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Abstract:

Ethics is a branch of philosophy that addresses
issues related to human values and morals.
Though most of us know great Greek
philosophers but aré ignorant of contribution of
Muslims in this field. The ethical issues related to
mankind are very well presented by Muslims
philosophers but as their original work was in
Persian and Arabic it did not surface that
powerfully. It was later revealed that the many of
medieval times western philosophers actually
said the same what great Muslim philosophers
like Al Ghazali has deliberated many centuries
ago. Following is a brief write up on one such
subject the purpose of which is to highlight how
Muslim philosophers debated these issue in the
background of religion.
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Several ancient civilizations have employed
various intricate systems of reasoning and asked
questions about logic in order to solve different
perplexes and paradoxes which they faced in
their lives. Such inquiries have been documented
in Egypt and Mesopotamia. They must be present
even in pre literate times when hunting and
agriculture practicing societies lived and
traditions must have passed to subsequent
generations. Such enquiries developed in a
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sophisticated way in Greek period. All great
names in Greek history had their share in
understanding of natural philosophy.

Natural philosophy included just every thing
related to the nature. It includes all enquiries and
answers to physical world. Magic was essential
and use to explain supernatural phenomenon. The
idea of cause and effect developed later and
supernatural phenomenon thus put on side track.
The concept that natural forces produce effects
not gods was prevalent in pre Socratic period.

Logic is a branch of philosophy in which one
studies the principles of valid demonstration and
inference. Falls into this domain are topics like
validity, fallacies and paradoxes, reasoning using
probability and arguments involving causality.'
Induction, in logic, is a process of drawing a
conclusion about an object or event that has vet to
be observed or occur, on the basis of previous
observations of similar objects or events.? In
deduction, for an argument to be correct. if the
premises were true, the conclusion would have to
be true as well. In induction there always remains
the possibility that conclusion drawn may be
false even when premise is true. The argument in
this situation may be a strong one.?

From Aristotle's point of view knowledge begins
with experience. In his view first principles is
reached by the process of induction. Having
achieved first principle does not mean that it can
be generalized. Examination of enough
individual cases are pre requisite to make an
inductive generalization, which is impossible.
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Therefore uncertainty remains in inductive
generalizations. To overcome this uncertainty and
moving towards certainty. intuition plays role, this is
what Aristotle calls "Mind." Through this the gap in
the process is addressed. A deductive system from
first principles is then what Aristotle calls
"knowledge." Aristotle explicitly says that "what
results of necessity must be different from what is
supposed”. This would rule out arguments in which
the conclusion is identical to one of the premises.4
Over centuries debate remained on possibility of
occurrence in future of same pattern that were
observed in the past, the notion being supported by
induction argument. Philosophers and logicians
trom this school of thought provided argument for
assessment of its correctness. They also deliberated
upon importance of method of reasoning. Karl
Popper and David Miller in 2oth century put
questions as to the existence, necessity and validity
of any inductive reasoning. This also included
probabilistic reasoning.®

Hume highlighted the fact that "our everyday
reasoning depends on patterns of repeated
experience rather than deductively valid
arguments".¢ What Hume has said, was already
argued by Al-Ghazali, a great Muslim philosopher.
Logic (Arabic: Mantiq?) played an important role in
early Islamic philosophy, making logic in Islamic
philosophy an important branch of study in the
history of logic. Many important developments have
been made by Muslim logicians. Aristotle's natural
philosophy was not acceptable to Al-Ghazali. The
point of difference is that in Aristotle's view natural
objects by virtue of their own essence and nature
can act independently. He was of view that physical
objects can cause effect on other physical objects.
This is what is called secondary causation.
According to Al-Ghazali there is no secondary
causation. God is the direct effect of all the causes.
God has not only created this world and whole
universe but also sustains its existence. God is the
only true causal agent and solely is immediately
responsible for all natural events. The western
tradition has coined the term occasionalism for this
doctrine. According to this all apparent instances of
secondary causation are just that instances of merely
apparent, or occasional, causation.”

The very notion of necessary causality is described
as the relation between a cause and its affect which
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is necessary and always true. Al-Ghazali gives an
example of "a piece of cotton which when brought
near a flame, burns. In fact, whenever any similar
piece of cotton is brought sufficiently close to a
similar flame, it also burns".8 It therefore bring
forward a causal link between the flame and the
burning of the cotton. Al-Ghazali points out that
what we are really observing is simply a quick
succession of events, not any sort of causation. We
observe only association of events. There is no such
thing as one event causes other. The continuous
connection between them that has been always
observed from past experience, does not justify that
they are going to be necessarily connected in the
future. In fact, their connection, which is
undeniable, due to a cause external to them acting
upon them. Al-Ghazali criticized the philosophers’
proof of causality because it was limited to
observation (mushahadah) which depends on the
senses, a source of knowledge that he could not
accept on its own merit. Thus his position regarding
causality is consistent - with his theory of
knowledge.8

This natural cause according to Al-Ghazali can be
suspended by God. Al-Ghazali thought that
accepting necessary causation would deny God the
power to do what he wills. That is, it necessary
causation is true, then God would not be able to
perform miracles since, miracles do not follow
causal laws. Hence, when God wishes to perform a
miracle he suspends the habitual course of nature
and allows such an aberration of natural laws to take
place.8

Al-Ghazali was the one who developed the Ash'ari
school of atomism.1? He argued that "atoms are the
only perpetual, material things in existence, and all
else in the world is accidental, meaning something
that lasts for only an instant. Nothing accidental can
be the cause of anything else, except perception. as
it exists for a moment. Contingent events are not
subject to natural physical causes, but are the direct
result of God's constant intervention, without which
nothing could happen. Thus nature is completely
dependent on God. None of the accidents. however,
can subsist from one moment to the next. This leads
to a cosmology where in each moment God assigns
the accidents to bodies in which they inhere. When
one moment ends, God creates new accidents. None
of the created accidents in the second moment has
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