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ABSTRACT

Understanding the rationale and wisdom behind the existence of norms in any legal, political, or religious system
is considered a highly significant factor in fostering adherence to those norms by members of society. The distinction
between legal norms and moral norms lies in the concept of enforceability. If an individual subject to the law refuses
to accept the norms established for the order of society, they will face the prescribed sanction. However, it must be
noted that an overemphasis on enforceability as a means of securing adherence to norms is only acceptable to
society up to a certain threshold, and not all norms possess the capacity to be upheld through strict and deterrent
sanctions. As a result, it becomes necessary to focus on other elements and variables that promote adherence to
norms. One of the most effective factors in this regard is the explanation of the reasons and wisdom behind the
establishment of norms. The findings of the present study—collected using a descriptive-analytical method and
library-based tools—indicate that a wisdom-oriented approach (hikmat-angari) to jurisprudential rulings has long
been considered by Islamic jurists and usilis (legal theorists). However, in the domain of devotional rulings (ahkam
‘ibad1), an excessive emphasis on their purely devotional nature (ta‘abbudi) often leads to a decrease in adherence
to such rulings.

Keywords: Wisdom-oriented interpretation, rationale of rulings, formalism, justifiability, enforceability.

How to cite: Pourmolaii, M., & Faghani, R. (2026). Wisdom-Oriented Interpretation of Jurisprudential Rulings in Light of Formalism and
Legal Justifiability. Comparative Studies in Jurisprudence, Law, and Politics, 8(3), 1-14.

© 2026 the authors. This is an open access article under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International
(CC BY-NC 4.0) License.

Submit Date: 07 July 2025
Revise Date: 23 September 2025
Accept Date: 29 September 2025
Initial Publish: 04 October 2025
Final Publish: 23 September 2026

©IoE

BY NC


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0

Q)

vy M %Lﬁu’&kjjg

6\

il § 9>

(59> (S PN g g puadlo P ¢ g3 30 (el PSS (5,1 CwoS>

mortezapou357@pnu.ac.ir s s S Ol Ol 5 ply oK ol B gim Sl 5 4 o3 S sl ¥ ey gy i3 50 )
(J sms 0t 55)
U‘J:'.l 4;}\}@3 ;)}} (:L:r. omb ‘JOL»J\ é}d} JLJ)‘\.L‘!o)ﬁ UL;L:..J Jlx_‘) J:Ab Y

oS>

el bzl (6o Sl bajlrs & sl bl 3 g Dl ale SOl (b (Bai i a3 Lajlwn 552y S 5 s (el
sl s laslrin Gai Ol 5l (S sl il e ) Ciles psgte 5o (O] laslomin 5 B slaslmin Sl 0 S e s
sl bl Gl Ll Silas 55500 o8 il ar g il bl s dalet arlge sl o ) Sl b ds 1 el (i sl
Sl Ciles T gl a8 L) 1y b b ol bl aam 5 A3l o (B0 LB amsle (g5 51 ol Ll B IS0 56 (g g Sl Lajlia
23S S el b g balin 4 (il sl Esl S (6505 sl ite 5 pols oS ol oY D 53 558 B8 K55 sl lasl 5
SOlS Sl Mod (o5 sy b aS pol sl laasl All s bl mos CnS 5 Vs el e ) 3 Jelss 5 55
IS lad s Lol sl axdls 13 i 5L s 1 ed sl 5 Lels (sam S s ST 3 (0] S oS das e LIS Sl 0 Sosls S

Al SIS e S & il Olsee o 33,5 o ol (03 91 (S Camds A Sl i AST s3le

Sl Sl 56 it 5 o 5 50 S 3 56 STT a1 g S 03

(N ol 5 Gaim i el (o yinssy . Joim S pdiacr 55 5 ol b 55 03 4 oIS 1 RUVCRN QR 21 IRV PP FE PRS- SO PRI RF SR Lo Rty
AEAR

ol 42 8 5 o (CCBY-NC 4.0) o158 L llas 3151 oo ies &y gooty s ol SLES] il 0dis 35 40 Glato s ol SLED| G pi> oled 1¥00 ©

VEY VP bl b
V) i S5k b
VEF e Vil b
VEF e \Y sl Ol b

V0 e ) ile Sy b

©IoE

BY NC


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0

s § By (35 i lS S gy

4adie
3y sl Baim Ol (sl alasl el ol B si Ol Ol dalss oo WOT S,y 45 W1 3 9m5 pla s By Wle 5o
Olpe & (Ko gilie ol s 350 wdln (el I3 a4 Ol S o sl SGaSS L 1 il o5 slasls w5l Ol
wils sy glajls o ool o3Y (Ehrenberg, 2016) sy o ol 55 620 e il iy S5 Olpe 4z 58 305 S8
Ol Obe Lol gy bz 5o Jsi laslen Sl 5o s 5 (IO Glajlawn i o 1) Lajloeia () S Hlga | 0y 8 6 L
JSo 5 o 5l Gl (sl s5de U S 5 (Bai glalmis S5 ol anS s (Gardner, 2012) dub o sl (S si
S ilate ol ghyls b 5wl bl Ll LT o8 ol ol B3t oo 53 gn sl 3 1 (S0 il o 55 5 il a3l
3505 3 s Gl & ly 03 Sl (S il ol 50 Gsi e bl (gLad 53 455 S lesl Ol jsi5e ol s 5 40 b
5 ot dasls gl 5s pasia s et ol s s e BB Ll il 0 8 K3 G e Oy 5 5 452 Ol Aol
Ll Kos o o lie s stang BB 35 slajln sl o e ol G s ms & ol Gujb & am® o 5 e L8
)15 35y i e (B sl slab 53 Ll &8 Witizes 5 il e ikt (5 G (sl 1y 35 (sla i (gl
Sl Ol alsy slaad S ,5b 4 5 s 5 e dajls glad s ssm g ilate Wlai 1 BU B sk pedle 3 LT S cnl 51§06 a2l
Slsbis 5l las same B0 s Wl ol i 6 e 5 ol 3 Lol glus (Aspremont, 2017) €, b ol G 5o
Reid, ) el 3 peie oo olai a0l BT 55 5 0SS b a0l Bl 55 5 5 pse slaslman oy 53 ah il pod ot ot 5 oai
Sl ol p3Y w53 A el dar Lol 555 5 S b6 G o laslrn o cl s Wl il 5 55 (2014
s SLps 5l g als a5y g A glad 5o Sy opl s 4B S s Bai b b s Sy Bk gl Gy ) 2
056 ol Jol Lab 55l Ol (BUS1 s e b 5 il 423ls 513 L 5 o 5ol e 55 3550 g IS 5 Slo 5 50 Ols (i
st oS () CaS s sl rasn SBs L e bl 4 L S si glaslnie 5 18 O3 G s 5 s ol
SIS alie 88 ol ol A3l o O iy JUis 4 (25 ) 65 ey A3 o Bsh (S i 55 5 el b g lr 2
Sl 5 3 el b s Ol e 5 (3158 ms dnl 3 53 o3l an B 5 B 8 15 ol 5 i e 63100 B gkb oIS
G S 5055 «g3be b lal 53 48 el (nl 5,8 o 513 Al 3)se el & el 53 oS Slans b Sl 13 B si
Loy b B 3 Balio ols o1 L LU 3 Cmds 0l Ll el o B (s pliar 5 5 pmadle 35 S0 55 b e Ll
o S b oo Glalans 00 eS|y Dose 4 bz s s Gae el Sl Sole WL ol ey
Ll LaOT 51 s ay aalsl 53 o8 ol a8 815 e 5 01l ol plad ( (Si gy slacSaS Sils g il Lol e s s
O 5, 3 L,Lu\,@...bcw g5 >olse 3 Sy s SLS il Olse Cou iagh 5 O 5 Ll Al dal
Ssim ool b a5 Ml i sl 53 b s el a ) o G S S 5 el aST L
Aol 01l ol plla 3 3 sl e 55550 Olgie Lo lasly 5o o ety 5 ol aman Wilesls 13 sy ) 5e il ss s

Sl ass Ol plaS s 35 5 o odalice S 5ok Llasls 5 3 sa edlle B el (S SB 2S5 B ru.,gbafo el

IRk




SH5h> Stz 9 pratlod g 55 =gl P U 2ok

5l aix el aes & LI i pS (OS] S s 5 Olpl B ol Sl 5 SO Ol 4 4B 6 T 3 x e
338 gp gmn g3l e sl

L fs,y 9 3lse

sl sl oslizal allie u;,&wélaqucujwwj: S o) el asn o

G5 slaadly

53 bl ol andls 13 e 5U s 51 ol sl 5 Lk (g g 51 g oIS G CaS S das o Ol ol i slaasl
AL Al e plS 4 il Ol 8 23 8 0 sl 1035 () Conds Al i AST (sl oS Lz

dal gt 13 a5 3,50 Gah (sLab 3 peddlo b ite s 5 A Al w0 oLl 5 oISl psgde (o a4 Ml Cead (il
RO Y

ouuuf\s,t

Sl L1 e 0T ool 4 5 L3l Sl e i O3 Jalse 516l 0s S Al pastie oS- Ol Oblabes
3,13 aed Lz Dlslie Sl 03,5 el gt 45 el ol (Sline 4y 5 w3 oS5 3l s ol Sty 5 el slme 4 i o
3ol 35 e bl 8 0 Do OB 5 (S o5 bl 5 6 (ol ST 5 Jlesl sl g5 ol Sl ke 135 Slsle
sl s dlsl Lels Slble 658 :@.o.-C;\;Lﬁ.o)'”jG>—J\;jl»éssjf&ubhi;jplqﬂdj\é«zﬁ);});iﬁﬁj QTCéLLa
F s 5 FE8 oS Ol | elenrl sl Jlasl (s s 133 S e plazrl 313l e s Qicau”)uhd,\ Aoy )3 48 545 e
b Sl 5 e w8 Colesl ol 4t 3 gad o J s o3l ST 5 S 5 e by anas s34 | 0T 535 Ol
Lile gl Slbsle 5 . 085 5 et Ctly o dibe Gl D5 5 Jb G pay by o a5 olaslS e3> w5 sl Aol il by s
3ol Jold (g3le i Sl ol saltdy Ol g0 4 oS (S3be b pIS) OM s it o S i 3 3lse o0l SB 5 Sl
ol 35 o o, Lal 0T 4 (3l i sl 03m 53 LSS 4 45 (g pme SBlalae b o sdle Ll a0l 5 sl oS 51 2ol
(Ju\&L{\),‘@j&)@ptml;,l;w}&g\j}mu,ula,\.;c;jgpm?\@\wmz;;,w:;;)y\6@6:,.:&&;.;@
Loy O (o 5505 Laslgy)esl 5l

53 el e clsle (._<.> O3 Ghd 5 Slale & V'<'> 0551 e 5l asle (oole 8 5 (sole fli}l sl sl - ege
ol b sk ol gl Sl s (il S s Olie 5 Mie OO Gl ol Slils bS]
= Sl sl s el 5l Sbsle b Ol il Sslize bl b J5 o g O CaS w538 £ Al DLl
o dol ply c bl psghe O35 AS 5 5 Slsle b psghe O35 (B oY 5sd e anxl e O s s 4 OLilds 5SS 4 03
3 pete ax oS- &S ol e Dble Olos Ll oy g psete 43500 550 anrl e s e Ll Dbl 2 ol Do e
Shsbe Coale 5 psghe o)ls e oAb 5 b o b S Olsead 53,5 ilys gls gmr 31 (S mtne Saed 4 il 5 5,5 zale

dl-;J Jé\ 6LM EQ‘JL:.G BE L}i)u& L;Lhoﬁw e C.J& 9 Q‘JL& J:.C« 05 Ll Lﬁom L;Lﬁeﬁ.» 9 LA)KJ)\ C,.;;o-—\‘ .J; J.]m)l.@_b‘

IRk




s § By (35 i lS S gy

e o |z 0 g5 0 51 i L e e s oSl S ol G Sl 5 5al5 s it 0Mis 6 8 oS Sl )l e
S ogd Sl 5 CoMie el 5l lsle 2 A8 Il Llel ks @us&@ﬁw\wodﬁj,\;)\j{ol& FYNERMEH
S 4 Olodes 0Ll o3 5 plimt s o Lol aiSCn oSiae 5 OLialEs 6 ol ST by 5 5551 g 355 g0 nl o Sl &
O 51 ol Vsl 6 ol a0 53 51!l A5 5l (14868 4 1 e SIS 5 8 e b g5l Cdlliee e il pls i
SIS 0w s slhe s 5 Slsle 45 Mis D3SO e 4 b slie e LAl i ile OF L lags el o b6 e
5 dn S 3l ) b 51 (el SMsle Sl ls Sl (sl L) oMie el 4 BU aS 5Ll 5 oUT ST osoble s e
Sodoms (el Olad a4y 5 Wsd o el Ll Nie 53 &S Slosgdome Olad a4 Soyse ol o b wdls by, Vs (6,008 5o
L Sble Ol s Iy ol Jsleasls Ll Sllobas b 3 a5 3505 3L dend o OF 51 515 0 il 5SS 0 Dl 555 &S W e
(Ziaeifar, 2020) ol ¢ e Sl 55 gL Sz 355 pad 33dome oMie IS e

3l 2 pl LS 05 Sy 5 ls e G ssle ¢K>\¢A§>¢:éb_);‘\bw b sood ol S5 ol @ a5 L
($3h i plSl CeaSm (58l e T 3 el o saks S 5 el 5 S e et gsle b plST 53 5 sl 5 el
w3ls 3 m s a ol 53 Sl sl ool (San (g upede 5 SO e Glae Ly (ks P13 S Ll e 5 i)
3k Pl S 3l a3 A3 = e (3le (g3le el ol oy 3 s s St e sible ¢ Glas el Sy i L L
83k b ol L b ol 5 L3 5 5 25 Y gena

oot o b plSo| S sl

el P e ) S ek S5 Gl 51 SG Ls anls ralasl L el cal gl (il (0 S ) S e
j‘wr@jsjsdtm4.3¢4.5..9).>C,.a.<>.('Turahi,2009)J)‘J&)'l{mj)wuujls)'(()Qu‘dsw‘gdcccﬁ&f
335 oyt a4y S (S8 Ol sl 5 JLaS 4 il gin o Sl s Shas SsSr pmans Sl gl o8] e 5 Giltal
)Jw.@\o%sﬁ@u‘5}«4)'\v.i;—CijilC,&LgASJA.é)Jsz.-jﬁaMQ@M}\@‘@)@Q&LQuM‘CM\)J
5 Sl O ol Jshae 45 ol (g3 il Mol 3 wde ol O 355 53 330 5 (205 oS Gl 53 e ol Ol n | i
(Al-Najafi Al-Jawaheri, 2020) <ol ¢3Y Jghns pde ¢ rode 515 ol dtasly (23525 & D gbae 35205 45 ol (6 4l

AB oy 2550 15 OLedSin 5 Dl B 503 S Lot 5 Ol e CaSo S 1y e Sy 3550 e ST 3 et ol
Gl Sde 15 epd el 0Ll e 3 pall oy pl b s ol e JWS Laes Olea cle i s)ls sliel OLiy) sty 3
ool Cdgles 5 e Clds Olen (JLS Las cpl 5 cnl Cle Lad 5 6osm s o Olea Jsles sbl 5 Coll e S
.(Khomeini, 2002)

ol & Sle DY (S Glate (g0 il5 055 Gede by oS s gl el BB CeS oS il G e 05 50l 1 52
b GodeB a4 oS (olezel Ws am o Jal s e ancd 55 dbiiis Sl s il 4o e Sl gl adl il | LB
als arasi b prend Sobl aspate e ils o b 1 OF annd 45 Jbm s dizes BB (6305 Comal daiies e (gl -0l

ol e 35568 caSm O s ilade 5 T g el 5 B oSl La it sy Lo &l 2oS ol sl o ol als |y (S

gk




SH5h> Stz 9 pratlod g 55 =gl P U 2ok

5 dem ) slals Gimes GV WlanslIS LS |y ClaSm 1 LS ad gid sanb s ple] G JUS 5o L 1 el 1y LBl
Sl 5 i Dlblital 3 4 53 (Sl ol 3 DLl a5 e atd] oS Witn JB 6 a5 aaSm (51 S el pls (5 et I
e skt e sy pde L s 8 55 g e S0 ) e 5 S Sl Ol S esle Ol « (Mubalighi, 2016)
L a o eaSm 05l)3 Lol 5 ol oS e Dlagle s e 032 oS S e Sl 0055 0 oS 3 e L s el
OTJ}?}M}YLA‘fMVS?rv\ﬁbif.l&dﬂj‘ydsww@f%QT)‘JLAJS‘JVS?JJP.-)L';?S4@\&]%&)&@;&3&
(Al-Mousavi Al-Bajnordi, 2007) <l oS> 55

(S S sl S5

Gold ok ol 8 ol i 30l 8 i (oS sl CaSom) b (oS S Gl S on 5 ol 5l a5 4
Y sde oS s el G i (oS Gl e & b 5o 88 oS s 1 O Ol el 5 S e | oS
S g 3l ¢S i Alalle jor o o5V 15 Al 23l 5 s oS Gaslian plad 3 el e Y (S LS
ks s & s & Jlis o oBlazdls w3V 1) Golae LI 3 S sy (A AAL Gl oS Grolaas a5 Cd Y
O 4l e 5 ol oS latan 15 alall e 5 dtie (S 5 il e G 25V oS il bt 3 st S
AL WS s Al Gl CaS gl 3 ol (Sas - (Makarem Shirazi, 2019) ¢
fts’nu@w&,,;oigw,fwtm

L b Jrsme hol 0S5 0l w0 ol el b (al 8 i 53 K ol 5 205 s (A eI
u,z,Lx:Liu@'olm;\u;u;m;&)swlﬂolmoﬂgm;\)ﬁwbw‘ S CaSm s 5 s &S
ool f 5050 G & Glate S 0,0 oS i b 3 &S ol (eSS D 200 5l e Dl sen g se Lol g o5
o2 3505 Sl pde 5 (L) s Olas Gy b 4) 55 P Il 3 eslinl g 4 5led DI e Wl S ) KU
Glate S S 1 LSS (S 53 a8 s G cpl ol s SUSG sl LSS Sl g5 el sl o ) e 4
Sl 5 ol pS 51 (S 01 55 8 oyl my s on 4l ge S ool b a8 (ST Ols o las Sy 53 il S
sl b agrlye 53 5 T e Ols & Olr Lok s 68 a5 bl el amll Il oS o 0 g0 e sl S i 1 (5,500
pher e Bl 53 oS Sl Sps opl w ancd Opd gl 3 Ses 5 (VAN 1999) i el s 4 fods 50 WS
o OS850 5t e mam BB oSl 53 Lol 3 038 a5 e s pa Gk 3l 3 s S ol
Olor s pde pl80a 355 oo andlIS JUS (6503 5 35 g0 Al il xdls (55 (6,503 0 &S IS 51K s il andll a5 S0
(Rashad, 1987) s34 5l e b BBl 0dels 13 5525 &8 D) 5l (s 0 2 (K 550 5
Salers 5 el p

A5 s slasls dlest gl oY Glaslile 5o 5 aale slajlwan (ralie dlax sl (odaze Jolse Ll Sodm Ll o 5o
Lilsy 53 1 Lol 51 S pa a5 538 G 5 LOT Ole Lol Gs8 Jolye sl 0Ly 4 Foi b 5SSy 358 48 8

ks glao s (slls il (gls e 51 Gy e 3 B Lals) 5 eeslie .(LOIZIAOU, 2007) das o 513 s 5550 B 52>

2




s § By (35 i lS S gy

tmeys il 6,AS b Sl b Soslite Gl e L1 (6,AS Baim e Sl 5 Uy cdar il epalie e (gl sdsl e
ol oS S Vol G55 Jalse s p b Bl (s el b3 S0 55 e 5l lsds 68 Bl 5 el oK S w8l
S adbia 5 (Redondo, 2013) 55 o pliar 55 sk ol Cilisee olalas LB 5 552 o Jool> 3 pim tlin 5 Lol 4 o
3,500, 48 S Ol Ll s Bl e e laslnis 4 gl 5 B Al s g sl Belse 5l (S ap Lga
Lol el 5 6,8 UK 53 L0l 5 Spn 28 ot Tl s 35 Ly 5 ealis B 5 conle SIS 4 Yl S5 e b
Ao Foim andlo 3 5 oy 3 il o G pdar s ((Soim el 3 5 Sy, S O xe (Sharpe, 2020) 351, o 3 si>
Ao b 5L S el Fl 0o e Sl 5 bl aSL AL oo Bk ke 5 sl Sl (glas sazee b G i
w5 5 b o aS s e b andl 6,8 e 13 ki CBs w elel Jalss ops plad (Baie el b s S 0
>l m bl 53 4) (53 penn 3l sl (S 8y 3,5 o 13 e szl il 5 Sl slad plos Tl 35 S e 5 Lo s
{(Eisenberg, 2018) s, a3 $ L ;5 (dsl oo slal 5 Calie (3D

Sgi> 53 pedle

O b a8 Lae ks Sl Gt Ol Ll das IS5 056 d@Ses 55 55 G5t ot 4 b S s lad s
Jeas 5 o e 35 1 0T a8 Gl ile 0508 sl el At andls Skl sl 3 5l b DLl L Bl s Gdls|
Laloin o 5 il s ailir 15 m3 o OLE 1 Gt s sy tedle 3 oS5 Canl Bl ol el S oo (5o JB sl
058 5 5 Fsim dal) Sl o S5 Ol dlanly 4 B Lo 5 Jo wr e 3L I sy Bk laslle 5 ealds
35535 oK s (Keith & Robert, 2005) 3313 0 Gl ¢ g0 50 Joad 40 3550 om0 L5 ad G in 2l o oS>
ol cpnlis dhox 5l Jsi= glaslen 5 Laily) sl LSS Gl Saym s S0 An s 2 Olls e 4 Bsim edle
S [ S s LS il gla i wBlsn Hsipe Gl WIS sl e an S K s (bl 5 gaale el sl
Oly & g oo Jas e a5 5550 (JS) 4 50 rtf 23 A 4 Ul <=l§ 2 S e Gl S ol ) ol B80S s
(513 ot Ay S 2l Hanly 4 Sl b s e S Ty B S b Jlezml sl pmpn anly 4 By 1l ol sesle
(Pineschi, 2015; Siltala, 2011) s woeia Bl J5 S 350 615

Ol BLILL S o 58 G35 o 2050 S oo a5 1) Bsi slin L el S o5 il Jolse o B r—"-:“"ﬂ 3,555, 2
e s kiSar 5 el o BT oS Sl cpl i L o Faim eelo b sl fle 51 S 0diS a5 belse o]
Sl 5 S Al e ilaie (i sl &S (s A g S B s o Lapllal Dy s 4 b Gl Jie 5 (501400
o a8l pl Gua Sads wadle b5 S5 00l st baly; sl 5 LG Ol SIS st el b s s Lo
Lo Olle unle 02,8 513 e b ge jais aw ke opl sln a5l 0als DL eliSam T B paze S Do 4 Gk
S5 L el Lol sl Sn B B3 o8 ol e loin (sl & Oy ol 381 ¢ Bt b 3 3,555, 3 (Redondo, 2013)
£358 0 (AU 1S Sl 055

S 2l S5 5 el 5 53 SIS oKl V-0

IRk




SH5h> Stz 9 pratlod g 55 =gl P U 2ok

b e T8 28 5 Lalsy el Yol 1555w adsls Slhas 50 4 B Jal sy SO ST (5 015 oo Lol G52 e 5
2 ALl das el el a1 el e &Sl 6l Bt el Ll suiST G BS lpl B L i JE G
AL gy Sop Sl Ul e s ks il S bl ol =Sl G e Sl el 1S OS> Lol e 5
oS e s 53 @l 3 ¢t ey SehlB 5 ol b el ol aOT i 03 e BB 5 il el Yol il
(tl@d (Shes 5 Sle s 5l Lo 058 S S psgde ol 1 o iy a Wl o ol e g Gl &S 050
BT a3 Sl el « ot ¢ 35 el b 3,555 s s(Leal. A, 2014) Codles s e 5 6l el (35 Cpnir
daly b paghe slab sty (8L s 4 e a4 ol 55 e ool Fsi sl b alaly 03 S iS4 5 and 01 5 35 e
Al s o s p52 Y Glab Sty el Jls @ e o8 03 o sl 3 5 e

Wile s alin b el b das o Coatl (S e Ty ol LaOT Baly 4 3y & slaslg 5 o158 gl ouplin o lle 8
wdlin OF o)l 45 (o3l 31 Olas 350aie) OUME = o €550ka 1) LT &S o 200 5 &S o Sl S Cilis & slaals
5l gd BB s ol a5l By el b oS Sl el el thogl S 0 S5 (WS e e WaOT Sl il e
$0% paete S plmndl a8 Sl a5 L o) 4t plomadl (3 g o 3515 (6 K3 and ) ale O3 & 04 dexr 5 4 5l
S n Jas LS S50 40 pems 5L el o et e (1l 40 peme S L oS ol ol plon) 515 e
48 goore SG el Blize  Saals 5 ol cplnndl oS slne o ol sy LS5 syl 3l S r 48 gome S (5l i )
e 55l (Lo 5 &6 ) bl 5 G0 5,500, S Bl s Baim w4 el b 5,805, ol aiS 0l & sl ol
(Brooks, 2005) dzua S35 «Bda 3l 4 o &5 Cenl U5l slaslas s (Chls 3 si

L Gsim 3l psein ol Aol Sla das o 13 2ol 55e 5 (515 3 IVl Sy Bl & G 51 o Sos Bsi eele B
ST 3 G b s by 3 ol ol 6335 a5 sl & e OIS @ B Ll Sl S plyar s slabele o b
ool 355 Sl w558 e 3l K 5 ol il b Gaim S 0Ll JUT 53 &S 03 gsen sbalesl 3 b 515 bl o Lo
5 G sland; Olge 4 on ) st Il ele b s o DL 1) (Bsi aly) plncdl &S (s late gl 55 33 1 das
4els Sy G 355 )3 S el sl S oo Lol e 3l ply S 0 Ol Sl e liS i B Slas e Dl 4 o
g B3 g Sl 51 S Ol e 4 3M=1 (Shecaira, 2013; Uleman, 2010) was oo 528 05,3 51 1, G oS 15 o
2 s g 4 oS e Gla e S (S S e SO e e i B o sl e 53 (B Gl s S s
Lol (503 Gl ccade 5 s JLS s oS il cds b Al o amalz sl 3 Calde 5 s IS s j;l} SN sl Sl
S ol ) iy a5 O L Ole cpl s 8 g s Ll aSS el LIS 50 30 la Sl S s ls s e 58 (65 5SS
3l am la e b 53 6 ol 23Y A 3 ls (NS Sy i s 4 55 AT 5 e sla ke
b3 13 e a8l | (Gl 5 S (555 Jlize 38) SGuS e sla it U o 5 edle 3 ims ly oine a0

r...:Jl.c,é ol b iie Cads g G

gk




s § By (35 i lS S gy

Ol Ole Jarly s ol (sl (Bsa (slaslrmin 45 Al 0,La1 5 iy Sy Olol S5 pll o F5i> edlo b A Lol ols Ll
3 &S oy 2 |y Gt Ol sl oS plaslne il o B Ol Ol ailsy sl Sloe Loy (B0 51 Lol 1 b G52
ezl 5 b Glale sl iale 5 G (g3lasl ol po dhos 3l tditan § im0 (LS o asta | ol oSSl 3y pllai sl 5o
Slosl 5 b Sy 4 ate il Joam glapll 53 A o0 Cogmmme Bui= ol glas s Olgie 4 Gsim (e o Lajlas (ol
5 3LlS aen 8 dits g e GO Ol i ol 3 el sl Bk e sl slag e sl ol s ol
5 I gl 4 o Ol sl Sl 33 5 gn Baim slajlia Olajs il ade s Jolse ann r 3)lpe 2l 3 5 015
ool oBasS 5 Sl Sde 056 Al il 8 il slacand (Katooziyan, 2019) sl bl 1 slasl folss 51 iy oads
e 056 sl pled 5 S e s LB Gl ala SIS s el Sl 5 del J sl S Coils 235 L Ll syl 1 s
Iyl 68 otls 53 a5 5 s S o Ul Laslsl 3 oo sms dolsd sLab 3 |y ol (285 ) s5m 81 5 el 3 oyl nlat 1] 4yl
33 s el s gl 5l sl e Aol 5 gl Bob 5l s et b e dels 5 gl Glue L Lalul gib ael 3 5
Kl 513 IS S6 aiie Ol ) B pllad Sllows 5 > b

S p oS> a-'u

Se b b Gl oS5 nl S s Fesle Dby eals D13 S0 5 S50 Sl s 5o Gt Ol Ll (e 5,55 50
o Bl s ain b5 G e 5s ades L Olul Julys » oSl laslnis am s iol (S G e (S i oS
Gl Al b e 5,055 Ol Ly, 2 p s Cny slidd s (S 5 Oley C2dS Ll (GO Wl 5050 Sl 50) G5
2SS e pane i A 5 el pl Al e ST (36 Glae S 5l ke & Hsge sl s s S el ol
Gy $lab il ol ol (San By Ol slajl; 28 555 = e s 0l OUIG i Ole 3 45 i el ol 30 Ol Lal s
S8 5 e g glacdl 5l b s o, 18 O S50 5 S0 Lt gLl 5o Sepl gl 5B Gl 5 e
TSl ot Slas 4 (55U o315 (Beyranvand, 2020) 5,5 515 (035 G568 S D35 G568 O3y G5B feS D5y
3 Ao s o) Gl Blie jo aodr s w5 ad Wigme el ikl jauds n Jan 5 oM Froans 535 Ko pl el B35 8
e g Sl sl S b ol S s ke s a5 b e ) S5 58 esle Ol 4 el dd 1 b S
23 Gsim oo 4 ol Wl ol 4 x5l (Perez, 2017; Reid, 2014) ail ble 635450 (s (535450 (Lle SLE (ks
5 cibe Sl s s 53 1 B b Wl sl ol Sl 5 G0 s S0 sl e 6 sl JB
(Oslpl P b Gllas 5 5Tel 1 Loz 5 5) il sTol Il 2 L jaity 3l o Ll Soslir Ol o3 sl I L 0350 58 31 o gne
(Klabbers, 1998) wil (556,56 L Glhe S50 lax & 5) S50 S L i il 5 e dlesl

Gai= ohe 0ud polais]

ol e glaaca Sl aldS a oS (el ol 1 ol o5l 5 Bk Al (g gl ilee DB B el 3 L BLS I o
el b kol Glon 3551 s 4 S e B B sh aeddlo b L b1 3 Ciliss slaslSs Ols 51 015 oo 4l ilasls o pgde

syl sl s el sl ék*&}rm& sla e Ls‘d&wi.éj‘p RERYEs VJLQJSoaLN Ol 4 . oul Bsi> (5 pdiamr s

IRk




SH5h> Stz 9 pratlod g 55 =gl P U 2ok

JB Gsim e slajlmin oS ool ot (a3 (pl 50 53 el 3 petie gilate i a0l BT 33 5 SuSe L Ol BLi) g 5 s
(Robertson, 2014) Ls dals= ploas 5 Lol 355 5 S o

Slolin b adly sy Ol 53 (5 a8 (sla it 5 S 3 (¢ fosle e 53 Gsim Ol Ols Lol oS Oljs o 40 15 0
Sla ize 5 LS 13 (6 Fedomy haw 53 G s Ol Lol gy 4 o Bl 3 55 dal s S 5 a3l 3 je 4 3 a0l suS o las Elos
L Gsi e Sosle Oy 35 00 S S5 5 oy e a5 WOT S L (35> (gla sl (Ll andls 325 OF 55 (5 2
2> (Santos, 2020) &S .« =S > Gud olant] LS G 4 (56 Glaie 5 s decen glid 0US (S 5 Ol B
53 5ot ol Bls 3 se by, (s Ol Ols Laily) (slad ap ilises 5 oo la ate 3505 4 a5 L eSS ) e
Olee Slebio K (ggm el 03 A5 5 (b olantl S jae 5 bjlamis (Bsim (e 3 55 olantl luls; opl @ maly
e 5 byl b (Wledss ~1b (3 i s ooy s 5o dlesl 6l (IS del 8 5 Jgol Sl 3 45) G5 (e S (sla sl
(Beyranvand et al., 2019) el edd axlyo o Sialen pie S 5b w5 o155 (o5l Jod 51 s sla s L ¢ oolans]
S S 4o

sl SOl 5 cnSls (Bai e 3 a8 a0l el i Ol Jailss D sy 5 p 5o de ey w5l Sl Gai (e K
et ol dalls S I s amet j3 das e | Gad Ol b sdamy Laily) Ll el ot Slagdudi s oS Las (s 6555
(s B g G a1y Gg= Ol Ol Lol Goslias 5l (6 5 sty Ll (S S Cab &5 B2 jmy o olat| Gy oS
el Sl Ol Jals;s @Sl sla Stms ol eslg sy s 4o ,o 0 b 55 (Foam badVazal 5 s o (slad 5o clas o iy
S5 G Olals it 51 sl Codlid (S Ly 1 lasleia 53 Olsge 4y 33,5 e s slalain 53 55 5 iS5 sl
A s aen IS Cpe aple bl 5 ol |3 S e 5555 Sl Do s a3 ol QLT 8 s 5 Al
aib Ol (Fsim ol bl 3 S oo My (MU (B ke s 5 eedle  Coenl & el pl 53 LS ol S 2
LU i slajlmin 5355 o Cmime i ol ls anslel 4 oSl sl il o (3L Sl Sl ks B 55 5l 4l
1 ot Sl 25 amalr 3 (I sla Sy s 08 3 (ool Sl gy ol sb a5 aelel 4 (oSl 53 il O e
e | Siles psghe p 2eS SO L B bl 4 il sl 55 g Jule G Ol 4 ade g (pl S e W
St B Sl 4 sl gl S0 SIS 5 Ul (g8 D050 S50 5 e laai B xS L Ky s sl
st & o 5 b S Sl Jols S sl ol bl 3 g 5 o SIS 055k 5 (ole slal ) ilas S s
S35 oy SaS ite (nl p pnger SISO a5 LB e 03 0 ol b 5 G Ol IO s T (5 pdiar 55 ( I ala
Lol sladld 5 el pldl 5o oo o S opl sl il Coanl Sl o 93 5l a5 opl S o (st slajleas 4 sl &
5l S s ole lacala s 4 5L 0T 04 Slhes sl & Wp o axlsn 55 Gy il 5 a0 sl il
sl 2o Ol 55131 (G5 51 050 lrl pde 5 (28 L agrlse 5o (osas SIS 5 03 0 aS0pl p a3 35 dalps aypn oS e &
Sl 5 oslel 5 Olm s (s 3l (o (B «tls 33 LS o Jee 3l 5 BU S Cald s oIS a5 esls 0L STy

Il




iy § Soli> add gi,_.da‘s Sy iagh

le 3 g w331 (Sl Olioe 58 4 e end 4 S oo Wl 131 (505 eIl 5 pagn Sl SR (0352 350m0 s 53 5 DS 2 5 g
5 el b Coadl &S el pl 53 g g 2l 5 amelr g (S B 4 gkl 5 (G S Lty adem BN
Canl Sl 55 sole Sl 3 4l (gals s gl (slad 5o endle 3 LS &6 W3l 53 o5 e OLLed o0 dBT 655 53 (S pdiar 5
3 LB (g Sl g8 Gl (hle b fS (K S 5 G pdiar s L BT s Oley SB IS sk e oL b
olsle f&ldj&'lwdw)ﬁ Ssdo o @\,;:pr.uu&wwjfﬁ s sl sl 4 S oy g gid OB s 5
6¢>uougu>%p@ﬂgauﬁf;uuuégg@dnfaup»b,mﬁuu¢dhmﬁﬁfgu@gthduxu
5 08 s a5 3550 shae Ha8 4 (Nl e sl 3 ol b 4 5) ke b gl a1 () CaaS i BT
sl 4 Sl 3 i

Bl 2ol

2l s gy bl sl dﬁ@a ol andlas rl;;.'s\):

O ks 5 oSyl

Sk o

EXTENDED SUMMARY
The relationship between jurisprudential rulings and their underlying rationale has long remained a

contentious subject in Islamic legal theory, particularly when measured against the frameworks of
formalism and legal justifiability. This study offers a comprehensive exploration of the wisdom-
oriented approach in Islamic jurisprudence, focusing on its resonance with formalistic legal
methodologies that prioritize the internal coherence and logical structure of legal systems. It begins
by recognizing that norms in legal, political, and religious contexts are not merely coercive
instruments but also vehicles of meaning that demand intellectual engagement and moral
acceptance from society’s members. As (Ehrenberg, 2016) and (Gardner, 2012) contend, the
effectiveness of legal norms is deeply intertwined with how well they reflect human needs, interests,
and power structures, necessitating a regulative framework rooted in both ethics and rationality.
This article adopts a position that appreciates the dual necessity of enforceability and intelligibility,
arguing that understanding the "wisdom" (hikmah) behind legal norms enhances public
commitment to them. Drawing from the works of (Aspremont, 2017) and (Reid, 2014), it further
elaborates that legal formalism, when grounded in logical coherence, facilitates the interpretive and
justificatory clarity required in norm establishment and application. The foundation of legal
normativity is, thus, not brute coercion but rational justification, making the wisdom-centered
framework a vital component in bridging legal formality with ethical and social acceptability.

In this context, the article differentiates between devotional (ta‘abbudi) and non-devotional rulings,
emphasizing the challenges in attributing rational justification to the former. Devotional rulings—
such as prayer, fasting, and zakat—are seen as divine imperatives that resist intellectual deduction
or analogy due to their inherent nature as expressions of servitude. Conversely, non-devotional
rulings often reflect human reasoning and experience, particularly in matters like contracts, political
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governance, and familial relationships. This dichotomy highlights a key epistemological distinction
in Islamic jurisprudence: while non-devotional norms invite reasoned inquiry and legal
extrapolation, devotional ones often rely on scriptural fidelity and metaphysical commitment. As
(Ziaeifar, 2020) notes, the interpretive strategies for each category differ markedly in terms of their
reliance on ‘urf (social custom), rational heuristics, and precedent. The study argues that although
the rational foundation of non-devotional rulings aligns seamlessly with legal formalism and
justifiability, devotional rulings too require a reinterpretation that incorporates psychological,
emotional, and spiritual dimensions to enhance societal adherence—especially in modern, pluralistic
legal environments.

The article further unpacks the philosophical and legal distinction between hikmah (wisdom) and
‘illah (causality) in the derivation of rulings. Whereas ‘illah implies a definitive causal relationship—
where the existence of a cause necessarily entails the presence of a ruling—hikmah refers to the
purpose or benefit behind a rule without demanding such deterministic linkage. This distinction has
far-reaching consequences for legal hermeneutics and legislative reasoning. Drawing on (Turahi,
2009) and (Al-Najafi Al-Jawaheri, 2020), the authors demonstrate that while Sunni jurisprudence,
due to its embrace of analogical reasoning (qiyas), permits broader application of inferred ‘illah, the
Shi‘i tradition maintains a cautious stance, elevating explicitly stated ‘illah while often sidelining
unstated wisdoms. Yet, some modern scholars like (Mubalighi, 2016) and (Makarem Shirazi, 2019)
have challenged this demarcation, advocating for a more expansive view of hikmah that encompasses
both the explanatory and justificatory functions of legal rulings. They argue that even if hikmah lacks
the normative force of ‘illah, its value in elucidating the objectives of Sharia and fostering public
understanding cannot be underestimated. This has profound implications for resolving apparent
conflicts between rulings—such as the tension between performing prayer while ill and avoiding
harm—as well as for deriving secondary rulings in complex modern situations.

Formalism, as elaborated in this study, functions not merely as a legal methodology but as a broader
epistemic stance that underscores the coherence, transparency, and internal logic of a legal system.
Building on (Loizidou, 2007), (Redondo, 2013), and (Sharpe, 2020), the authors show that legal
formalism entails a commitment to rule-based reasoning that perceives law as an interconnected
system of norms rather than an arbitrary assemblage of edicts. Justifiability, within this context,
becomes the linchpin that enables societal compliance by appealing to both rational and ethical
sensibilities. Importantly, this approach does not reduce law to moralism; instead, it recognizes law’s
unique internal rationality and structure, as emphasized by (Siltala, 2011) and (Pineschi, 2015). The
formalist paradigm is particularly useful in Islamic legal theory when applied to non-devotional
rulings, which can benefit from logical reconstruction and systematic interpretation. However, in
devotional contexts, the authors propose a complementary formalism that integrates metaphysical
and spiritual rationales, thereby enriching the justificatory framework while preserving the sanctity
of divine legislation.

From a socio-legal perspective, the article connects formalism to evolving ethical and religious
values, showing how jurisprudential reasoning must adapt to the increasing complexity of modern
social dynamics. As (Eisenberg, 2018) and (Keith & Robert, 2005) argue, the ability of a legal system
to respond to new variables—such as technological change, pluralism, and globalization—depends
on its internal coherence and interpretive flexibility. The authors invoke the concept of "fuzzy logic"
from (Beyranvand, 2020) and (Perez, 2017), suggesting that modern legal systems must move beyond
binary legal categorizations (lawful/unlawful) to accommodate degrees of normativity and context-
specific applications. This theoretical shift necessitates a rethinking of both the sources and functions
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of jurisprudential rulings. In particular, they advocate for a model that allows for the development
of specialized legal norms—what they term “legal specificity”—to address the growing complexity
and multiplicity of legal relations. This trend, they argue, is already observable in Iranian law, which,
influenced by Imami jurisprudence, balances the ethical-religious substrate with formalistic
structure to produce coherent yet adaptable legal doctrines (Beyranvand et al., 2019).

Finally, the study calls for a reexamination of how jurisprudential wisdom (hikmah) is treated in
contemporary legal scholarship. Noting the paucity of modern texts that emulate classical works like
Shaykh al-Saduq’s 1lal al-Shara'i’, the authors stress the need for renewed scholarly engagement
with the wisdom dimension of devotional rulings. They argue that the relative neglect of hikmah in
devotional rulings contributes to a disconnection between the law and the lived experiences of
believers. Bridging this gap requires a reinvigorated jurisprudential methodology that harmonizes
the normative rigor of legal formalism with the ethical, spiritual, and psychological needs of the
community. In conclusion, the article underscores that the long-term viability of a religious legal
system—particularly in a modern nation-state—depends on its ability to offer not only enforceable
but also intelligible and meaningful legal prescriptions. Thus, the wisdom-oriented interpretation of
jurisprudential rulings, when framed within the formalist and justifiability paradigms, presents a
robust framework for enhancing both legal coherence and public adherence.

Ultimately, this study advances the view that legal systems rooted in Islamic jurisprudence, such as
that of Iran, must continue to refine the intellectual foundations of their normative structures to
better align with both traditional commitments and contemporary exigencies. The dual emphasis on
formalism and wisdom-oriented interpretation not only ensures logical integrity and doctrinal
coherence but also strengthens the moral and spiritual engagement of the public with legal norms.
By reaffirming the importance of hikmah in both devotional and non-devotional rulings, and aligning
it with the principles of legal formalism, this approach offers a promising pathway toward a more
just, transparent, and cohesive legal order.
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