;la!J. >aJ.-man!iq by 'ft:,n 'as--S i k-

k it;. a1'ld 'Adab 'al-katib by '.Ab.d 'Al!a.h .'ibn Q u ta. j b a ( died 

fl/\f)), They diifer from the rerri'aini,;,g • anagrannriaticai dictionaries 
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in one respect: ii-respective of the subject-matter ar.rangenient, 

t • - gro'·tps of' ·words ha,v~ ·ider,tic~ .f9mis; The disCUS;.'Sed_ par ,cwar . ~ . 

chapters contain, for example, words of the fa'I and. fi'I types.·. 

and f,emantic_ differences betw<;!en them;_ 3-rad.ical .words with. the 

·radicals·~ and ~u,sed interchangeably; words· with adjectival 

meaning of the typ_~ :fa'il, fa<w, .mif<TI, .mif'al 
31

-, etc. The second 

work is based on a similar-· ~,ethod, .,its main_ chapters. being d_e­

·voted· to words of the .same type,' with an alterr,ative voc_alizat-

- 32 10n • 

The anagrammatical. method has not· been i-ejected up till now. 

Its· elements can be still discovered in a,rrangement of some mo­

dern specialistic d~ctionaries .. Qf course., the alphabetical arrange­

.ment, usually· Europeanized, is also binding, but only witriin the 

frames; of main .:chapters, "which subdiv.ide the dictionary inlo parts 

devoted ·to various- subjects_. As an exa·mple C:'3-n serve Qami!s 

·,al-musiga 'l-'arabijja _t,y '!;Iusajn 'Al~ Ma t;r f i1:;::, issued in Bagh­

dad in. 197-5. • Somewhat differently appears this system in four­

·-language { Arabic-French-.English-German) technical' dictionaries, 

:T'he anagrammaiical ·method· has_ also been mixed here wlth the 

.alphabetical· arrangement, but realized diff.erently. • T,heir introduct­

ions specify subject sections which :cover the vocab\.llary of· "' 

_given Ie;icon •. Entrie~. appear alphabet,ically,. but apart from se­

·rnantic ·explanation, they indicate to- which· section a given w crd 

• can be re/errt'~-- .'_f-T-No• exa~pl~.s ·t>f ·di~ti~n~ries_. rif thi_s typ~ ar~ 

quoted below: Mu<gam mu 9talat,iat 'at-tiknuli.igija 'l-kimj.a' ijja ( 'I'e-

• • • - l ,,.. •• hn l gy) by 'Anwar 'Abd 'al-chnica.1 Dictionary· of Chenuca .Lec o o .• 

-W a !;1 i d , Ya!Jy.a 'al.;_'A g-a m ·a w i · and '!;Iasan 'I .s mac i 1, Cairo-

-Leipzig 1974, and Mu'~a.m mustclal)af 'aH1~did wa'9-.s1~11:i :( Te-

chnic.al Dictionary. of_Iron ·and Steel Industry)·. by '~war _'Al~d 

'al-W a !;I i cl and . '.A.bµ. 'al-'Aziz lj at Pi b, Cairo-Leipzig _1974, 

In con~lusio~ we should stress .the importan_ce of the widely 

understood ... anagra.mmati.cal method of dictionary arrangeme1;t and 

its spatial and temporary range. ·.A· limited usefulness ·of U,is me­

thod nowadays cannot alter the fact that its knowledge and in-



. . . . . . . . 
vestigation -allow ·us. b· consider. the. Arabic .lexi~ography. from a 

. ~,ew pehipectiv~ at~~ greatiy cievelcip iti: :understan<:ling; .It' also 

• pr'.)vides us with i;.;,cormatiori ·fua:t, amot:1g .. citbets, thii.: ea:r1'y • m·e­
diaeva:\ Arabic phil '.)logist : in •• the ii'. 'i.:.~c ~gra.phlc • ·~t~di~s· atiache~ 

·more lmp·o'rtanc_e· to semantics than to morphology .. And 'only ·_gra'.",i 

dually have developed :Such 
0

gr~matical.· ~ste~s which hay~ ar'." 

~an_i;;ed the le)!'ical material of di~tio~::.rie,;_ more_ cl~ei.rly. and con­

sistently . . All this, how.evE?r., should ·not belittle the rei..l, value. of 

the anagr,.,mmatical method, especially in the form )n which it is 

st.ill being -_applied .•• 

:_ . •• ..:· . ··.- ·.·· • • ... · 

1 
E. g., Qami1s 'al~m~it by '<l.1-F:, i ~ U z a bad i (n26~1414) 

• or TM 'al-'arws 'by Murta.d 'az.!..z a bi d.1 • ( 1732/33,-1791). • . • . 
2 0:. the basis ~f:. E, w. L~ n e, .kl Arabic...;Eng-U.i;h L~;icon, 

London-Edinb~gh" 1863; A. de B Ii;> erst e i n-:K a z·~ m ,ir s, ki ,· 
Dictionaire arabe:..franc'ais, .. ·cairo 18:Z5; l:l. We h ·r, Dictionary of 
Modern. Written Arabic; Lon.don 1_876;° Elias· A. El i.a.s, Elias' • 
Modern Dictionary. Arabic-English, Cairo 1976. • ----. 

3 . . . • . • • 
H. K. Ba·z:·an ov, ·Arabsko-russkij· slavar, Moskva ·1970. 

4
J. A. Haywood, Arabic Lexicography, Leiden 1965,p.20. 

5 Ibidem, p. 36. 
6 Ibidem p. 35. 
7 • 

• Ibidem, p; 35. 
8 •. 

Ib1dem, p. 3-5,.- footnote 15·. 
9: . . • 

v.· M. Bi e I: kin, .Arabskaja ·1elcsikol:6e:ij_a,. Mos.kva 1975, 
p. 170 .• 

10 • 
• H a y _w o o d, !!>p.· cit., p. 37. • 

ll I_bidem. p. 37. 
12 

·Titles • of chapters after. Hay w o o d, op. cit •.. P• 38. · 

.
13 V.· -·M·. B • ~ k. • ·t. 170 . 1 e , . 1 n, op. Cl , p·. . .-. 

l4 According to estimation of ljalil 'ibn 'Al:i~ad, q~oted by 
Hay w o·o d, op.· cit;,· p: 36. 

:sv. Ni .. Bie'ik-in;oo. cit., p .. 170, 
16 .Ib'd. •• .. • -o 

•. J. em,._p . .J ( ). 
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_:l? Kitab .,;,_l~~amhara f1'!-"lu2a· :by '11::m Dura {d. ( s37...;934)_ 
18 . · ,•. .. .. . · • · • • · 
. . .Arrang.ement .of: chapters after_ .H a y w ci o .d, ·op;· cit., • pp .. 

48-50. • • • •• 

• 1 9 'AJ~kitii~ •at.:.b~ri' 'r,•1~iuga by 'A1~Q a {y (901-<;\6;), • 
20 A. s. Fulton; quot~d •by Hay ,v b ') d, op~ cit .. p. 60. 

''2i •' .•.. . .. .. '_.·. • ,_, .... . ,'. ,. : . . . • ., 
, Arrangem<?_nt_ of chapte'.s::after: Hay w_o o d, op. cit., p. 

oO; ·,22 'Ai-mul;Jka~ .:Va'l~~c.il:iit •ai-,~•3:am by 'lbn. SLd ,a {died 

1066;,3 _ . _. _ . > •• •• • ··_, . 

•. Hay.w·o od,- op. cit.,".p. 66;:• 

•. 2 :1 J .. Can ~-in ea u, Cours de phonetigue arabe-, .. Paris 
19.60, p. 18: •• 

25· _:. ... . . · . · 
• • B 1 e ! k 1 n, ·op. c1t., p. 1'i'2. 
26 \/;. A. z v Ce gin c e v,' Istorija • arabskovo jazykoznardja, 

Moskva 1958. •• .. . • _ • _ 
27 i--:layWo od, '.)~. cit,, p. 119. ' 

•• 28 Husajri' 1 ',, g;. Farhang-e Gehahgiri, beginning of. the _17 c. 
29 ~- s. pi~ j~:i k O V, :Leksikol6gija ~civrie~ienncl~o pier-

sidsk~vo iazyka, Mp~ky,,;, 197 5. • . • . ,', • . •• . •. 
30 I tak~ no. acc:ount h~re of the E~r;peariized alphabetical 

order merttioried • at 'the ·beginning of· _the_· .articie ( p. 1). Its point 
o_f. departure, _in my opinio;:;, i;,; the "radica-1 arrangem":nt" which 

. unden-venl some ;;implifii::ations .and be.came. adapted_ to practical 
purpases,· ·be.ing -simultane·ously rel_ate.d to: the system -of ._Eur'.)­
pean· dicti~naries. 

31 Hay w o ::, d, '.)O. •ciL. p. 112. 

3'2 !bidern, p. 113. 


