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ABSTRACT

This research studies the paradox in the discourse of Abi Al gassim’s tale,
and it is divided into an introduction, two chapters, and a conclusion. The first
chapter was addressed as (problems and concepts), and it is divided in two
axes: the first one is displaying problems which may affect the study; given
that the text was at a place of disagree between scholars regarding its author,
date, and genre. The second axe was about concepts related to the words
discourse, and paradox in an attempt to develop an understanding to a
merged concept known as paradoxical discourse .The second chapter is
identifying the many types of the paradox, and is also divided into two axes:
syntaxes, and situational ironies. Different types of paradox are evident in the
text and play a pivotal role in constructing it. As for The conclusion it is evident
that there are many types of the paradox found in the discourse. It becomes
clear how the paradox maker was conscious to his reality, and the causes of his
nation; he addressed those issues via a plethora of paradox techniques. The
structure of Abi Al gassim’s character was distinctive; because it was built to
serve the meaning of the paradox. This can only portray greatness in old
narrative styles.



