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Thesis summary

The thesis deals with the points of agreement and disagreement in the
issues of deduction methods in the principles of jurisprudence. Between
the two methods of the two Imams, Abu Ishaq Ibrahim bin Ali Al-Shirazi
and Abu Hamid Muhammad bin Muhammad Al-Ghazali (may God have
mercy on them), to show us these aspects and compare them, clarifying
the opinion of each imam in them, and the reasons for their differences,
and revealing to us some of the features of the two fundamentalist
methods of the two Imams (may God have mercy on her), we also explain
I see a group of scholars of the fifth century, they differed in their
intellectual background, especially in the issues on which the two imams
differ, with the aim of revealing more dimensions of fundamentalist

difference.

The thesis aims to clarify the two imams' methods in the methods of
deduction, and the impact of that on the methodology of fundamentalist
thinking.

In his thesis, the researcher adopted the descriptive and inductive
approach, by tracking and investigating the issues contained in the section
on deduction methods that each of the two imams were exposed to in
their books, so that the researcher could discuss and compare between

them.

The thesis was divided into five chapters, each chapter contained a
group of investigations, the first chapter dealt with the definition of the
two Imams and their scientific heritage, the second chapter dealt with the
definition of the science of jurisprudence and methods of deduction, and
the third chapter contained issues of semantics in terms of language, and

the fourth chapter contained issues The significance of the term in terms
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of comprehensiveness, and the fifth chapter contained issues of the

significance of the term in terms of clarity and strength of significance.

The thesis concluded with a set of results, the most important of which
are: the existence of governing and controlling methodologies for the
thought of the imams in deciding the rules of the science of origins and
authorship in it, and that the fundamentalist heritage of the imams is a
fertile material that can be used in building rules governing human

thought in various fields.

There are a number of recommendations that we recommend, the most
important of which are: Studying the methodologies of the fundamentalist
imams, a deep study that determines the rules and methods of
fundamentalist thinking, including benefiting from the science of

principles as one of the methods



