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The Effect of Cause on the Text Sense by Fundamentalists

Al-Abed Khalil Abu-Eid, and Aiman Ali Abd Al-Raouf *

ABSTRACT

This study aimed at explaining the effect of “cause” or reason on the text sense.

For that reason, and in order to explain this intention, the study includes a definition for the effect of the “cause”
on the text and text sense, and alist of the faiths of fundamentalists and their evidences on thisissue.

The study found the effectiveness of the fundamentalists who approved the effect, and the weakness of those who
disapproved it.

* Faculty of Sharia h, University of Jordan; and Al-Asmariyyah University for ISamic Sciences, Libya. Received on
10/9/2002 and Accepted for Publication on 22/3/2004.
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