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Differences amongst Shiite jurists on a multitude of issues
is an accepted norm, for example there a variety of rulings
regarding the obligation of Friday prayers in the absence
of an Imam. These kinds of juristic differences, however,
do not usually have any greater hermeneutical
significance. In contrast, the dispute amongst the Usulis
and Akhbaris regarding the Sharia status and
permissibility of so-called books misguidance (kutub
al-?al?l) is based on diverging hermeneutical foundations
and therefore, may have ? in a limited manner - wider
implications for reform in other areas of jurisprudence.
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In order to explore the hermeneutical differences between
the Usulis and Akhbaris and point at the possibility of
expanding the Akhbari hermeneutic, this paper will focus
on a case study comparing the views of Yusuf al-Bahrani
(d. 1186 H.), a distinguished moderate Akhbari, Muqaddas
al-Ardabili (d. 993 H.), a highly admired Usuli figure, and
Murteza al- Ansari (d. 1281 H.), one of the most
distinguished post-al-Bahrani Shiite Usuli , on the issue of
misguiding books. Al-Ardabili and Al-Ansari both inclined
towards the prohibition of misguiding books. The paper
will provide an exposition of the underlying reasons for
the usuli prohibition on misguiding books in line with their
normative maximalism in determining Sharia regulations
and Bahrani?s vehement contestation of the usuli
prohibition. This rejection
reflects the akhbari
commitment to ahadith, which makes no explicit
prohibition or mention of kutub al-?al?l, therefore leading
to a permissive attitude towards misguiding books.
Whether this rather liberal conclusion in kutub al-?al?l is
consistent with their general resort to the principle of
caution in doubtful cases is also a point for discussion.
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ABSTRACT: Dan ger ou s Def in it ion s: On t h e Debat e
ar ou n d Def in in g Islam oph obia w it h in t h e UK
This presentation will review recent calls within the UK for
government-backed definitions of Islamophobia, while
considering the unanticipated consequences of such
proposals, as well as the convergence of the discussion
around defining antisemitism with defining anti-Muslim
racism. I focus on the definition of Islamophobia which is
being proposed for adoption by government and a range
of civil society organisations, and compare and contrast
that definition with other ways of understanding
anti-Muslim racism. To the extent that a definition of
Islamophobia will fail to address the government?s role in
propagating
Islamophobia
through
ill-considered
legislation that conflates Islamist discourse with hate
speech, the proposal for a government-backed definition
of Islamophobia should not be regarded favourably. We
can also learn from the lessons of the negative effects of
the government's adoption of the IHRA definition of
antisemitism. Alongside opposing government attempts
to define Islamophobia (and Islam), I argue that advocacy
efforts should instead focus on disambiguating
government counter-terrorism initiatives from the
government management of controversies within Islam.
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