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The Ottoman intellectual tradition witnessed, during the fifteenth and sixteenth
centuries, the emergence of a vibrant line of debate concerning the problem of cau-
sality (‘illa). A treatise by Tagkoprizade Ahmed Efendi (d. 968/1561) entitled al-Naha!
wa al-‘alal fi tahqiq agsam al-lal, presented here in a critical edition, represents
a continuation of this line of discussion and addresses the question of causality
through the distinction between the complete (taGmma) and the incomplete (ragisa)
cause. By way of a brief introduction to the present edition, I shall first recount the
circumstances that led to its publication—circumstances that, I believe, are them-
selves connected to the trajectory of contemporary scholarship on Taskoprizade—
and indicate the place of this treatise within the broader corpus of Tagkdoprizade’s
writings. I shall then turn to the formation of the line of debate to which this work
belongs and to the intellectual background of the discussions that gave rise to it.
Finally, after offering a short overview of the contents of the treatise, I shall leave the

reader with al-Nahal itself.

My first encounter with Tagkoprizade’s al-Nahal took place during the course of
my doctoral research on Ibn Sina’s conception of form and formal causality. In 2010,
I spent a year as a visiting researcher at the Institute of Islamic Studies at McGill
University. During this period, while working with Robert Wisnovsky on the gener-
al framework of my dissertation, I was also reading Qutb al-Din al-Shirazi’s Sharh
Hikmat al-Ishraq with Thsan Fazhioglu. During one of these reading sessions, Fazliog-
lu—as he often did—sat down at the table with a manuscript in hand and, with
his characteristic generosity, asked: “Have you seen this manuscript, Ibrahim?” The
manuscript he handed to me while posing this question was Tagkoprizade’s al-Nahal,

which, fifteen years later, I have only now been able to publish.

Assuming that I would be interested in the problem of causality it addressed,
he passed the manuscript to me, and I read it from beginning to end that very night.
The treatise approaches the question of causality through a new distinction that
cannot be observed directly in Ibn Sina or in the earlier tradition, thereby inviting

the reader into a remarkably lively field of debate that took shape between the four-

1 I would like to express my special thanks to Orhan Musahanov and M. Ali Koca for their care-
ful reading of the critical edition of al-Nahal and for their valuable suggestions. I am also grate-
ful to Thsan Fazhoglu for drawing my attention to the manuscript, and to all members of the
Taskoprizade reading group with whom I had the opportunity to read and discuss the treatise.
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teenth and sixteenth centuries. As the reader will observe upon examining the work,
Tagkoprizade constructs a particular arena of discussion by quoting extensively
from authorities whose identities remain unspecified in the text—figures referred
to simply as “some of the scholars” (ba’d al- ulama’), “some of the investigators” (ba‘d
al-muhaqqiqgin), “some of the eminent scholars” (ba'd al-fudala’, ba’d al-afadil), “the
meticulous master” (al-ustadh al-mudaqqiq), or “the erudite” (al-‘allama). Through
these lengthy citations—which constitute nearly three quarters of the treatise—he
constructs a distinctive table of debate whose context and position cannot easily be

identified by the modern reader.

In order to understand the treatise, it was first necessary to determine with
whom Tagkoprizade was engaging in dialogue, who the immediate and more dis-
tant interlocutors of this dialogue were, to which works the cited passages belonged,
and in what contexts they appeared in those works. While reading the treatise, I en-
countered a curious structure with respect to classifications of causes, rather strik-
ing when compared with the terminological and problematic framework used in
classical discussions of causality. Al-Nahal subsumes the distinctions between the
four Aristotelian causes established with Ibn Sina’s al-Isharat, such as the causes of
existence and quiddity, the internal and the external, and the constituting parts and
the unconstituting parts, under a new classification expressed in terms of the “com-
plete” (tamma) and the “incomplete” (nagisa) cause, and treats the entire discussion
of causality at the level of terminology, with a problematic structured around this

new classification.

My curiosity to enter this new, rich, and intellectually deep field of debate—pur-
suing questions such as how and when this terminology emerged, what the back-
ground of the problems articulated within the work was, and what kinds of meta-
physical questions the proposed ideas sought to address—was, however, curtailed by
the time constraints imposed by my doctoral dissertation. Nevertheless, I continued
to maintain my interest in the treatise, its author, and the distinction between com-
plete and incomplete causes. After returning to Turkey in 2011, together with a group
of colleagues specializing in different fields—including kalam, philosophy, linguis-
tics, Quranic exegesis, the mathematical sciences, and history—we formed a reading

group in which we discussed several of Tagkoprizade’s texts.
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The first text we read was Tagkoprizade’s treatise on mental existence, Risalat
al-shuhud al-‘aynt ft mabahith al-wujud al-dhihni. We subsequently read al-Na-
hal wa al-‘alal fi tahqiq agsam al-ilal, which is the subject of the present edition.
During these discussions, the idea emerged of launching a project to publish
Tagkoprizade’s works in fields such as kalam, philosophy, language sciences, juris-
prudence, and logic—most of which survive only in manuscript form, apart from
his well-known Miftah al-sa‘ada. Since 2011, within the framework of this project, a
number of Tagkoprizade’s works have been published,* including al-Sa‘adat al-fakh-
ira fi siyadat al-akhira® and al-Risala al-jami‘a li-wasf al-‘ulum al-nafi‘a,* as well as
Risalat al-ta‘rif wa-l-a'lam ft hall mushkilat al-hadd al-tamm, Fath al-amr al-mugh-
lag ft masalat al-majhal al-mutlaq,® Rawd al-daqa’iq ft hadarat al-haqaiq,” Tabyin
al-daqd’iq fi ta‘yin al-haqa’iq,® Qawa‘id al-hamliyyat fi tahqiq mabahith al-kulliyyat,®
the Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat al-Kashshaf;"® and most recently al-Liwa’ al-marfii‘ fi hall

“n

mabahith al-mawdu,

2 For Tagkdprizade’s works, both manuscript and printed, as well as for his biography, see Thsan
Fazlioglu, I. Halil Uger, and Mehmet Arikan, “Tagkopriilizade,” in Islam Diigtince Atlast, ed. I. Halil
Ucer (Istanbul: Konya B.B. Kiiltiir AS Yaymlari, 2022), 3:926-32.

3 Taskoprizade, al-Sa‘ada al-fakhira fi siyadat al-akhira, ed. and trans. Sami Tural Erel (Istanbul: Is-
tanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

4  Taskoprizade, al-Risala al-jami‘a li-wasf al-‘ulim al-nafi‘a, ed. and trans. Murat Kas (Istanbul: Is-
tanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

5  Taskoprizade, Risalat al-ta‘rif wa-l-a‘lam fi hall mushkilat al-hadd al-tamm, in Mantik Risaleleri, ed.
and trans. Mehmet Ozturan (Istanbul: Istanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2017).

6  Taskoprizade, Fath al-amr al-mughlaq fi masalat al-majhil al-mutlag, ed. and trans. Harun Kuslu
(Istanbul: Istanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlar, 2017).

7 Taskoprizade, Rawd al-daqa’iq fi hadarat al-haqaiq, ed. and trans. Kiibra Senel (Istanbul: Istanbul
Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

8  Taskoprizade, Tabyin al-daqa’iq fi ta‘yin al-haqaig, ed. and trans. Cahit Senel (Istanbul: Istanbul
Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

9  Taskoprizade, Qawa‘id al-hamliyyat fi tahqiq mabahith al-kulliyyat, ed. and trans. M. Zahit Tiryaki
(Istanbul: Istanbul Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

10 Tasképrizade, Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat al-Kashshaf, ed. and trans. M. Taha Boyalik (Istanbul: Istanbul
Medeniyet Universitesi Yayinlari, 2016).

u  Tasképrizade, al-Liwa’ al-marfa’ fi hall mabahith al-mawdu’, ed. and trans. Esref Altag (Istanbul:
ILEM Yayinlari, 2021). For Taskdprizade’s other works, both manuscript and printed, as well as
for his biography, see 1. Fazlioglu, I. Halil Uger, and Mehmet Arikan, “Tagképriiliizade,” in Islam
Diisiince Atlast, ed. 1. Halil Ucer (Istanbul: Konya B.B. Kiiltiir AS Yayinlari, 2022), 3:926-32.
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Subsequently, within the framework of the same project, a comprehensive mon-
ograph on Tagkoprizade Tsam al-Din Ahmed Efendi was also published. This volume
included two edited works discussing Tagkoprizade’s views on various fields ranging
from metaphysics and ethics to language and political thought, as well as a critical
edition of a newly discovered work by Tagkoprizade entitled al-Lujja al-zahira fi saa-
dat al-dunydawa-l-akhira.* One of the most significant by-products of the project was
the publication of Sayyid Sharif al-Jurjant’s Hashiya ‘ala al-Tajrid. What began as an
effort to edit Tagkdprizade’s gloss on the first chapter of the umir a@mma section of
this work—that is, the chapter dealing with existence and non-existence,”® a gloss
Taskoprizade himself regarded as one of the most important among his writings*—
eventually resulted in a critical edition of al-Jurjani’s text, a work that while well-
known had not previously received a proper scholarly edition.’ The attempt to un-
derstand al-Nahal was one of the initial triggers that led us to embark on this project:

the idea came first, yet the work itself has appeared only now, at the end.

Until the present edition of al-Nahal, I continued to pursue the sources and con-

ceptual structure of the distinction between complete and incomplete causes.® Dur-

12 See Thsan Fazlioglu and 1. Halil Uger, eds., Taskdprizade'de Bilgi, Bilim ve Varlik (Istanbul: ILEM
Yayinlari, 2020);

I. Fazhioglu and 1. Halil Ucer, eds., Tagkdpriiliizade'de Dil, Ahlak ve Siyaset (Istanbul: ILEM Yayin-
lar, 2020);

Miistakim Arici, Mehmet Arikan, and Abdurrahman Atgil, Tasradan Merkeze Bir Osmanlt Ulema
Ailesi: Tagkopriiliizadeler ve Isamiiddin Ahmed Efendi (Istanbul: ILEM Yayinlari, 2020).

13 Taskdprizade, Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat al-Sayyid al-Sharif ‘ala Sharh al-Tajrid, MS, Ragib Pasa Library,
no. 732.

14  Tagkoprizade remarks concerning this gloss: “During my engagement with the sciences I com-
posed several works, the most valuable and sound of which is the gloss upon the gloss of Sayyid
Sharif on al-Kashshaf. In terms of establishing the truth of the matter and its solidity, however,
the best is the gloss on the Tajrid.” Quoted from marginal notes written in the A 944 manuscript
of al-Shaqa’iq preserved in the National Library; see Arici, Arikan, and Atqil, Taskopriiliizadeler ve
Isamiiddin Ahmed Efendi, 70. For the edition of these notes, see ibid., 117—25. For a comprehensive
discussion of the place of this extensive 225-folio gloss within the tradition of al-Tajrid commen-
taries, see M. Ali Koca and Salih Giinaydin, “Tecrid Hashiyeleri Gelenegi ve Taskopriiliizade'nin
Tecrid Hasiyesi Baglaminda Ma‘diimun Shay’iyyeti Tartismas),” in Tagkopriiliizade'de Bilgi, Bilim ve
Varlik, ed. Thsan Fazlioglu and [. Halil Uger, 409-10.

15  See al-Sayyid al-Sharif al-Jurjani, Hashiyat al-Tajrid, 3 vols., ed. Esref Altas, M. Ali Koca, Salih
Giinaydin, and M. Yetim (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Yaynlari, 2020).

16 1. Halil Uger, “Seyyid Serif CiircAnide Metafizik Nedenlik ve Tam illet-Nakis illet Ayrimi
Uzerine,” paper presented at Bilim Sanat Vakfi, Istanbul, 7-8 December 2013; 1. Halil Uger,
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ing this period, several valuable studies by M. Fatih Kili¢ on this distinction were also
published.” The critical editions of two works that constitute the most important
of al-Nahal's interlocutors—namely, the corpus of Kemalpagazade, which includes
his treatise on the complete cause,™® and Sayyid Sharif al-Jurjani’s Hashiya ‘ala al-Ta-
Jjrid—were likewise crucial for establishing the textual context to which al-Nahal be-
longs. Among the works that are important for understanding Tagkoprizade’s textual
milieu, and indeed that of sixteenth-century Ottoman thought, several remain await-
ing the attention of specialists and the production of critical editions: most notably
Khatibzade Muhyi al-Din Efendi's Hashiya ‘ala al-Tajrid written on al-Jurjani—an
important work whose value has not yet been adequately appreciated—as well as
al-Dawwani’s Hashiyat al-jadid and Hashiyat al-ajadd, and Sadr al-Din al-Dashtaki’s
glosses on the Tajrid.

Having briefly recounted the circumstances from which this edition of al-Na-
hal emerged and its context in the growing body of contemporary scholarship on
Taskoprizade, we may now turn to the place of this treatise within Taskoprizade’s
own corpus. Al-Nahal may be regarded as one of Tagkoprizade’s later works, given
that the treatise was completed in 958/1551, if we take into account the dates of
composition of his other writings. Works such as al-Shaqa’iq al-nu‘maniyya, Tabyin
al-daga’iq, and Madinat al-‘ulium were written after al-Nahal, whereas several of his

major works—including Ajall al-mawdahib, al-Liwa’ al-marfu’, Miftah al-sa‘ada, and

“Tagkopriiliizade'nin en-Nehel ve'l-‘alal fi tahqiq agsam al-ilal Adh Eserinde Tam ve Nakas illet Ay-
rim1,” paper presented at the XVIL Tiirk Tarih Kongresi, Ankara, 15-17 September 2014; I. Halil
Uger, “Tanri, frade ve Metafizik Nedenlik: Tagképriiliizide'nin Tam—Eksik Neden Ayrimi ve Felse-
fi-Kelami Kaynaklar1 Uzerine,” in Tagkopriiliizade'de Bilgi, Bilim ve Varlik, ed. Thsan Fazlioglu and
1. Halil Ucer (Istanbul: ILEM Yayinlari, 2020), 303-351.

17 See M. Fatih Kili¢, “Hocazade'nin Tehafiit'iiniin Sebeplik Boliimii Uzerine Bir inceleme,” Nazari-
yat: Islam Felsefe ve Bilim Tarihi Aragtirmalart Dergisi 3, no. 1 (2016): 45-78; M. Fatih Kilig, “Ibn
Sind'dan Ebher{’ye Tam illet-Nakis illet Ayriminin Ortaya Cikigi,” Nazariyat 4, no. 1 (2017): 69-9o;
M. Fatih Kilig, “Nasiruddin et-Tasi'nin Ezeli ilkelerle HAdis Varliklarin irtibati Hakkindaki Bir Ris-
alesi (Risale fi'l-illeti't-tamme),” Mukaddime 8, no. 1 (2017):137-53; M. Fatih Kili¢ and M. Borsbuga,
“Hocazade (61. 893/1488) ve Sinan Pasa'nin (61. 891/1486) Tam {llet Tartismasina Katkilar1: Kelim-
eteyn fi bahsi’l-illeti ve'l-ma‘ldl,” in Uluslararast 14. Ve 15. Yiizyil Islam Diisiincesinde Felsefe, Kelam
ve Tasavvuf Sempozyumu Bildirileri, ed. M. Demirkol, H. E. Ozkan, and B. S. Kiyak (Ankara: Ankara
Yildirim Beyazit Universitesi Yayinlari, 2020), 134—48.

18 Ibn Kemdl Pasa, “Risale fi taqgaddumi’l-illetit-tamme ‘ale’l-ma‘lil,” ed. Hamza al-Bekri, in Mecmii‘u
Resaili Ibn Kemal Paga (Istanbul: Darivl-Liibab, 2018), 7:85-155.
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Sharh Akhlaq al-Adudiyya—had been composed earlier.”” The issues Tagkdprizade
discussed in al-Nahalbelong, in essence, to a field of problems that developed around
al-Jurjant’s Hashiya ‘ala al-Tajrid and the Sharh al-Mawagqif. Tagkoprizade had studied
these works with his teachers in a manner characterized by takqiqg and itqan,” taught
them repeatedly in the course of his own instruction, and even composed a substan-
tial gloss on al-Jurjani’s work—one that, as I have mentioned, he himself regarded as
among his most important writings.” The problem area to which al-Nahal belongs
later developed into a distinct tradition of debate and is also briefly mentioned by

Taskoprizade in his al-Ma‘alim fi ilm al-kalam.

The distinction between complete and incomplete causes and the related issues
that constitute al-Nahal's subject had already seriously occupied Ottoman think-
ers prior to Taskoprizade. Molla Khyal’s (d. 875/1470[?]) gloss on al-Jurjant’s Tajrid,
Al1 QushjT’s (d. 1474) commentary on the Tajrid, known as the “new” commentary
in contrast to the earlier one by al-Isfahani; the treatises attributed to Sinan Pasha
(d. 891/1486), Fenarizade Hasan Celebi (d. 891/1486), and Khojazade (d. 893/1488),*
which seek to answer the question of how the complete cause precedes its effect; the
section on causality in Khojazade’s Tahafut;** and finally the glosses on al-Jurjani’s
Tajrid written by Khatibzade Muhy1 al-Din Efendi (d. 901/1496) and Molla Akhawayn

19 For the chronology of Tagkoprizade’s works, see Arici, Anikan, and Atcil, Taskopriiliizadeler ve
Isamiiddin Ahmed Efendi, 9o—93.

20 Taskoprizade, al-Shaqa’iq al-Nu‘maniyya fi ‘Ulama’ al-Dawla al-Uthmaniyya (Beirut: Daru’l-Kita-
bi'l-Arabi, n.d.), 327.

21 See Taskoprizade, Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat al-Sayyid al-Sharif ‘ala Sharh al-Tajrid, MS, Ragib Pasa
Library, no. 732.

22 See Sinan Pasa, Kalimat fi bahth al-illa wa al-maal, MS, Stileymaniye Library, Esad Efendi 1161;
Hasan Celebi, al-Radd bi-‘adam al-illa al-tamma, MS, Amasya Beyazit il Halk Library 1489 /10, fols.
73b—78a (the treatise recorded under this title in the library catalogue is most likely in fact titled
al-Radd bi-‘adam taqaddum al-‘illa al-tamma); Hocazade, Kalimat fi bahth al-illa wa al-ma‘tal, MS,
Siileymaniye Library, Esad Efendi 1161. For the edition, translation, and analysis of the treatises of
Sinan Pasa and Hocazade, see M. Fatih Kili¢ and M. Borsbuga, “Hocazade (6l. 893/1488) ve Sinan
Paga'nin (61. 891/1486) Tam Illet Tartigmasina Katkilari: Kelimeteyn fi bahsi’l-illetive’l-maill,” in Ul-
uslararast14. Ve 1. Yiizyul Islam Diisiincesinde Felsefe, Kelam ve Tasavvuf Sempozyumu Bildirileri, ed.
M. Demirkol, H. E. Ozkan, and B. S. Kiyak (Ankara: Ankara Yildirim Beyazit Universitesi Yayinlari,
2020), 134—48.

23 Foradiscussion of causality in Hocazade’s Tehdfiit, see M. Fatih Kili¢, “Hocazade’nin Tehéfiittintin
Sebeplik Béliimii Uzerine Bir Inceleme,” Nazariyat: Islam Felsefe ve Bilim Tarihi Arastirmalart Der-
gisi 3,n0.1 (October 2016): 45-78.
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(d. 904/1499)** all discuss in detail the distinction between complete and incomplete
causes and the issues connected with this distinction. These discussions in Istan-
bul were transmitted to Shiraz particularly through ‘Al Qushji's commentary and
Khatibzade’s gloss on the Tajrid, and they gave rise to a new line of debate through
the glosses written by Jalal al-Din al-Dawwani (d. 908/1502) and Sadr al-Din al-Dash-
taki (d. 9o3/1498) on ‘Ali Qushj's commentary. Among Shiraz’s contributions to the
literature on the complete cause, al-Dawwan’s Risala fi ithbat al-wajib al-qadima also
occupies an important place. This treatise both reveals the metaphysical background
of the problem of causal priority that emerged within the discussions around the
complete cause and introduces a new trajectory into the debate through the refer-

ences to it and the commentaries written upon it.»

The discussions on the complete and the incomplete cause, reinforced by this
new line of debate in Shiraz, soon revived once again in Istanbul and led Kemal-
pasazade (d. 940/1534) to devote an independent and extensive treatise to the ques-
tion, surpassing the earlier short treatises of only a few pages by Sinan Pasha, Molla
Khayali, and Khojazade.” It is within this textual context that Tagkoprizade’s al-Na-
hal comes into being. The title of the work suggests the intention of presenting the
reader with a final and satisfying treatment of the subject after the many scattered
writings that had appeared on the question of the complete and the incomplete
cause up to that point. The expression “al-Nahalwa al-‘alal” literally refers to a cam-

el drinking water repeatedly and to its fill.*” By titling his work al-Nahal wa al-‘alal

24  Khatibzade, Hashiya ‘ala Hashiyat al-Tajrid, MSS, Siileymaniye Library, Fatih 2927-2928; Molla
Akhawayn, Hashiya ‘ala Sharh al-Tajrid, MS, Siilleymaniye Library, Fatih 2930.

25  On the place and character of the discussions on the complete cause in al-Dawwani’s work, see
M. Necmeddin Besikgi, “Celdleddin Devvani'nin Isbat-I Vacib Tartismalar: Teselsiiliin Iptali Ornegi
MA thesis, Istanbul 29 Mayis Universitesi, 2018, esp. 50-93. On al- Dawwanf’s treatises on the
proof of God’s existence more generally, see Hatice Toksdz, ed., Isbdt-t Vicib Tartismalari: Caleled-
din Devvaninin Yorumu, Kaynaklar: ve Giiniimiize Yansumalar: (Ankara: Fecr Yaymlari, 2023).

26  This treatise was first studied as an MA thesis in 201 and later critically edited by Hamza al-
Bakr1in 2018. See Ahmet Cesur, “Kemalpasazdde’nin Risdle fi tekaddumi’l-illeti't-tamme ‘ale’l-malill
Adli Eserinin Tahkik, Terciime ve Degerlendirmesi,” MA thesis, Sakarya Universitesi, 2011; Ibn Kemal
Paga, “Risale fi tagaddumd’l-illetit-tamme ‘ale’l-ma‘lal,” ed. Hamza al-Bakri, in Mecmii‘u Resdili ibn
Kemal Paga (Istanbul: Dar al-Lubab, 2018), 7:85-155.

27 Ibn Manzir explains in Lisan al-Arab: “al-nahal denotes the first drinking (al-shurb al-awwal).
One says gad nahila or anheltuhu ana, because when camels first arrive at a water source they
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[t tahqiq agsam al-‘ilal, which may be translated as “Quenching Draughts for the
Investigation of the Divisions of Causes,” Tagkoprizade signals his promise to of-
fer the reader a satisfying account of the problem of the complete cause. Indeed,
Tagkoprizade gathers together and discusses the scattered issues that had been
addressed in earlier writings on the subject and, unlike Kemalpagazade, treats not
only the question of how the complete and the incomplete cause precede their ef-
fects but also systematically examines topics such as the definitions of these causes,
their divisions, and their complementing conditions. Conceived as a lively arena of
disputation in which Tagkoprizade acts as arbiter, this comprehensive work effec-
tively occupies the summit of the literature on the subject, and after it the discus-

sion appears largely to have come to a close.

What, then, is the origin of the distinction between complete and incomplete
causes that so preoccupied fifteenth- and sixteenth-century thinkers, who first for-
mulated it, and why did it engage the attention of theologians to such an extent? What
we have learned from the studies conducted thus far is that the thirteenth-century
Avicennan philosopher Athir al-Din al-Abhari (d. 663/1265[?]) played a central role
in the emergence of this distinction. In works such as Hidayat al-hikma, Bayan al-as-
rar, Tanzil al-afkar, Kashf al-haqa’iq, ‘Unwan al-haqq, and Talkhis al-haqa’iq, al-Ab-
hari employs the distinctions between the “complete and the non-complete cause”
and the “complete and the incomplete cause,” and throughout these works he strives
to bring this distinction to terminological precision.”® The precision he achieves is
reflected in his defining the complete cause as “that whose existence necessitates

the existence of its effect and whose absence renders the existence of the effect im-

drink water and then sit down beside it. Afterwards they are watered a second time, which is
called al-‘alal” According to this explanation, al-nahal refers to the camel’s first draught and al-
‘alal to the second. Thus the expression al-nahalwa al-‘alal conveys the meaning of drinking water
gradually and to one’s fill. Miitercim Asim Efendi likewise explains al-nahlin his Kamils as follows:
“With the fatha on the niin and the /@™ it signifies the first drinking, that is, drinking water at the
beginning. When camels are first taken to water and watered, and then returned to their resting
place, this first act of drinking is called nahal. Afterwards they are again taken to water and wa-
tered once more, and then led to pasture; this second drinking is called ‘alal. Later the term came
to be used more generally for both humans and animals.” See https://kamus.yek.gov.tr/ Je

28  On the emergence and use of the distinction between complete and incomplete causes in al-Ab-
hart’s works, see M. Fatih Kilig, “Ibn Sinddan Ebherf’'ye Tam illet-Nakis Illet Ayriminin Ortaya
Cikis1,” 85-87.
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possible” (al-illa al-tamma li-l-shay’ hiya allati yajibu bi-wujudiha wujudu l-shay’ wa-
yamtani‘u bi-‘adamiha wujiduhu), and the incomplete cause as “that whose absence
renders the existence of the effect impossible but whose existence does not neces-
sitate the existence of the effect” (al-illa al-naqgisa hiya allati yamtani‘u bi-‘adamiha
wuyjudu l-shay’ wa-la yajibu bi-wujudiha wujaduhu).” Although they do not articulate
the distinction and its definitions with the same clarity as al-Abharf, the terminology
of the complete cause is also employed, roughly contemporaneously with him, by
Najm al-Din al-Katib1 (d. 675/1277) and Nasir al-Din al-Tasi (d. 672/1275). In a num-
ber of works—most notably Hikmat al-‘ayn—al-Katibi makes use of this distinction
and problematizes it around the relation between the complete cause and its effect,
thereby engaging in a vigorous debate with al-Tasi within the context of a critique of

the Avicennan conception of causality.®

From the perspective of Tagkoprizade’s al-Nahal, a noteworthy point is that the
definitions presented represent a continuation—through Mubarakshah al-Bukhari’s
(d. after 784/1382) commentary and al-Jurjant’s gloss—of the conception of com-
pleteness and incompleteness articulated in al-KatibT's Hikmat al-‘ayn.* Another im-
portant aspect of al-Katib1’s contribution is that many of the problems he raised in
his correspondence with al-Tasi—most notably the question of how complete and
incomplete causes precede their effects—came to determine the framework within
which subsequent discussions of the complete cause were conducted. In this respect,

it may be said that the problematic framework guiding both Kemalpagazade’s and

29  See Athir al-Din al-Abhari, Talkhis al-haqa’iq, MS, Murad Molla Library 1406, fol. 89a, lines 9—11.

30  On this debate that unfolded through the correspondence between al-Katibi and al-Ttsi, see ‘Ab-
dullah Narani, Ajwibat al-Masa’il al-Nasiriyya (Tehran: Pajithishgah-i ‘Ulim-i Insani wa Mutala‘at-i
Farhang, 1383), 109—55; Nasir al-Din al-Tasi, Felsefe Mektuplar:: Tast ile Bazt Cagdaslart Arasinda
Felsefi Yazismalar, trans. Murat Demirkol (Ankara: Fecr Yayinlari, 2015), 179-247. For analyses of
this debate, see Murat Demirkol, “Katibi ve Ttsi'de Tanr1'min Varhigimi Zincirlemenin 1ptali Yoluyla
ispatlama,” Kelam Aragtirmalart 9, no. 2 (2011): 92—130; M. Tayfun Kiiciik, “Ttisi ve Katibi'nin,” MA
thesis, Ankara Universitesi, 2020; M. Tayfun Kiiciik, “Tiisi ve Katibi'nin,” llahiyat Tetkikleri Dergisi
58, n0.1(2022): 35—43. On the way this debate was later reconsidered by al-Dawwani in connection
with the proof of God’s existence and the problem of whether the complete cause precedes its
effect, see Begikei, Celdleddin Devvani'nin Isbdt-1 Vacib Tartismalart, esp. 89-93.

31 Najm al-Din al-Katibi, Hikmat al-Ayn, ed. ‘Abbas Sadri (Tehran: 2005), 38; Mubarakshah al-
Bukhari, Sharh Hikmat al-Ayn (Kazan:1892), 97; al-Sayyid al-Sharif al-Jurjani, Hashiyat Sharh Hik-
mat al-Ayn, in Sharh Hikmat al-Ayn (Kazan: 1892), 97.
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Taskoprizade’s texts is essentially an extension of the debate between al-Katibi and
al-Tasl. This problematic framework came to dominate the kalam texts of the four-
teenth century as well and was transmitted into the fifteenth century through works
such as al-Hilli’s (d. 1325) and Shams al-Din al-Isfahani’s (d. 1349) commentaries on
the Tajrid, al-IjT's (d. 1355) al-Mawagqif, al-Taftazants (d. 1390) Sharh al-Magasid, and
Mubarakshah al-Bukhari’s Sharh Hikmat al-‘ayn. Thus, although the earliest texts in
which the distinction appears belong to al-Abhari, it may be said that it was al-Katibi

who effectively established the line of debate surrounding this distinction.

We may have traced the emergence of the distinction between the complete and
incomplete cause, at the level of terminology, back to the thirteenth century and may
even have produced the textual evidence bearing on the moment of the terminology’s
emergence, yet this tracing does not directly help us answer the following question:
why did such a distinction arise in the thirteenth century, and why was it that not
only Avicennans, but theologians as well, adopted it and became active participants
in the debate? In order to answer this question, we need to go somewhat further back,

to the twelfth and eleventh centuries.

In the twelfth century, the figures who made the problem of completeness part
of the discussion of causality were, from the Ash‘ari tradition, al-Ghazali (d. 1111), fol-
lowed by ‘Abd al-Karim al-Shahrastani (d. 1153), Ibn Ghaylan al-Balkhi (d. 11947), and
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi (d. 1210), as well as Abui I-Barakat al-Baghdadi (d. 1152), who, de-
spite his critique of emanation, remained closer to the philosophical framework. In
a previous study, we examined in detail and with reference to its textual basis how
and why the problem of causal completeness emerged in this period.** Here, for the
purpose of indicating the background of al-Nahal, T shall confine myself to a brief
consideration of this period and point to the Avicennan challenge that brought this

problem onto the agenda of the aforementioned thinkers.

32 The contributions of figures such as al-Shahrastani, al-Balkhi, and al-Baghdadi to this debate fall
beyond the scope of the present Introduction. I have discussed these contributions and the intel-
lectual context that produced them in greater detail elsewhere; see 1. Halil Uger, “Tann, irade ve
Metafizik Nedenlik,” 303-51.
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Ibn Sina’s Conception of Causal Completeness and His Challenge to
the Theologians

In al-Shifa’/al-Ilahiyyat, Ibn Sina draws a distinction between real, essential, and re-

mote metaphysical causes and non-real, accidental, and proximate physical causes.

According to him when real causes exist, their effects necessarily exist as well. In

other words, the existence of effects cannot lag behind (takhalluf) the existence of

such causes. By contrast, causes that exist while their effects do not are auxiliary and

completing causes. These auxiliary causes are not sufficient by themselves to pro-

duce the effect; rather, they bring something about only when combined with other

conditions.® Ibn Sina formulates this conception with greater precision in al-Isharat

V.8. For reasons that will become clear in the course of the analysis, this passage is of

considerable importance for the history of the development of the problem:

1.

33

The effect’s existence depends on the cause, insofar as the cause is in a state in
virtue of which it acquires the property of being a cause. These states consist of
things such as nature and will, or—alternatively—of things external to the cause
that are nevertheless required for completing the cause’s being a cause in actu-
ality (fi tatmim kawn al-‘illa ‘illatan bi-l-fi'l). Examples include the instrument, as
when the carpenter requires an adze; the matter, as when the carpenter requires
wood; the assistant, as when a sawyer requires another sawyer; the time, as when
the tanner requires the summer season; the impulse, as when the eater requires
hunger; and the removal of an impediment, as when the one who washes re-

quires the disappearance of darkness.

The effect’s non-existence depends on the cause not being in the state that
makes it an actual cause—whether because the cause’s essence is not present in

that state or because it is not present at all

If there is no external impediment and the agent exists in itself, yet is not a cause
by virtue of its essence, then the effect’s existence depends on the existence of

the aforementioned states. When nature, a determinate will, and other such

Ibn Sina, al-Shifa’: al-llahiyyat, ed. Georges Anawati and Sa‘1d Zayed (Cairo: 1960), 6.2:365: “Thus
the real causes (al-ilal al-haqigiyya) are causes together with the effect (ma‘ul). Those that
precede it are either causes only bi'l-‘arad (accidentally) or merely auxiliary causes.”

Ibn Sina, al-Shifa’: al-llahiyyat, 6.2:367: “When a thing is, by virtue of its essence, the continuous
cause of the existence of another thing, it remains its cause for as long as its essence exists. If its
existence is continuous, then the existence of the effect (maul) is likewise continuous.”
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conditions are present, the effect’s existence becomes necessary; when they are
absent, its non-existence becomes necessary (fa-idha wujidat [...] wajaba wujad

al-ma‘lal, wa-in lam tiajad wajaba ‘adamuhu).

4. Whichever of these states is assumed to be permanent, the corresponding effect
will likewise be permanent; whichever is assumed to be tied to a particular time,
the corresponding effect will likewise come to exist at a particular time. If it is
possible for something to exist eternally in the same manner and yet have an
effect, then it is not implausible that its effect should proceed from it eternally

and necessarily3*

This passage in the Isharat is important for several reasons. First, Ibn Sina ad-
vances the distinction between real and auxiliary causes that he had mentioned in
al-Shifa’/al-Ilahiyyat and develops it into a new distinction that incorporates this
earlier division but is now articulated through the notions of completeness and in-
completeness. Real causes are here divided into two types: a cause that is a cause
by virtue of its essence and necessitates its effect without requiring any additional
factor beyond its essence, and a cause whose essence exists but which requires ad-
ditional states in order to necessitate its effect. In alignment with this distinction,
the expression in the third part of the passage—*“if the agent exists in itself, yet is
not a cause by virtue of its essence”—refers to an incomplete efficient cause whose
essence exists but is not sufficient for causality and therefore requires completion
through additional states.

From the contraposition of this description, we may infer that Ibn Sina also en-
visages another type of agent: “an agent that both exists in itself and is a cause by
virtue of its essence (li-dhatihi).” When the essence of such an efficient cause exists,
it requires nothing beyond its essence to be a cause; consequently, it necessitates its
effect through its very essence without the need for additional conditions. A cause
meeting these criteria is the real, complete cause, corresponding to the Necessary
Existent by virtue of itself. It is complete by virtue of itself (li-dhatihi), whereas
causes that necessitate their effects only after being completed through additional
conditions become complete causes by virtue of something other than themselves
(li-ghayrihi). Put more simply, the complete cause is divided into two types: the sim-

ple complete cause and the composite complete cause. Whereas simple complete

34  Ibn Sina, al-Isharat wa al-Tanbihat, ed. Mujtaba al-Zari‘T (Qom: 1380), 5.8:285-86.
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causes possess causal independence and sufficiency, composite complete causes do
not; they require completion in order to attain such sufficiency. The conception of a
partless, simple, real complete cause alongside a composite complete cause that be-
comes complete through the aggregation of incomplete parts would prove crucial for
the idea of the complete cause’s subsequent development. Ibn Sina would employ
this distinction in his critique of the theologians’ conception of God, while al-Ghazali
and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi would work within the same distinction in responding to
this challenge; the passage, as refracted through al-Ghazalr’s and al-Razi’s interpre-

tive lenses, would eventually reach Taskoprizade’s al-Nahal in almost literal form.

In contrast to the notion of a real, remote, simple complete cause whose essence
is sufficient to bring about its effect, Ibn Sina regards the divine agent of the theologi-
ans as an incomplete and composite cause whose essence is not sufficient to produce
its effect and which therefore must either be completed by attributes such as will or

be compelled by something external in order to produce its effect. In his words:

Everything to which they give the name ‘agent’ must necessarily have been such that it
was not previously an agent and then either willed or was compelled, or that some state
not previously present occurred to it such that, whereas it had not previously been an
actual cause, upon the occurrence of that state its essence became an actual cause.®

According to Ibn Sina, the essence of such an agent is not active but passive
under the conditions and constraints that complete it: “For they do not deprive that
thing of the conjunction of a newly originated state that attaches to it and through
which the existence of something proceeds from it after previously not existing.”* If
what brings about the emanation of existence from that thing is the addition of will
or purpose to the divine essence, then “purpose and will occur only in that which is
deficient in itself¥” Yet completion through such deficiency “entails multiplicity in
His essence.”®® The Avicennan challenge is therefore clear: the theologians’ concep-
tion of the voluntary agent (al-fa‘il al-mukhtar), who acts through intention and will,
renders the divine agent deficient in its essence and deprives it of divine simplicity,

one of the most fundamental principles of monotheism.

35 Ibn Sina, al-Shifa: al-llahiyyat, 6.1:263.
36  Ibn Sina, al-Shif@’: al-Ilahiyyat, 6.1:263.
37  Ibn Sina, al-Shifa’: al-Ilahiyyat, 6.5:297.
38  Ibn Sina, al-Shifa’: al-Ilahiyyat, 9.4:402.
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Respond of Al-Ghazall and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi: Restricting and
Reappropriating the Complete Cause

Ibn Sina’s conception of causality, supported by his distinctions between necessity
and possibility and between existence and quiddity, and the accompanying fourfold
division of causes, left a clear challenge for the theologians who came after him. In
order to meet this challenge, al-Ghazali and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi adopted a strategy
familiar from the history of philosophy: they took over Ibn Sina’s term, employed it in
anew sense so as to evade the challenge, and then argued that it was in fact Ibn Sina’s
conception of God that was deficient when measured against this redefined notion of
completeness. In this vein, al-Ghazali states in the first discussion of Tahafut al-fala-
sifa, which concerns the eternity of the world, that the philosophers’ most important
proof for eternity rested on the principle that “the effect cannot lag behind its com-
plete cause”[5] In discussing this principle, al-Ghazali both restates Ibn Sina’s view
and advances his own criticisms, narrowing the classification inherited from Ibn Sina
regarding what it means for a cause to be complete. This move opened the way for oth-

ers to employ the notion of the complete cause for voluntary efficient causes as well.

As noted above, in al-Isharat V.8 Ibn Sina had used the notion of completeness
for two different causal principles: one whose completeness is achieved through
internal conditions such as will or nature, or through external conditions such as
instrument and time, and another that requires none of these for completion and
whose essence alone necessitates its effect. For Ibn Sina, only the latter sense of
complete causality could correctly express the Necessary Existent’s being a complete
cause. By contrast, when al-Ghazali restates the Avicennan argument, he employs

the other sense of causal completeness for the Necessary Existent.[6]

The existence of a necessitator whose conditions, principles, and causes of necessitation
are complete, such that nothing remains to be awaited in order to complete its necessita-
ting power, while the thing necessitated nevertheless lags behind it, is impossible. Indeed,
once the necessitator is realized together with the totality of its conditions, the existence
of the necessitated becomes necessary, and its lagging behind becomes impossible.?

The existence of a necessitator whose conditions are complete and for which nothing
remains to be awaited, while the necessitated lags behind it [...] is impossible.*

39  al-Ghazali, Tehdfiitii'l-Felasife, ed. and Turkish trans. M. Kaya, H. Sarioglu (Istanbul: Klasik Yayin-
lar, 2012), 1.11:17.
40  al-Ghazali, Tehafiitii’l-Felasife, 1.17:19.
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We know with intellectual necessity that a necessitator whose conditions are complete
cannot be conceived without that which it necessitates. To deny this is to show arrogance
toward the necessary judgments of reason.*

It is clear that al-Ghazali is employing Ibn Sina’s notion of the composite com-
plete cause for the Necessary Existent. In effect, this strategy amounts to bringing
together the two poles of completeness and excluding the notion of a complete
cause that necessitates its effect solely by the existence of its essence—without will
or intention—as Ibn Sina had described. Such a notion of complete causality clearly
rests on the emanationist conception of causality, grounded since Plotinus in the
principle that the act of a substance and the act proceeding from the substance are
identical. According to this principle, God’s act of producing existence is likened to
the heating of fire: just as fire’s being hot is the basis of its heating and it cannot fail
to heat so long as it is hot, so too God’s being is taken to be the basis of His producing
existence, such that it would be inconceivable for God to exist without producing.
The question whether God would thereby become involuntary like natural entities
such as fire was typically answered through the notion of divine generosity. Yet the

theologians were never satisfied with this explanation.

For this reason, al-Ghazali argues that the causal completeness of the divine
agent must be understood together with principles such as power and will, and that
the effect can fail to accompany its agent unless God wills to create it. Whether this
introduces a form of composition in the divine essence is a question belonging to the
problem of the relation between essence and attributes. When the discussion reach-
es this point, al-Ghazali contends that the philosophers, while claiming to preserve
divine simplicity by treating God independently of attributes, in fact render God
inert. For al-Ghazali there is no dispute that God is a complete cause through His
power and will; the real question is rather why, if He was already complete from the
outset, He chose the existence of the world at a later moment rather than an earlier.
In responding to this objection, al-Ghazali maintains that the claim that an effect
cannot lag behind a complete cause is neither a self-evident principle nor a thesis
that can be demonstrated theoretically. Against the criticism that this view would
make God subject to a constraining principle or would entail change in Him, he ar-

gues that none of these difficulties follow and that in fact the following principle can

41 al-Ghazali, Tehdafiitii’l-Felasife, 119:19.
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be defended coherently: it is possible for an agent who possesses causal independ-
ence and sufficiency from the outset to exist, while its effect does not accompany it

in existence but instead comes to exist at a moment the agent freely chooses.

Al-Ghazali's precise theological reformulation of the Avicennan notion of the
complete cause—achieved by narrowing its definition—was further developed by
Fakhr al-Din al-Razl. Like al-Ghazali, al-Razi redefined an Avicennan term with the-
ological sensitivity through engagement with an Avicennan text. He carried out this

redefinition while commenting on the passage in al-Isharat V.8 cited above, as follows:

The existence of the effect depends on the cause’s coming to possess all the conditions
through which it becomes complete as an actual cause (wujudu al-ma‘lali muftagarun
ila an tahsula al-illatu mustajmi‘atan jami'a al-umuri allatt la yatimmu liyyatuha bi-l-fil
illa biha). These conditions are either attributes pertaining to the essence of the cau-
se—such as the realization of necessitating nature, determinate will, and similar factors
(sifatun ‘@idatun ila dhati al-illa)—or things external to the essence of the cause, such
as the six items mentioned by [Ibn Sina].*

These formulations, which Fakhr al-Din al-Razi employs—characteristically for
his commentary—not by criticizing Ibn Sina but instead by presenting the Avicen-
nan text in a clearer manner (¢afsir), show that even when restating the philosopher’s
views he subjects them to a subtle and creative reinterpretation. The most striking
element of this interpretation is a new formulation of the complete cause that would
later be adopted by certain theologians as the concept’s definition: [The complete
cause is] the cause that gathers within itself all the conditions by which it becomes

complete as an actual cause.

Al-Razi then proceeds to specify what these conditions are that render the cause
complete: attributes belonging to the essence, such as necessitating nature, deter-
minate will, and similar factors. At this point the notion of a complete cause that
necessitates purely through its essence disappears; in its place stands a complete
cause that brings about its effect together with its attributes. For al-Razi, Ibn Sina’s
Necessary Existent produces its effect through the attribute of possessing a necessi-
tating nature, whereas the voluntary agent (al-fa‘il al-mukhtar) produces its effect

through will.

42 Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, Sharh al-Isharat, ed. ‘Ali Rida Najafzada (Tehran: Anjuman-i Athar wa Ma-
takhir-i Farhangi, 1384), 414.
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This approach continues in his interpretation of the third part of the Isharat pas-
sage cited above, where Ibn Sina distinguishes between the simple complete cause
that is complete by virtue of its essence (li-dhatihi) and the composite complete cause
that attains completeness through factors either intrinsic or extrinsic to its essence
(li-ghayrihi). Here al-Razi persistently disregards Ibn Sina’s distinction between these
two forms of causal completeness and treats causal completeness as a single form:
“When the cause exists together with all the aspects taken into consideration in its be-
ing a cause, the effect must occur together with it; and when it does not exist, the effect
must likewise not exist."#* Al-Razi maintains this stance in the remainder of his com-
mentary on the passage. What he consistently insists upon is the following: a notion of
a complete cause devoid of attributes is impossible; the complete cause always produc-
es its effect by gathering within itself the specific directions and conditions of causal
efficacy. This conception of the complete cause as articulated by Fakhr al-Din al-Razi
passed through later theologians and eventually appears in Tagkoprizade’s text in the
following concise formulation: “the agent that gathers within itself all the conditions
of causal efficacy (al-fa'il al-mustajmi‘li-jami* shar@’it al-ta’thir).” Tagkoprizade explains
that this formulation had come to reflect the theologians’ common understanding of
the complete cause when he corrects a statement by al-Sharif al-Jurjani as follows:

What would have been more appropriate for al-Allama al-Sharif [al-Jurjani], when in-
terpreting the statement of the group, “the complete cause of the existent must itself be
existent,” would have been to say this: the complete cause is said in two senses. One of
them is “that upon which the existence of the thing depends in its entirety”; the other
is “that which gathers all the conditions of causal efficacy” (ma yastajmi‘ jami* shar@’it
al-ta’thir). What the group intended by the aforementioned statement is not the first
sense but the second.

Al-Ghazal’s and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi’s incorporation of the notion of a divine
complete cause—one that acts through will, power, and intention—into theolog-
ical terminology in a manner diverging from the Avicennan framework, together
with the introduction of the Avicennan proof from possibility (dalil al-imkan) into
kalam by the same figures, gave rise throughout the subsequent period to new lines
of discussion in the kalam literature and gradually led to the treatment of certain
issues under newly structured classifications. As will be seen below, the classificatory
scheme and problematic framework of al-Nahal took shape precisely as a reflection

of this dialectical relationship between the theologians and Ibn Sina.

43  al-Razi, Sharh al-Isharat, 415.
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al-Nahal wa al-<alal fr tahqiq agsam al-ilal: The Culmination of a
Four-Century Debate

Tagkoprizade’s al-Nahal consists of an introduction (mugaddima), four sections, and
a conclusion. The introductory section examines various definitions of the cause and
attempts to determine the most comprehensive among them. The introduction and

the four sections that follow are structured as follows:
o. Introduction: Definitions of “cause” and division of causes into complete and
incomplete
* Definitions of “cause”
- Division of causes into complete and incomplete
- The problem of composition in the complete cause
- Composition and possibility
- Composition and necessity
- Composition and the absence of impediment
1. Section: Verification (tahqiq) of the formal and material causes
2. Section: Verification of the final cause
3. Section: Verification of the efficient cause
4. Section: Verification of the complements of causes
5. Conclusion (khatima): An exposition of the priority of complete and incom-

plete causes with respect to the effect

We may now briefly outline, in sequence, the problematic framework of these
sections, the scholars who participated in the discussions within this framework, and

Taskoprizade’s contribution to these problems.

0. Introduction: The Definition of the Cause, the Complete-Incomplete Cause
Distinction, and the Problem of Composition in the Complete Cause

In the introductory section, Tagkoprizade presents the approaches of Nasir al-Din
al-Tusi, ‘Adud al-Din al-Tji, Sayyid Sharif al-Jurjani, Mubarakshah al-Bukhari, and Ke-
malpasazade to defining “cause.” The issue under discussion is whether causes should
be defined in a cause-centered manner or in terms of dependence; al-Tasl defines

the cause with reference to the emanation (sudiir) of things, either independently of
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or in relation to the efficient cause, whereas al-Tji defines the cause as that existent

upon which things depend with respect to their existence.

Al-Tas1's definition is unanimously rejected by al-Jurjani, Mubarakshah, Kemal-
pasazade, and Taskoprizade, on the grounds that it restricts the notion of “cause”
to the efficient cause and thereby excludes the other types of causes. While this ar-
gument constitutes the logical reason for its rejection, the theological motivation
to counter al-Tas1’s definition runs deeper: such a definition allows the Avicennan
notion of the real efficient cause—one that acts solely through its essence without
the accompaniment of any additional condition (ma yasduru ‘anhu shay’un imma bi-
l-istiklal)—to fall within the domain of possibility, thereby undermining theological

sensitivities.

Once al-TasTs definition is set aside, the task that remains is to render al-Iji’'s
definition more coherent and sufficiently comprehensive to encompass all types of
causes. The definition upon which Tagkoprizade ultimately settles is a modified ver-
sion of al-Iji’s formulation: “A cause is that upon which a thing depends either with

respect to its existence or with respect to its quiddity.”

After discussing definitions, the introduction turns to classifying causes. Taking
as his point of departure al-IjT’s classification in al-Mawagqif, Taskoprizade adopts the
division of causes into complete and incomplete. He defines the complete cause as
“the totality of that upon which a thing depends in its existence and its quiddity”
(jami ma yahtaju ilayhi al-shay’ ft wujudihi wa-mahiyyatihi), and the incomplete
cause as “a part of that upon which a thing depends in its existence and its quiddity”

(ba'd ma yahtaju ilayhi al-shay’ fiwujadihi wa-mahiyyatihi).[ 4]

The first point that deserves attention here is the insertion of the expression “the
totality of what is required” (jami) into the definition of the complete cause. This re-
flects the theological sensibility preserved since al-Ghazali and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi,
and it yields a conception within which the Avicennan notion of a mjib bi-l-dhat—
that which necessitates its effect solely through its essence—can be incorporated

only with difficulty.

Following the classification and definition, the discussion turns to a critique
raised by Kemalpagazade against a modification introduced by al-Jurjani in order
to systematize al-Iji’s classification. {ji first defined the cause in a manner applicable

to both complete and incomplete causes, and then, on the basis of this definition,
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divided the cause first into the four causes and, secondly, into the simple and the
composite with reference to the complete cause. Jurjani, by contrast, altered the or-
der of the division: he first divided “cause” in the absoulte sense into complete and
incomplete, and subsequently restricted the causes included in {j’s first division—
that is, the four causes—to the incomplete cause, while assigning those in his sec-
ond division—that is, the simple and the composite—exclusively to the complete
cause. Kemalpagazade objects to al-Jurjant’s placement of the efficient cause under
incomplete causes, arguing that the efficient cause can also be a complete cause.
Taskoprizade responds to this criticism by maintaining that, when the context of

al-Jurjant's text is taken into account, such an objection cannot be sustained.

After the classification, the discussion turns to the problem of composition in
the complete cause. This section concerns the debate over whether the phrase “the
totality of what is required” (jami), which appears in the definition of the complete
cause, necessarily entails composition in the complete cause. The definition in ques-
tion is open to criticism on the grounds that it appears to exclude the simple neces-
sitating agent (al-majib al-basit) that serves as the cause of a simple effect. For this
reason, ‘Ali Quishji interprets the expression in such a way that it means “that nothing

remains whose presence would still be required.”

Although Tagkoprizade reports the view of those who, lacking a contextual indi-
cator that would support ‘Ali Qushjt’s interpretation, argue that the expression “to-
tality” is used only with reference to the majority of complete causes; he maintains
that this interpretation, too, fails to provide a final solution to the problem. It appears
that the issue ultimately stems from the strong tendency—already noted above—to
narrow the Avicennan distinction and to conceive the complete cause together with
the conditions accompanying its essence. If the aim of the formulation is merely to
capture the theological notion of completeness, then no difficulty arises; but if it
is intended also to encompass the Avicennan notion of completeness, this can be
achieved only through forced interpretations. In any case, the Avicennan notion of
the complete cause, excluded by the new formulation, nevertheless continues to as-
sert itself within the discussion’s conceptual tensions and encourages theologians to

search for more satisfactory formulations.

For the theologians, the problem of composition in the complete cause does not

concern merely a particular expression within the definition of the complete cause.
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Taskoprizade notes that scholars such as al-Jurjani, Khatibzade, ‘Ali Qushji, al-Daw-
wani, and al-Dashtaki all agree that some form of composition must be present in
the complete cause. They disagree, however, over whether factors such as possibility,
necessity, and the absence of impediment, which may be regarded as components of
this composition, belong to the side of the cause or to that of the effect, and whether

they should be considered real entities or merely conceptual considerations.

In this context, al-Jurjani treats possibility as a property belonging to the effect,
whereas Khatibzade and ‘Ali Qushji maintain that possibility must be considered on
both the side of the cause and that of the effect. Al-Dawwani, defending al-Jurjani
against ‘Al1 Qushji, argues that the cause is defined as “that upon which the possible
depends for its existence,” and that possibility is primarily to be understood on the
side of the effect. Yet, he adds, affirming this understanding does not mean that pos-
sibility can never be considered from the side of the cause. Al-Dashtaki, for his part,
maintains that possibility, in its verbal sense (masdar), is a conceptual consideration
rather than a real entity and therefore cannot be conceived as a real component of
the cause. Nevertheless, in its derivative sense, possibility may generally be regarded
as a condition for the efficacy of existence. Indeed, if the cause were defined not as
“that upon which the possible depends for its existence” but rather as “that upon
which a thing depends for its existence,” then the mind might also extend the class
of causes to include possibility itself. Yet to accept this definition would imply that,
once the condition of possibility has been satisfied, the agent could exercise causal
efficacy without requiring anything further—acting solely through its essence, as Ibn

Sina claims.

Tagkoprizade himself maintains that possibility belongs to the side of the effect,
as al-Jurjani and al-Dawwani argued, for if possibility were placed on the side of the
cause, it would give rise to the problems of self-precedence and infinite regress. For
this reason, he concludes that the definition of “cause” cannot be broadened from

“that upon which the possible depends” to “that upon which a thing depends.”

The second issue concerning composition in the complete cause relates to how
necessity is to be connected to the cause. Regarding this question, a group whose
names Tagkoprizade does not specify places necessity on the side of the cause, on the
grounds that the effect’s existence rests upon necessity. In response, Taskoprizade

records two objections and two corresponding replies.
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The first objection maintains that necessity is the effect of the complete cause
rather than a component thereof; therefore, the complete cause should instead be
defined as “that upon which the necessity of the thing depends.” The reply offered
is that the necessity of existence is itself the effect of the necessitating cause, and

therefore necessity forms part of the complete cause.

The second objection interprets necessity as a reinforcement of existence, argu-
ing that it is not a real entity but rather an intellectual consideration ({tibar ‘aql),
and therefore cannot be regarded as a component either of the cause or of the ef-
fect. In response, Tagkoprizade argues that to say that necessity is merely conceptual
already amounts to acknowledging that it functions as a component, for when the
intellect abstracts it from the effect it appears as a constituent within the complete
cause. The effect’s dependence on necessity with respect to existence precedes the
act of abstraction, whereas its being an effect follows upon abstraction. Hence the
status of necessity as a conceptual component nonetheless possesses an external

ground.

After presenting these objections and responses, Taskdprizade introduces
al-Dawwani’s contribution. According to al-Dawwanli, treating necessity as a compo-
nent of the cause is problematic, because necessity is an effect of the essence, and
that which is an effect cannot itself be a part of the cause. Otherwise, one would be

forced either to accept that something precedes itself or to admit an infinite regress.

Tagkoprizade’s own contribution to the discussion is to argue that the necessity
that is thought to precede is itself an abstraction, and that entities grounded in ab-
straction cannot possess external existence in reality (nafs al-amr). Consequently,
necessity cannot be regarded as a component either of the cause or of the effect. If
necessity is not an independently existing component in reality, then the problems
of circularity and infinite regress that al-Dawwani claims would follow from treating

it as such do not arise.

What is striking here is that all the theologians agree that necessity should not
be placed on the side of the cause as a component, yet they also refrain from placing
it on the side of the effect. Their reasoning is that, if necessity were located on the
side of the cause, God would become a necessitating agent (mijib), whereas if it were
located on the side of the effect, the effect would appear to possess its own necessity

and would therefore no longer require a cause. What the theologians wish to attrib-
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ute to the agent is not necessity but power (qudra). At the same time, once power is
realized, there can be no doubt that the manifestation of the effect is necessary. The

question then becomes: what is the ontological status of this necessity?

Taskoprizade resolves this difficulty by treating necessity as a conceptual con-
sideration (itibari), thereby preserving the theological sensitivity through a subtle
formulation. Each of the positions summarized here, of course, stands in relation to
earlier doctrines and entails further philosophical consequences. A fuller treatment
of these connections must be reserved for a separate study in which the treatise will

be analyzed in detail.

The third issue within the discussion of composition concerns the absence of
an impediment. From the way Taskoprizade frames the debate, it becomes clear
that the problem revolves around the following dichotomy: if the absence of an
impediment is treated as a necessary component of the cause, the cause assumes
a highly composite and deterministic structure; if, on the other hand, the absence
of an impediment is excluded entirely from the cause, difficulties arise concerning
the problem of preponderance (tarjih), since the non-existence of the non-preferred
alternative would then become inexplicable. In order to overcome this difficulty,
al-Dawwani maintains that the absence of an impediment is not always a compo-
nent of the cause and that in certain cases the cause itself may already be sufficient.
Kemalpasazade, criticizing this position, argues that such a generalization is unten-
able and that in some cases the absence of an impediment must indeed be regarded

as a necessary component of the cause.

In this debate, Tagkoprizade first moderates the dichotomous extremes by ob-
serving that the arguments concerning preponderance apply only when the imped-
iment is impossible in itself (li-dhatihi), and that not every absence of an impedi-
ment should therefore be made a component of the cause. He then, together with
Kemalpasazade, treats al-Dawwani’s view as a kind of general tendency rather than
a universal rule. Finally, by introducing a distinction between impediments that are
impossible in themselves (li-dhatihi) and those that are impossible through some-
thing else (li-ghayrihi), he argues that in both cases the impediment’s absence should
be regarded as entailed by the cause itself rather than as an additional component.
By contrast, in the case of a third type of impediment—namely, when the impedi-

ment is possible in itself and its removal is not guaranteed by the cause’s essence—
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the impediment’s absence must be counted as a component of the complete cause.
Tagkoprizade thereby preserves al-Dawwani’s intuition that the absence of an im-
pediment need not generally be treated as a component of the cause, yet, following
Kemalpagazade’s criticism, he removes it from the level of a general claim and in-

stead grounds it in a principled distinction.

Section One: Verification of the Formal and Material Causes

Following the introduction, Tagkoprizade turns to the discussion of the formal and
material causes. After first presenting their established definitions, standard since
Ibn Sina, Taskoprizade examines debates concerning how comprehensive these
definitions are and considers counterexamples that call them into question. In this
framework, the formal cause is defined as “that by virtue of which a thing becomes
actual,” while the material cause is defined as “that by virtue of which a thing is po-

tential.”

Section Two: Verification of the Final Cause

Taskoprizade begins this section by drawing a distinction between benefit (fa’ida),
end (ghaya), and final cause (al-lla al-gha’iyya). In this connection he first presents
Nasir al-Din al-Tasi’s approach in the Tajrid, according to which the result and fruit
of an act constitute its benefit, whereas its limit and termination constitute its end.
On the other hand, the benefit and end of the act are identical in themselves but
distinct by consideration (bi-l-itibar). If the benefit and end are the reason why the
agent directs itself toward the act, then with respect to the agent they are called pur-
pose (gharad) and intended objective (magsud), whereas with respect to the act they
are called the final cause. “Purpose” and “final cause” are identical in themselves but
distinct by consideration. If the effect is not the reason for the agent’s orientation
toward the act, then it is merely a benefit and an end. Accordingly, the end is more

general than the final cause.

Against this position, al-Iji maintains that the end can be attributed only to a vol-
untary agent, whereas al-Jurjani emphasizes that what is intended here is in fact the
final cause, and that al-Iji uses the term “end” only loosely. Tagkdprizade proceeds to

discuss several related questions: whether the end is the cause of the efficient cause’s
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causality, whether the end is a cause in the mind but an effect in external reality, and
whether the disappearance of the end entails the disappearance of the effect. Finally,
he turns to the objection that when the necessitating agent (mujib fa‘il), who does
not act for the sake of an end, is considered, its effects cannot be grounded in an end
and therefore the end cannot be regarded as a cause. Tagkoprizade responds to this

objection by stating that the four causes are not required to be present in every effect.

Section Three: Verification of the Efficient Cause

In this section Tagkoprizade analyzes the efficient cause under six categories: essen-
tial vs. accidental, proximate vs. remote, particular vs. general, singular vs. universal,
simple vs. composite, and potential vs. actual. He defines each of these categories
and illustrates them with examples. He then proceeds to apply the same categories

to matter, form, and end as well.

Section Four: Verification of the Complements of Causes

In this section Tagkoprizade examines the complementary factors that Ibn Sina, in
the passage from al-Isharat cited earlier, described as those that “play a role in com-
pleting the cause’s being an actual cause” (fi tatmimi kawn al-‘illati ‘illatan bi-l-fi?).
He investigates whether these factors should themselves be counted as causes in
the same way as the four causes, which of the four causes each of them completes,
whether the absence of an impediment can truly be considered a causal factor,
whether preparatory conditions and complete preparedness accompany the effect in
existence, and how such complementary elements can be accounted for even when

the causes are restricted to four.

Conclusion: The Priority of the Complete and Incomplete Causes with
Respect to the Effect

The concluding section constitutes the most important part of the treatise. Here
Tagkoprizade addresses the problem that had been most widely debated before him
concerning complete and incomplete causes, namely, how complete and incom-

plete causes are said to precede their effects. Shortly before him, Kemalpasazade had
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written a treatise devoted directly to this issue, a work that Tagkdprizade frequently
cites. Likewise, figures such as Hasan Celebi, Sinan Paga, and Hocazade composed
short treatises on the same topic, while al-Dawwani devoted extensive discussion to
it in his Risala fi Ithbat al-wajib al-qadima. Earlier still, scholars such as ‘Al Qushj,
Khatibzade, al-Jurjani, al-Taftazani, and, further back, al-Katibi and al-Tasi had ex-
pressed their views on the issue. Within this line of discussion, the problem came
to resemble what the earlier scholars described as a ma‘rakat al-afkar, a battlefield

where competing views collide.

Taskoprizade analyzes this debate by quoting fragments from the writings of its
principal participants—al-Iji, al-Jurjani, Khatibzade, al-Dawwani, al-Dashtaki, and
Kemalpasazade—and evaluating their arguments. According to the internal pro-
gression of the section, the debate is set in motion by a passage Taskoprizade cites
from al-Jurjant’s Sharh al-Mawagqif. In this passage al-Jurjani argues that, when the
complete cause is composed of incomplete causes, each of those incomplete causes
individually precedes the effect, yet the question whether the composite whole of
those incomplete causes precedes the effect remains problematic. The reason given
is that the composite of matter and form included within that whole is identical with
the effect itself, and to claim that the whole containing this composite precedes the

effect would amount to the impossible claim that something precedes itself.

Throughout the section, the various thinkers vigorously debate alternative ex-
planations that would prevent the complete cause as a whole—and more specif-
ically the matter-form composite within it—from being identical with the effect.
Taskoprizade himself does not explicitly point out what broader metaphysical and
theological implications the problem may carry beyond a merely mereological dis-
pute. The context that allows these implications to be discerned lies in the broader
textual frameworks from which the cited fragments are drawn. The work that most
clearly preserves this broader context and analyzes the problems in light of their or-
igins is al-Dawwan1’s Risala fi Ithbat al-wajib al-qadima. From the discussion in that
treatise it becomes clear that the ultimate source of the problem lies in the corre-

spondence between al-Katibi and al-Tasi.*

44  For the details of this debate see Kiigiik, “Tiisive Katibi'nin Isbat-1 Vicib Tartismast”; Kiigiik, “Thsi ve
Katibi'nin Teselsiil Miinazarasinin Tahlili,” 35-43.
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In this exchange, al-Katibi raises a series of questions concerning the demon-
stration of the Necessary Existent (ithbat al-wajib), focusing particularly on how the
Avicennan proof from possibility might be reconsidered within the framework of
debates over the refutation of infinite regress. The issue becomes problematic be-
cause the distinction between complete and incomplete causes is incorporated into
the proof from possibility, and unless it is clarified in what sense the components of
the complete cause—specifically, matter and form—precede the effect, the proof
cannot be completed; indeed, it becomes impossible even to maintain that the effect

stands in need of a cause.

The line of inquiry guiding the debate, and the way in which the distinction
between complete and incomplete causes enters the discussion, unfolds as follows.
Once it is posited that a certain existent exists and that, if it is possible, it requires
an agent (muwaththir), it is further argued that if this agent is not necessary and the
chain of agents extends infinitely, then the chain of agents itself—being composed
of possibles—is also possible and therefore requires a cause. When attention turns
to this totality of agents, three alternative candidates for the cause are considered:
X) the whole itself, Y) a part within the whole, or Z) an entity external to the chain.

The question of the complete cause and the manner in which it precedes its effect
arises precisely in the course of evaluating these alternatives. If the cause were the
whole itself, circularity would follow; if it were a part within the whole, an impossi-
bility would arise insofar as that part would have to be both a cause of the whole and
itself a member of it, thereby becoming both a cause of itself and, since it is possible,
a cause of its own causes. Because of these two impossibilities, it becomes clear that
the cause of the chain must lie outside the chain. While al-Katibi raises objections to
the premises of this proof and to the alternatives X, Y, and Z—questioning whether X
and Y truly succeed in eliminating infinite regress and whether the establishment of Z
necessarily entails the invalidity of infinite regress—his objections concerning Y lead
him directly to the question of how the complete cause precedes its effect. In respond-
ing to al-Katibi’s questions, al-Tus1 argues that the following premise must be added at
the stage where the proof begins to search for the cause of the series of possibles: “In a
series composed of causes and effects, each cause is a complete cause with respect to

producing its effect, and within this series there exists a first cause among the causes.”

45  ‘Abdullah Nurani, Ajwibat al-Masa’il al-Nastriyya, 120.
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Al-Tasr’s move introduces a new alternative into the discussion: within the se-
ries there exist entities that function as the proximate complete causes of the other
members of the series, and the First Cause acts upon the whole of the series through
these proximate complete causes. According to him, the proximate complete cause
of the whole is the sum of the parts that constitute it. Despite al-KatibT's persistent
objections that such a view entails a serious danger, this sum—counted as the proxi-
mate complete cause—is not identical with the whole itself in a manner that would
lead to the impossibility of a thing being the cause of itself. Rather, as al-Tusi repeat-
edly insists, it is inseparable from the whole—that is, from its effect—in respect of

existence and non-existence, while preceding it by essential priority.*®

If we designate al-Tast'’s alternative of the proximate complete cause as S, then it
may be said that, while al-Tus1 regards X and Y as impossible, he identifies Z with the
Necessary Existent corresponding to the remote complete cause, and S with the sum
of the parts corresponding to the proximate complete cause. In this way, al-Tas1 con-
structs the proximate complete cause within the series of possibles as “S = the sum
of the parts,” a formulation that includes matter and form. This sum may be simul-
taneous with the effect but remains prior to it in essence. In contrast, Z represents
the remote complete cause and operates through S, thereby avoiding the difficulty of

positing two complete causes for a single effect.

Through this formulation, Tasl maintains that the complete cause precedes its
effect essentially at both the remote and proximate levels; by distinguishing between
proximate and remote complete causes, he prevents the attribution of two complete
causes to a single effect. Thus, instead of claiming that what acts within the whole is
merely one of its internal parts (Y), he proposes S as the candidate proximate com-
plete cause and makes it a mediator for the remote cause, thereby blocking arbitrary
internal causality. By eliminating alternatives that would fail to provide in S the full
set of possible conditions necessary for the effect’s emergence, he excludes incom-
plete configurations; by designating S as the proximate complete cause, he establishes
an intermediary that carries the proof toward the First Cause; by affirming that S ac-
companies its effect, he preserves both temporal simultaneity and essential priority;

by stating that the complete cause of ten is not the final unit that completes it but

46  Nurani, Ajwibat al-Masa’il al-Nasiriyya, 148-49.
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the sum of the units, he secures mereological coherence; and, most importantly, by
defending intra-natural or intra-series causality against theological occasionalism, he

does not abandon the Avicennan principle of the real efficacy of secondary causes.

Although al-Katibi did not provide sufficiently strong responses to these
moves—something for which al-Dawwani would later criticize him*—subsequent
theologians refocused attention on a point whose danger al-Katibi had persistently
emphasized: the possibility that this sum counted as the proximate complete cause,
and that especially the matter—form composite contained within it might be identi-
cal with the effect. In other words, if S, as the proximate complete cause, is reified as
a single “aggregate-thing,” then S would appear identical with the effect insofar as the
latter contains the hylomorphic structure within it. Should this occur—and the the-
ologians considered here believed that reifying S would indeed lead to such a result,
even if al-Tast himself did not intend it—the effect, having become identical with its
own cause, would require nothing other than itself in order to exist, and the path to
proving the Creator would thereby be closed (yansaddu babu ithbat al-sani). For this
reason, the figures whom Tagkoprizade introduces into the discussion attempted to
reconstruct the proof while preserving theological sensitivities and to demonstrate

how complete and incomplete causes precede their effects without reifying S.

What we observe in this section of al-Nahal, therefore, are attempts to reformu-
late the relation between al-Tasr’s alternative S and the effect in a manner consistent
with theological concerns. In this context, Taskoprizade first presents al-Jurjani’s own
solution to the problem he had formulated, then recounts the solutions proposed by
Khatibzade, al-Dawwani, Kemalpasazade, and al-Dashtaki, and finally concludes the
treatise by offering his own evaluation of these solutions. According to this account,
al-Jurjani excludes the possibility that the matter-form composite is a component
of the aggregate of the four causes and, in order to do so, argues that the aggregate
precedes its effect not as an aggregate or through its internal composites but through
its constituent parts taken individually. Khatibzade, on the other hand, maintains
that the matter-form composite is indeed a component of the aggregate of the four

causes but—citing al-Taftazani—argues that this composite cannot be regarded as a

47  For al-Dawwan’s extensive critiques of al-KatibT’s arguments, see Besikei, “Celdleddin Devvaninin
Isbét-t Vdcib Tartismalar,” 89-93.
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complete cause, and that even if it were so regarded it could not be assigned priority.
In his view, priority is a concomitant of “need,” and since the composite cannot be an

element that is needed, it cannot be considered a cause.

By contrast, al-Dawwani maintains that matter and form possess two distinct
modes of consideration. In one respect, each may be conceived of individually
through a mental consideration that abstracts them from the relation between them;
in this respect, each precedes the effect individually. In another respect, however,
matter and form exist externally in a specific relation and thereby attain unity in the
concrete individual effect; in this respect, they are identical with the effect. Al-Daw-
wanl thus treats matter and form under two complementary perspectives—one dis-
tributive and the other collective—and resolves the tension between parthood and

identity through these different modes of consideration.

Kemalpasazade’s solution to this problem consists of a multifaceted critique fol-
lowed by a step of tahqgig, and represents one of the most valuable contributions
to the debate. He argues that the condition of form’s inherence in matter must be
taken into account in this discussion, that different kinds of predication must be
distinguished, that the composite is constituted by its individual parts, that the ag-
gregate of matter and form is not a component of the complete cause, that the view
according to which the complete cause depends upon an aggregate is a mere illusion,
and finally that the effect depends not on the aggregate but on each of its individual
parts. Al-Dashtaki, for his part, argues that if something is a cause it must necessarily
precede its effect; yet if a thing becomes identical with the composites among its
own causes, this identity would generate the impossibility of self-precedence, and
therefore any composite deprived of the possibility of precedence can never be ac-

cepted as a cause.

After presenting these views, Tagskoprizade offers his own tahqig. According to

him:

[0 A composite is constituted from its individual parts; secondary and tertiary ag-

gregates are merely notional reifications;

[J The real parts of the complete cause are each of the four causes individually; the

aggregate of matter and form is not a part;

[0 The configuration (haya) that results from their aggregation is an effect of the
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agent; it is not itself a cause or something that precedes;

[0 The complete cause does not depend upon an aggregate; rather, it depends sep-

arately on each of its individual parts.

With Tagkoprizade’s tahgiq, al-Dawwant’s formulation—that matter and form
are causes insofar as they are considered under the aspect of multiplicity, yet are also
identical with the effect insofar as they are considered under the aspect of unity—
emerges as a defensible interpretation. At the same time, he shows that the solutions
proposed by al-Dashtaki and Khatibzade do not entail contradiction (khulf), and
every attempt to reify the complete cause by identifying it either with an aggregate

or with a composite contained within that aggregate is rejected.

The debate carried out in this crucial section of the treatise thus represents a line
of argument in which al-TasT’s Avicennan construction—identifying the proximate
complete cause with the totality of the parts—is not rejected outright, but the status
of S, corresponding to the proximate complete cause, is restricted and clarified by
the theologians. According to this approach, S is not a reified aggregate but rather a
set of conditions upon which the effect depends piece by piece. Moreover, as Fakhr
al-Din al-Razi had already emphasized in earlier discussions, the gathering together
of these parts is itself the effect of the divine efficient cause: it is the agent that brings
together the totality of the conditions required for the effect. Finally, with al-Daw-
wanl'’s contribution, the distinction of perspectives (itibar) becomes indispensable;
once this distinction is overlooked, one either neglects secondary causes altogether
or, conversely, reifies them and gradually identifies them with the effect itself, there-
by risking the cancellation of the “need for a cause” that underlies the demonstration

of the Necessary Existent.

Conclusion

Taskoprizade’s al-Nahal may be read as the culmination of a three-century tradition
of debate that unfolded around the distinction between complete and incomplete
causes (tam-nagqis ‘illa), a distinction that, by the thirteenth century, had acquired
both terminological precision and a distinctive problematic framework. The text is
constructed through dense quotations as a vivid scene of scholarly disputation, with

Tagkoprizade acting as the arbiter. It gathers within a single stage views that had pre-
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viously remained scattered across more comprehensive works and renders them si-
multaneously visible. For this reason, Tagkdprizade entitled the treatise al-Nahalwa
al-‘alal fi tahqiq agsam al-ilal, a title that may be translated as “Drafts That Quench
the Thirst in the Investigation of the Divisions of Causes,” thereby indicating that
the work aims to satisfy minds seeking to discern and critically examine the various

positions and claims concerning this problem.

At a deeper level, the treatise reflects the history of a confrontation between two
distinct conceptions of God’s sufficiency with respect to Himself and to others. On
the one hand stands the Peripatetic perspective, which understands God primarily in
terms of self-sufficiency; on the other stands the theological perspective, which con-
ceives of God primarily in terms of omnipotence. Ibn Sina grounds God’s sufficiency
for others in His self-sufficiency, arguing that the opposing view compromises divine
self-sufficiency and thus reduces God to a deficient being. The theologians, by con-
trast, contend that such an approach risks reducing God to the status of an ordinary
natural entity; they therefore maintain that God’s omnipotence—His power over all
things—can be placed at the foundation of His sufficiency for others without in any

way compromising His self-sufficiency.

The treatise’s introduction demonstrates how this second perspective, by re-
interpreting the Avicennan notion of completeness from within the framework of
kalam, transforms this notion and produces a new conception of the complete cause
that gradually took shape from the time of Fakhr al-Din al-Razi onward. The first and
second sections address established questions concerning the four causes as well
as problems of definition and classification, while the third section—whose details
could not be treated extensively in the present introduction without undue length—
examines the issue of the cause’s “complementary factors.” Finally, the fourth section
is devoted to the question of how complete and incomplete causes precede their
effects, a problem that had become a veritable ma‘rakat al-afkar from the thirteenth
century onward. Here, Tagskoprizade presents a subtle discussion of how Ibn Sina’s
proof from possibility may be reconstructed in light of theological sensitivities.
Within this problematic line, which traces back to the debates between al-Katibi
and al-Tusi, the views articulated from al-Jurjani to Kemalpagazade may be seen as a
remarkable example of the theologians’ attempt to reconstruct the proof from possi-

bility while preserving their characteristic theological concerns.
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Manuscripts Witnesses

The critical edition of the present treatise is based on three manuscript witnesses.
Among these, the Veliytiddin Efendi copy has been adopted as the base manuscript
(asl), while the Yusuf Aga and Berlin manuscripts have been consulted for purposes

of comparison and textual control.

1. Beyazit Manuscript Library (Istanbul):

Veliyiiddin Efendi MS 3238, fols. 102a—114b. In the critical apparatus it is indicated by
the siglum (9).

This miscellany (majmu‘a) preserved in the Beyazit Manuscript Library brings
together number of treatises by Tagkdprizade on various branches of knowledge. The
phrase written on the front flyleaf — “ma fi hadha al-mujallad min al-rasa’il al-latifa
li-Tagkoprizade rahimahu’llahu ta‘ala” — introduces the codex as a compilation of
Tagkoprizade’s treatises. Beneath this phrase appears a list recording the titles of the

treatises contained in the codex together with their opening folios.
On the protective leaves (wigaya) of the manuscript the following note is written:

A miscellany in a green pasteboard binding, written in the hand of the late Khwaja
and containing his treatises. His Excellency Kazasker Yahya Efendi has borrowed
it; this should not be forgotten.The expression “the late Khwaja” (marham khwaja)
appearing in this note may most plausibly be understood as referring to the author
himself. Supporting evidence for this identification can be found in the colophons
of several treatises contained in the codex. One such colophon appears at the end of

the treatise edited here and reads:

Tammat al-risala fi al-khamis ‘ashara min shahr al-Muharram al-haram ‘ammat
mayaminuhu min shuhiir sanat thaman wa-khamsin wa-tis‘mia al-hijriyya ‘ala
sahibiha al-salat wa-l-tahiyya.

(= The treatise was completed on the fifteenth day of the sacred month of
Muharram in the year 958 of the Hijra.)

Since Tagkoprizade died in 968/1561, this date places the completion of the
treatise roughly a decade before his death, during his lifetime. The marginal notes

and corrections found throughout the manuscript further confirm that the copy is in
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the author’s own hand.Finally, the waqf seal, impressed periodically throughout the
codex, contains the following statement, indicates that the manuscript was endowed

for the benefit of the descendants of the Tagkoprizade family:

The endower of this book is Ibrahim b. Kamal al-Din Muhammad b. Ahmad b.
Mustafa b. Khalil b. Qasim b. Hajj Safa, known as Tagkoprizade; [he endowed it] for
his children and his descendants. (Wagqif hadha al-kitab Ibrahim ibn Kamal al-Din
Muhammad ibn Ahmad ibn Mustafa ibn Khalil ibn Qasim ibn Hajj Safa al-shahir bi-

Tashkopizade ‘ala awladihi wa-awlad awladihi.)

This waqf seal confirms the manuscript’s connection with the Tagkoprizade
family and further corroborates its identification as the autograph copy. Accordingly,
the Veliytiddin Efendi copy has been adopted as the base manuscript for the present

critical edition.

2. Yusuf Aga Manuscript Library (Konya):
MS 346, fols. 204a—218b. In the edition it is indicated by the siglum ().

This miscellany preserved in the Yusuf Aga Manuscript Library in Konya likewise
contains a collection of Tagkoprizade’s treatises on various branches. The phrase
majmi‘atrasa’il Taskoprizade, appearsintwo places: onalabel affixed to the manuscript’s
protective case and, separately, on the protective leaf. This indicates that the codex is a
collection of Tagkoprizade’s treatises.The front flyleaf also contains a list functioning as
a table of contents, recording the titles of the treatises included in the codex and their
opening folios. Several entries in this list are accompanied by notes identifying the hand
responsible for the corresponding treatise, including bi-khatt al-mawla al-marhum
Kemal al-Din Mehmed ibn al-mawla al-mwallif, bi-khatt ibn al-mwallif, bi-khatt muallifiht,
and bi-khatt al-mwallif. Although these notes are valuable for the codicological history
of the manuscript, they must be treated with caution: the treatises identified there as
being in the author’s hand do not appear, on palaeographical grounds, to be autograph.
Nevertheless, the codex remains an important witness, particularly because of its close
association with the Taskoprizade family and because the table of contents attributes
at least some of its contents to the hand of the author’s son, Kemal al-Din Mehmed. For
this reason, the Yusuf Aga copy has been collated closely with the author’s autograph

manuscript in establishing the text.
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3. Berlin Staatsbibliothek (Berlin):
Sprenger MS 1823, fols. 56a—83b. In the edition it is indicated by the siglum (<).

This manuscript miscellany preserved in the Berlin Staatsbibliothek also
contains a collection of treatises by Tagkoprizade on various disciplines. The flyleaf
records the titles of the treatises included in the codex. At the top of the list appears
the phrase “hadhihi ras@’il iddatin”, beside which the number 10 is written. Beneath

it appears the heading:

Fihrist ma fi hadha al-majmu‘ al-sharif min mawlana al-‘allama Abi al-Khayr Ahmad b.
Mustafa ibn Taskipri.

The treatise edited here occupies folios 65a—83b of the codex and has no colophon.
The preceding treatise, however, which ends on fol. 55v, contains a colophon dated
to the beginning of Rajab 969 (Marh 1562). Since the codex appears to have been
copied throughout by the same hand, this date provides a reliable indication that the

treatise edited here was copied shortly thereafter, or at least around the same period.

Where necessary, the Berlin manuscript has been used for comparison with the

Veliyiiddin Efendi and Yusuf Aga manuscripts.
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