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This is in reference to the essay by Muhammad Abdullah Shariq titled

"Ghazali aur Ibn Rushd ka Qaziyyah" in last two issues of Al-Shariah.          

The premise of the essay is flimsy, since the author aims to defend Ghazali

against a hypothetical attack without caring to cite even one source. In fact,

there is more than one way in which criticisms have been extended on

Ghazali from variety of perspectives such as scientific, philosophical or

religious, some of which may are given as,                                                     

1. Less informed and reductionist criticisms by the so-called Muslim 

rationalists or modernists.                                                                  
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