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Equivalence of Proofs & it's Effect in Grammar and Morphology

Salih Mohammad Salih Bakhdhar

Abstract

When pieces of evidence conflicts in grammatical and morphological controversial issues,
we find some grammarians who tends to accept, be satisfied with, and be more persuaded
by one of the two opinions based on the strength of their pieces of evidence and their
preponderance to each other, but sometimes they reach -after careful consideration and
thought- a point at which, according to their points of view, all pieces of evidence become
equivalent to each other, the two doctrines converge, and the probability scale-side
strengthens and becomes even. So, they only tend to express preponderance when they
have some preponderant opinions, and when they cannot find an advantage to an opinion
which is better than the other.

This Research, entitled "Equivalence of Proofs & it's Effect in Grammar and
Morphology", which adopted the Descriptive Approach, was rich in terms of the collection
and consideration of grammatical and morphological issues which their pieces of evidence
were equal to each other, then such issues were studied, the effect of such issues was
deducted from Grammar and Morphology, the grammarians’ indicative ways in orienting the
controversial issues.

Because the subject matter is related to the controversy, this Research started with a study
on the grammatical controversy and its origin, because it is the uterus from which the
equivalence has started out, which is the natural place for it, and then the Research
mentioned a brief summary of the grammatical pieces of evidence which the grammarians
took as proofs because such pieces of evidence are the basis with which the grammarians
control their rules. The Research concluded with the preface to the most prominent marks
of opposition and preponderance in the Fundamentals of Grammar.

The Research presented a theoretical study on the concept of Equal Pieces of Evidence, and
the statement of its preponderance to the grammarians by their presentation of
controversial issues. The Researcher proposed a definition of Equivalence: “the equality of
the two parties’ pieces of evidence in a way that there are no opinions which are more
preponderant than the others”. In order for the Concept to be clearer, the Research
deducted the phrases which explore equivalence from grammarians’ uses and methods of
dealing with such equivalence. Also, the Research looked for the links and differences
between the use of equivalence in grammar and other theoretical sciences. The Research
was able to reach the reasons that led to adopting the opinion of equivalence, and the most
influential reasons were the conflicting and corresponding pieces of evidence. The Research
presented some controls and standards that can set out rules for equivalence, and help to
redeem the equivalence of others.

The Research concluded with a number of effects that resulted from adopting the pieces-of-
evidence equivalence, including: probability, selection, stopping and not moving a finger for
preponderance, compromising, the grammarian’s confusion with regard to the single issue,
and the invalidity of the two pieces of evidence .



