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Since we are to mako tha Arab contrihution t literary cri­
at times diITculticism Our iBEue, we mst bear in mind that it iا٩ 

to disEntangle iL from the chaos uf the general sNienes nF language
esgecially BalAgha. We want to stress the fact hatا the really va11r­
ahleي natrial in litenary crtieism eiisted before literary criicism
becarne €rrupted into tIc dry gcience of Dalagha.

By criBcism Lere is meant al] Lhe writings which either attempt
t anwiyEe, appreeiate and judYe a iterary tcrf or «fTrr A sigNifcant
{heory of literature. BAlaghA, however, i pnmaty a fommnal sciene
which i canremd erchusirely with formal disiinEtions and classif­
caLions of the various .higures oF 6peeches, W shall have to exclude
a pHi«ri any bnok wbich has-other objectivvs than hitemery criticiEm
especially if the aimB it purstes are LhcologicaL When we Fay Arab
contribution we mEan by Lha word Aah aل l the writErs who wTute
their boks i be ص ا Arabic larguagc irresqee!tive of their race,

In a hurried survey of Ambie litcrery entieism lik this we
need not linger lung at itA pimiuive stage. l the second lalf of
ht sirthع ccntury A. D,, when Arabic poetrY was in i foweriag ق per­
iud, a soTl of. elcmeDtary critici:m cn be olserved Kur sometime
hefotيe Lslum, there wقa a greAt numbr of markeا uver the descmt1
wher many people of diferent Iihes used to AsAembl and recite
pueTry.

Tha eourty of kirrs i Hiraم und Gعمh sAn uscd to enEourage
ancient poهe to recite their pocms in tho presenca oF 'kings. The
judgmen which ها were usuAlFy passed on poetry at Lhexe Berblies ة
can be coDsidered A sqn «f Tutlintentary cFitivism. ln that. period

.quick. judgذ bs, induced by sudden admiration, uEed to pasعطا عر 
mnen on ضا yoeLA so t هطا a poet might be considered the best of all
thanks to one vera or one poem only. Fvery judgement passed on
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poeLry, its maning, carstraution r 1uusir ropresented. at that period,
a son ol vritirذEm, bt nne, which ٦a% purely arbirary, not bnse
0n :rucrcntation cr un invsligAtoD ino pcculiur ti& هrا qualities
of tعh work

With the apperaRc of Mluhnmmad the TJurEn wa6 so crmple­
tely diTTeTent trom all tho cristent foms of litersturc And pocry tHat
is absnrbed, hyoth as a new fom literature إن and as the reliجicus
oreed of tle Prophct, all the minds in its canemplatinn. This hrou­

.t Mhout a nturl pnuse in potie artivityأج 

L tH uimes ot Mvharmad'6 valipls gجTups f wrabi19ذ used
tu o ع t AlmRDina where heyا cliscussed and admired tHE nEtر pcts
[ thE pr-lsمL miE priod. onctines ؟ ،Lbe aliphs ث uhrselves took
part in the diق cuEsions. tnar ه tle second Caliph, cnidercd "Al
Nabigba" the best paet and when he was aslswd wby, h said, "It i  و
hecause he mever insered unnRce%sIy wurds, 8lWays avoidd tl
wnouth in pLy and nEver prixed ra urwurhy ot prais.'

Lnt whatever w tnay say, criticisa remainer priritiwe Ard
madle litle prvج resa until thc'lest years of the [irt cuntury df {HHijra،

We cam say htا critirisn emtred, at that time, a 'rew puase
anD .begAD, as i1 werr, a new life. Hy the end oF the hrt entLry,
tbe new Islami way of Lifa ha bred a ccrain kind 0f pele, and
th way was paved [ur them do ما rcsearche iD a mmler af dil.
renL direutions, Jmrnst Lhcse Echolars there were rammarians
and phillurists. Wurk on the ArahiC rammar ج was begun. and
n.Aebs welcomed thE new EUienre and. began to 5hdy it. lt ws
nat long before the ae science' grew and branched ou, s that two
mة in schuols of thoght sppearcd: one in Baura and th uthr
i٨ Kula.

The tw panies sdied Arabie literatre und trid to deduce
and bringg t hight rules of gremmar, diferent derivations of words,
meLres and rbymes. Msti of theE& [raumarians WCre not onky
«oncemned with thE hinguistic aspcات s af wors and syntAr but thEy
also passed occasional judgmrnts on certain:pnems. 'Aabsي el Fil,
for instancc, was a،relator of tbe pueLry of Jarir and Farazdaq; Abr
'Amr ibn l ء Ala' and Iunus ibn Hlabib made many good observ٥­
tions in literary criticism. We caonot neglEet mentining the grcat
work of 8l AEma'i and ABu 'Amr ibnel Aa in cellecIi tnost of:
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,n dainrtر n lis4. Iر١١ h p+r-lslamie preTy and prestrying it fryا 
they co!levted s ا a!] the 0]،servations and tuat اdvmcr ز haa hren
passed 0n [nury befit Lheir time، 'Theب e gmanmarians went mucb
lrp«r in thR +n}uynnt umr! apprciatin of pelry than &heir
pTer!:rrsSiI8.

0ne 0f ts+ 9ranmarians and philo!ogis13 19 lhn 5a}lnr• ٣ .

٨1. 2:1. {A. H.1. Hu w8 not miervly granmarian lttJmahiم١ 
ahso are!3tor aM rrit«:. Ilis hank '1'aheqat lة 5Hrur' is (:nsi­
dend t 1 th+ f٤s h:د.ر ! n Fitarry cribvism an is largely
rpT:svntati٤ oF tlue :ritcaL wbervativns ،r lni٩ V&nten1 porا ries.
H٢٠٤rsscsscd suue f th hitis that evEry Tiا must huuve, ard
٦٤8٩ aware of som ١f th principles on whi:b rtieim ه shau} h
!r:ged، ]٤ neبe r!erl in. hi «pinin long traiiug andl rxprieHe. A
rniti4 mst lwe an 1x٢wr wn his suhjeut Ad 1v1!-vrsd in tlu
prautirw w f ر his wr F1 u}٤r wurls : وastا alr. «lue nrt nRet the
reyuirttrts. hut nusl h sv:pplcmemfed hy ¢xperintw antl lnur
$t٤}y.

T'Hم &,،nd and 1ast imporAnt point strssed hy lhn 5al'am
iبر٤ le mp r neeتا .of wTihyigr th portira] t-rt? ann nf nsrertainini;
thni٤ ririn. '[liو is, in 14rL the {irst ste] in fKHa! uritirismn aidع 

11st he the fwtndtin on whirh auy suuch «=riticism is basen, He
clire%،d iolent ج7 attauk at th nanncr in ٦{٦٠٠h the nbs had

urrtnesE of m91y:٤rEtioerd 1hر١١ d 1iir prLry and al40م-,د l١ إرب-٨
١f the t+.Rts.

Th uther ج impurtnt pont in Ibn Sll's bnk i9 1h disision
f poets .into classv:s. !it لا T:gard te tim [rets ٦«t¢ eithrr ]shtrsic

wr pre-lslamie. He tried to vassily th١ poetد F «siL١r era in rlusEe٤
orirg t the abundance mnn exrelenre «f their pottry. Nlgoوة 

tle plA«:e of «mriLn Fuurd ernsideratinn in his dliviiwn3،

1hn 5allam, however like the آس previouد «riti0;s, faile to
suppont Judpnnert; he paascd nu poets and patry by analysing Le
tts 0r Jا :srrbin4 thr qualiLis 0f +arh psriular port.

Thaek٩ t the attcmpts f Ibn 5lam, rDticism rrtainly mede
a step forward, «specially aR regardls question of vvrifcatiun and
1ha claRsifuatian of poets, Whet we niss in !us hiak; hoRcvcT is

-ritivism in thr AEnsv ot a discEmnin stdy anl a methlieul appء 
roach, ThR firet ettempts at method are not to he fotnd earlier
tlian tle [ourh century .ater Hlijre.
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Al Jahiz (d. 255 A.H) who was one of tbe leading Murteziites
d wTitems of bis tme tHied in bis buok Al Bayan wal Tabyyin toمه 

pive a pictro of critcism in th prelslamic period and he first
century After hijra, THe miLiuiEm of hatا time, he mainLAined was

it&ق a marked degree sound and convinciDglenenLary, but tع٧ 
l literary uaELe. Tho crities ofد maaated [rm good and pracLicن 

that period, aceording to rime managed to discver a mumber of
reAl Artistic dcfeeوt in verseف And to giv vahuAble Advire to oRators
and pOet9.

The other part of Jahiz's pook was an echn af uhe intellectual life
of that period. 8t that time, the mcsuue9 of kfa and Basra were
not only places for worship aDd adminiEtration of justice, but aLe
schools for Lhe teaching of languBge, grammar, raditon (Hadith)
And jurispuderre, as wll a٩ plaees for relators and narTatorE to
relate, to uhe audience, the sهt ry of the Prophet hife nd conguEst6،
The L adorsع of lدheologieا sehnols and religious .diwiEion wsed to

o there for dialectical discussirn¥ andl number of pueple attendedع 
to earn about the diflerent branche of knuwledge. yone who
spoعk before Lhe udicne in the mosgue had to pussess the Ahihity
t٥ express himge]F clearly, to &ttrect listeners and eEuade ذ1 them.
Thقu w new kind «f study «ame inito bcing to show thr qualities
an 0rator nEeded, and to point out hoا defects oF diTferent speevhs.
M1any ohservations on speeehes were regi3tcred in the book of A  ا
Jahiz which can be dided into four main aertions, disccussing

:l these prncipal poin namelyلم 

1. The correcاness of prnunciation and the defeuts causcd
by «lrformities of th wocAl organs.

2. TH٥ eorrect se of LanguAge ard tHe musical rekstions
exisLing twcen words, wiطt consideration ot o طا dcfecب rsulLing
from the use of dissonant words.

3. $ynux and Lhg relation heteen words nnd their meaninجg s;
clart, concisurcss of epecch; wors suitabe far dillerent wudieaces
and llyمn ا hoا relationshp between the kpeد eh and itي snhject.

4, The appearArco of haا orator and his gestures. Ln the
ions of his boak litcrary oriticism is lateat, butا heoruical observaا 

n4 explieit Hs book daes nnl eal with uh difIEreiit speeuh.
fails dehne ما heا qualities oF good ه pem a nlم to evelap A
meLhod of practical literary eiticiar.
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As for IHn (oها iba (213-276 A..) we notice that iذ a
cظtre ir measura oF indeperdcnce and 0riginality ir the apparently
ressnnahke ideas which h expourds in his book "Al SHi'٤ Wal
5Hu' ara'. Lnfortnately, however, he does aat apply theEe ireas
iم His actual criticism. Still he bad a really seieDtifo spirit and
urged people to fom indcpcndent judgrerts and to ue thMir own
powers of apprcciaton. h atsked uhe philosaphars' method of
criticiBm, or retbcr tbe :±terps they made te use furma] logie in
the appreciAاio», the cTiticism and the writing of Lhe hAngtng8-
Very concemed about literary tast, hc tried to save and prtect !t
from thE regidity and fomalism of logiE and philosopby.ع •

Th٨ obvious defect of Ibu @oAibs's wIiuings i lis eressiveHy
mationa] mcthad. bis thoughts on the theory nf literatmre are ٤icherن 

nd mnoro feruile than his scnsitiwity to lbngUagc. 3lost wl thseم 
eneral houghtBا on th theory of Jiterture are found in uh?
initroduEion o} his hak. et لآ when be begis writng ab«1t pcets

ta ofler are biographical nates, adorred wiU exAmplus hع baللم عط 
oddurce8 irom tiffereut poets.

In the me و penod, mention must be marlR f the Frinee
Poet lbn EI Mu'tazت, not hecaد g he was a criti hul Lecause th
intlaen«:e of his book "A hadli" on hoا general trend of Arabie
criticism١ wa cosiderabl. I was the fIrst ta lring to liht
the real natre of the dispute betwcn Lho noderns And the

.ists which originated since: the ccnhry F hlijreا rditionuا 

lbn El M1u'taan divided the principul ulernents of the
seience Badi إر، iuto tbee dlifTerent secLins, eaeb deuhing with
a diemnt subز ct :

1_ The meاApbor which is illar-stone م of pottry.
2. Ways of eRpression eonnwcted with te foT only wnd

not witl١ th essence of poetry itselF. Thcr are three of ther
iن صh s book :

(a) Th "Tejnis" و which is the complete or parial confornity
f ]ettery or prorunciation ! ه twa or mor words،

(b) THe «Mutabaua" which is the use of words wnd their
opposi L sع in one vere or settence.

{e} Tbe similariry hetween thc first word ot the verse and its
Iast wor.
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3, The ialerbiual م style wiuh take9 tha fomm of e logical
ArRumnent,

ln his Hok, the reunphor whieh ; ذ !ed "a iaraل]" ­cons وز
idercd tha mosi impcrtant elemEnE of poeLry in. greneral. Paetry is
threaded tlrourh with meاaphoR which are to poLry whAt gennar
i8 to language. 'The naturel dispositin of te Anabs lcrds itel{ to
metaphorical epressiou 'Tly endenuy enhancud hy heا ،{reat
poELiual lcnt قا of te aErient pnets has achicved grreat «fTeetg referted
ofteu {a a3 'oricntAl inagery.

It has !en suإ gett! tlat he nssimilateo scme nf Arstote3
iء leas on mcaphor. Thو can ho partially accnpted. For, lhn El
Nf٧'taaa had a pure and unadulterated Aralic taste, aun his attempt
at eluridating tle aniies 0» Badi lad Lhe unmistakahlc wtamn oF
rTiginality.

Oudama iha Ga'far (372-:37 AH,]. n the vortrry, hwever.
wa5 rcmnplE!vly cnLhrallen ly the Dew plilosopli:a! warner ،f
1hnught. lt i8 obvios thet he wa . و extremely fond of logiE whirl
made iLs appearanc iu this period,

He 4ys of poeLy. in liر hook "5agd el Shi'r" that it is
regular speech with mcrcs. rhymTes und mezpings, lhEn, prceeding، ٠' • - 'T
to an explmnMtion of Lhis lclinition he says tht it is a kin ok speech
brcause pnetry is a fomm of sperh; tlat itis in meres to nlistinguisl
it frr that which is at د 1ctrical, in rlym8 to diEtinguish it frm

٥١

metriea] spREcl which is unrlymen, and has hnally mcanings to
Aietinج wsh from that wmhich ha¥ all {hest elements witboutt expresو ­
in٣ & mEAninR.

H٤ (imher states thE four rletunL of poاry whic! are in
his opion {l) words {2) metre (3) rhymo () meaing. hut then
h finds that h ought 0n th relationship of so1no of these sinple
lemen to one another, And introdues aew elemenfs which heع 

calls complex elmments, and which Aro als frr in 5umher,

1, THe suitebility of words and mwaning6.
2. The suilaط iity oF words ann metre.
3. The suitability gf meaning and metre.

.hility of meaning and rhytteها The euiو. 
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lta٦in ٤et و wp tis plan, whicH is appailingly likv a sttistieal
mm٦٤mememt, h6 prccedد to rpluin bat5 th sinple ء nd ح crnplex
«.lemnts of y«,riry.

T\٨٤٠ rader 0١٤:i4 b0ak '0Naqn il S1,i'r"" will s«¢.uhat .the
:1ttempt of 0)odamA rtined lirmal wnd wAs itfluenve hy tho ney
«uent of phi!sopby nl lnai: ta whirh a cvrlain {yE. of mrtality

as suthjert in iis tir, H,«0ver, Lbose who fal!wd Todama'sن 
sy5tcm wcre uoL te ritirs ct t}١; thurh rtury, bu4 te l?hetoritie
ar% whn ٤nie Af١.r ٢H٤ fii .t1ry: +م1

'I], {irs pronu cts ol nrtlodical critirixm are (a b foundl in
1he fonurh ce»try A.H, iu tl٠ "Aowvazana" ٠١f midi إ4 (A,371
49،HL.) end he --١%3sata" of A1Jrز ni {A. 366 A.H)

'٢;\٢٤٨٠w systmaatic t::hment excmpkified i lAmidi's book
rl:; tn٤ ي its cri irsl ا upTa?'1 «m pure ArEbi ttsto Md on an
:$<Rmtially Trrti«a] ٣:y nt anzhysing anl rriticisin litErsry 12xts• ٢'١٠٥٠٠0٠١٥

ni'$ 1netlwn 1n th compunsnn hctwetn AhuTann mam!4 :ريلا
a١3ر AlDu!4wri i0 fn adrhae the anLnents of the 4!p1tPr+ nf earh
٢١٨t. anl tE? rasons tiey yave for trir wtand, fvNllaAd ly a 8tudy
٠f thR Feult٩ annl th٣ 1nrtic plagirisrs of 1٣t, H y{ لدن 4'heckcd

.rreRded t crih'!is¢ them[٠ مf,re Hu,hو correUtt:;y 0f lu t0١/1 م

Gri al ا vompurisn thus brssinفs t) hr wnrhy uf :onsidrretim
٣vrrned bytdy witl ،lAmini. His riLieism 1٤as wlrlly١١ ءdج 

th٤٤ natur ٤: t, prtry ot Abu Tnmum and A] Buhtn, a poc­
٢y wlich reprH٤'mis a new aLtempt t5 ٤mrirh clissicد l poery by
N١٢١ fEt:rvs hurt 1nrely reswilM in squerzin Lrdinonal thouyhts٢٥٠ا٠-

and ieج s intn ntyy fnTs and consLruvtinns, Al'4nnidi resttirtd his
cmparisun to arisLic anr pnti fسا rs. Wihat s برiv ع his compar­
is0 its 1aiu i8 lis sucvvs9 in gaia! hdyard t} + ر poeاry ot the tw%• ٠٣

p0¢19 compare to a son of comparaLive study in gnera}, 'Thg
٣٠ '

mtnod .f adducing «mpzrAbl« eunuparable from) tle potHry of
the forennntTs emlargcs hsا scop of his [corparison And ies ب it
the cientitieق valuu wf aeeuracy. The «Nteria ,hich ided يع him in
his 1¢ork were heا Lradiuionul mvlels, his wide knowlcdge «f Arabie
poeTTy anr his culUvated litrrary .astا His "comparison" stands

.niqu1% amrDg works of iLR Kiudن 
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،Aلi lbn 'Aziz Al Jwrjani's stdy in hi book "Al Wesaa bain
]logicaه utanabbi wa Fhussumihi' can h»e ngarded. more asم] 

defene of Al Mfutanabbi hanا a pracاical stdy in critieism, He
fllowod uhc meuhod of mentioning thc metits of Hiو poe'begids the
defeقtc of others without going 'heyond that to the appreciALior of
the subtleties .and.hiddeo minutiae of p@eTry. ln pleading on behalf
oF A] Mutanabbi, in afording arguments and in overcoming thoe
of hiy an ,t gonistsه Al Jurjani owerlooks the .mecessity of interpretat­
iuns and analyses, Wن owe bim many imporuant and uscful ideas
or the theory of liteIature. Moreve, his bonesty, his fair judgment.
and h impariality have increae thE value of bis study wnd
impured his ما work the qualtes of scientifc research.

We may safely ،say thAt Al Jorjwni's purpose in dealing with
plagiarism wa9 the Eame as hatا of hs predecesson8 in cniticis  mب
numEly to seiz6 opporunity for a thorcugh comanson hfeep th
enieDts An the nodems, ilustrated hy an abndance of usefil
details in tbe formn quotations أن {ruIn ancient poetry. T'he las1
pan of his book reprcsent the essenr f ell be has wrttet in the
field of ciitieismn. Here the reader fird him s lfغ onfrontedl by a
ral attempt at mediatior hetween A] Mutsnabbi and hi9 erاAgonist3
As far as criticism is cncemdEd it depeLds on ،tRrxt1al and practical
tudies, Nl Jurjani tiies t examine, one by une, the main tDsur٢9ج 

passed on Al Mutamahhi'ؤ poetry by his antagonists. He applie8.
here a direct, practieal annl anمlytiv method of crtirism whidl1 has,
in coDtast to ube dry thEortical :ppNach we have bserven in the
preceding uhapter6 proved a conpkte utc8 ة in handiiny tH١
subjec matter of thiذ par of .his bouk-

After the sucessful cndeavun uf Al' .Amnidi and AI Jurjari
one wuuld expeet Al Askari's look "Alsina'etain" t he »t least, a
cunLinuaLion of te ascending lino of pTogres¥ in criticieisn١. Yet
Al Askan (d. 395 A.H.} undertskes a difirent atempt OR the
Jirect road of praetical criLieism .whteh epends on parallelism.
comparisosr and wnalysis, his buk comsttutes a reverel t the dry
classifcaion of .tbe warious kinds of Badi andl to to interpretation
of the ditferent subjects of the science of Balagha، Askar8' لم
hook is, to A Treat extent, the same ype ؟ of work as Chudama's.
?uadishi'r. Doth of them represent a systematie mcthod annl te
didacbic manNcr whicb i9 interesLing in i1و dehinitions. His extersive
knowledge of prewiou8 Arebic pueLy helps him in interpreing
(hdAma's claesificaLions by givin cxAmples of each kind.
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However, A r اkع ع#' metines ذ ع hits on the right idee, but tbat
happens only when He detaches himself .invohuntaIy frm the
conception of @dama and the BalRghists and summons all tHg
hiاErary 'Alentا ha has. H iر really quite suueessful on the prblem
f prLical plagiarism and uttem th fohlowing, quite sensihla view :
44T\ meanings of pnetIy wre common amnong the rational. THe

ood meaning may oEcur t th%.wulgar, Nabatean wnd Regro, and theع 
hoice and distinrtion helween them come to liع ht in fomm Ard
poetc expreEsion", Ft is n successful idea not to atlempt to trace
plagiarism in common ideas that occur to diFerent poet hut in
constructioms that give the common iUeas their peculiaritcs and their
charactcristic eatures.

All ia ,l لق we can say that Hilal طه Al 'Askar has followed,
wn hi» bnnk, the methad of tle Dalaghisty wh deyend on the did­
acic Approach, {riving dirction» hy. means of definitions And explan­
wtons of the torms of rhetori.

This succeseful contributions of the fourtl century will leiar
s to a umhant ا climax iu the Elth centry in 'Abdul (ahir

Jrans theury of cnstuuion (d. 47l A. H. 1078 4.D.) in hisلذ 
tw٥ haak "Dals'il Al'iyaz" and X 'Asrsr Al Balagha". We are
cntitlcd 'to cll it a clima hecauBe everything preceding 'ALdلu 
0)abir is a sort of tTisin annl Acending, nd ة what ٢ones a!ter him1
is like going down a steep، Aldul (uhir's auhievenlnt8 in crti­

eluaracter af lis research have ld us to regard himر n th6 فmt١ ذ
aE a land mark in the history uf hiterry cntieismn.

It may wppear, ttum the tit of 'Abdلu Gahirs book "Dala'i
Al':'ةز z", that it is a book ou the dagma ul iaz or a leuk written
to demonsTrate Lhe umiqwune9 of the ,anنعu ؟ lt may alsu he true

.say that the omorgcncE of the research on Balagha was due toا 
the tenden y ت doniant in Lheological circles whih was intert in
pruwn that the supcriority ol the revelAtions is literary AB well aو .
spiritual, Moreover Moslim theologians have always been in neeD
of th beet literary style possihle in order to be Abfe tض eRplain to.
the ptopke, in exprssive an aLtracive words, tbe meaning of the­
@ren., Th8 faeY that uhe Quran is the soure from whieh difcrert
kinds of sEi«nce such As philosophy Rmammar and rhetorics hAve
cmerced is also ,neا but this does not mean tat eacb of these
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scIences has remained independent and restricter !y ،n 4in1 nrly,
whieh is 1a show the n1gma af l' nd ,يبز ف that bave no o!jeEtives
whiet Lranscead their pritAry pUpOsE.

In Lala'il AIi'jaa, 'Ahul Cahir slows that 'reseurehes aieed
tn prow Lho utiuuErIss of ihc 0hurn otglit tو He hsel n a

netel methotl oF literary vrticism as it is wpplied of te aualysisع+ 
«f any other literary tewt. Ahdlul Oahir fouud the غما unly way f

٢as 1 dlupvnd onraling with tho inimitability of the revelations.ء 
the Tight crnception of .1he nature of iiterary xpression, He also
drew our attrtion to tha imponarce of poetry wn0 gramneT as t»
 ا

the ١wo key3 hy whirh to lay 0pn any lidden literary prllvms
and nhtain theiT «orert situatinn. In 'Abd} 0ahirs npinion, literE­
tur« is the an of،lanpage 'Threfore Lh metadl wf its suudy should
he philolagical and artistie. He statss that languAge is 1uot wn in­
coherct mns of yords, hut a connerted sten ر9 af rclaLionships
hti0:ea fars. WiLout morpholoب ieal fartorx L1e individunl wordد 
of the lanrruac are mRaningless nnd wr unable to provide any
dfiucd .s8 ¢؟3 Thus tle nniquencss oF the (ran wnd th supgTi«­
rity of hiterary exyression arw not, in 'Abdul (ahir's opinion, due
tn the eitaLility af w0rd8, whrther sirnple or vompound, htt t Lh١
nierit of rraia traits nF the eompositian itselF. He irtvnds to denyا 
he pinion curTenl atDongr hi% predccEEsor in critism unn pari­

whUna he coAsiders that eloquenre.إ H.ة arly wil ljuhiz {8.  !م257
is due t snme g:rlitr of th wordu thenselvs, Dwelling 0n the
point of warls and mesningw, Aldul Chahir askg the reader t ،'or­
templut .albng wil him, 1ho wse of A partioular word in more Lhsnم 

«mr eonsاructinn, and he led to the dmisxian tlst the waiua is :mm
latent in the word itelf, but a cن nsequence. of the suiuability of tis
wse .in thR conuxt, 1his i» what our mler critios of today uEer
to uay.

Wrds are, therefare, as "Ahdul Cahir 8ys, receptacles of
mcaning, ame, as it were, scrvanLs and ateNdanقا of th mEauings,
WHen Aط d hir [د ذ( speako ahout the meaning, he does not meaD
mere itollecAl apd emntionAl wclivity, but does .mean in intEHler.
tal and emotional acuivity that provides thR preEsurE agAinst which
±he auuhor achieves aristiE efeet."
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'Ahdul Gahir iasistE, terefore. that 1hen the Curة » sttes
that it is irimitabl it dues not mnean that it is inimitabl i its
٦ords or in tbe suduessior F itب snnds, hut that it is initable in
itF meAnings, that i٩ to sa. in the fewtures wf its conpositivn ar8
Lhe s1periority f its UutsLrution.

Form here what wo call the theory f n8tvdtitn ن ٤mvTge5 :
l is the contcrl iu itself hatا is the on]y rey»irry lron1 wlirh
٤4ery .pssihlc shad ol besuty iu literature «:umes fRh. 'lo prove
that '4hdul Oihir depends wa a horoughا invextigation ot the plil­
logز eal traits and tries to shw, thrgh interpretation and analysiذ,
that litersry vxprgsion varie9 AesuhLhcally And erotiuna}l ­y aEorن
ing to tbe diflerenres f ن thesu plilological tits،

'Abdul Chahir's phuilosophy ot lauguage has stahlivh e lي !he ge­
neral fondations nf Arahi¢ criticism. lt is th٥ only theory whilر 

An he saf]y appliEd in 0ur modern day9. without any sense ofن 
heBitetion or fcar. It has esاAblishvd a gEneral riterin wliuh, in
very LriEf w0rd. is the provcss of truLinising ة And naking out te
manin٣ of e ocntext hy th powcr of pcrociving enotiual Eu
aristic fsLurres ،thut ]i in tli strurhre «f tHe langrIrge its@lf: T'His
is the generel criterion in '4lwul Cbhir's theory. B٢ uhe theory
alone dlid not Eatisfy him. On the contrary, bis supcriority as ٧ crie
is dne to the fcrvout withu wlidh he p u suesع Ev٤٢Y preLler by sub­
nitLin?? it nalysis and rRplairng it, 'Ihe organic uniHy cha­
rareriEtic for bis work consiuts in abم lurt} rlane on A l ذEner }ج
theury of languag#.

In spit nf the considcralle difTerences betwccn Dalail Eli­
iaz and 'Abdul Qahirs oter huok Asraع Al BalRcrh he ,د ا lstter

ot يب bt hi8 methnd of ctiticismn and hiه ntains Ihe eLemenLن 
praEbeal aralysis، Asrir A] Balagha giwes the interpretatiuns. Wkut
g ive8ج A Tarخ Al Balagha it value is hatا its autlor displayshiB grvat
lterary kil. in th interpetation of the terms of Ba!agha, and d­
peny before ,ll س un a practical analysis and cuال yated literary tuste.

#ftcr Abdul 0ahir critsisrn entered. a rew phase in whieh
«ne ran marely fid the practical study that dcpends on a4Cnrute
riteria even in the wark ot Ibn Reshiq (d 463 A، H.) or 'iya لا ad
Dn Ibn l ه Auhir (d. 637 A.H. (d 1239 D. C.). The progressise
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volution of a safer and more Elahorate systcm of criticism has
becn transfored in A Sakaki'sل haok 'MiMeh Al 'lum" into the
barrennes8 and sterility of dry classifications and didauuir lAws of
Balagha,

In this rsearch wo lavo tried te disuinguish between criticiem
aad he eience ع of BAlagاA 0ur aim, it will b8 rmmembered, was
t٥ dissocialw criticism from other scienres of :languagc whicl were
used, at the begiring of their exineucc, a9 tools wf crticism,

Th¢ won Badi 'which pnmarly meaut 'Thب Rew" and from
which Abu Tammam's sckoo1 derived its name becamu, after lhn Nl
Mu'tazz han characterised iقt main features in his book Al Badi, a
new indupcndent soience whioh acquired trai of نا Lhe didnctit ­si ذك
fieations of Balagla the Frst branch af whieh it became. hn Asrar
Al Balagha, 'Abdul @ahir distinguishes bcteen t simila, hoا
m4tuphwr nd س the analogy (Anthilا) on th one han، and th
emhelishmonعt of BAdi on thR nther. H hss found in the firt
grdup (tho simie, the meاaphor and the analogy - (amthilا th٥ tbols
whieb render Lhe exprssion clear End explieit MIisundorstood by
the fallowing generstion he is sa لم thowh involuuاArily, the fathre
of Al Bayan (clarity) which hecamna in Saهk ki's book th #econd
brancl٤ of the Balag  hنق

THe onipin of the thir bnanch goes to annther Ini8understanding
In denying the value of wors ss indiwidual words and coasidcring
th inimitabiliiy م and superioTty to lie in thc nonstruction of Lho
contoxt which is the onlY Way of deciding the mtaning (mana},
'Abdul 0ahir ha uintentionally paved he wuy for Al 5akaki
wbo eeLablished, on tho .hasE of bis evidential aRamples, the third
branch of scieDco وطا of .halagha eAlled uhe scence ot MA'نصة 
(Semantics).

THa defnit scparLion of- these thRe branches does not take
plAco Al لناصه Skaki (d. 626 A.H.) writes Bi book "Mifah Al
"[]um ": SincE .thcn our Literary crtieism remained in the capاivity
of dry،classificaton of Balagha unti] our modern litcrary rebirh vame
into cxistenca at the past DcnTry. Thg rehirth depcnds on the
reviwل of the cla3sicul Aieli hetitAge and iفا imitAtion.
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Th traditioRal school of netorical critieiEm which limiued i  فا
subieet to the fromal lranehes of BalagbA : Dadi, Davan and Me'anبi 
was prevalent in the hret stAgcs of tlis modern reir. The leader

Sheikh Hussein Al Marsaf {d. 1307 A.H.) uhsلم f this scool wasه 
author oF «A} Wasila Al Adahiye" his book is not only a shdy
of the threc branches of Balaي ha but it includes as well, a large
collection of quotalions from poetry and prose the ationاi terpreص of
which pave thIe way for prac:ical analysis and literry taste. A
quite large nunther of the greatest men of leterx of Lhe pAat gener­
ation e,g Dr. Taha Husseiبn Musمt fa Sadiq Al Rafi and others were
intuenred ly this hook THey 'leared hUw to diBuinguiah by means
of thctoric! methods of crtieism, betweea diferemt kinds of
hinguistir «rpressions, and haw to compare ancient und modem
poet6, Iracing the plAgiarism of the leter.

0ur writers and critics, who bad a furopean hure ل» were
not 8ativfied with rhetorival conventional linguistie critiisr Ann
they stArted making avail vf the Buropea crnvepاions of literary
cniLieism in stdying and wttacking Iraditona pnets Kuch a ShawaFف
and HAfiz. ln their applieul criticism they deult with uhe from fه
the Arabic poem, its vontenاs ard the way it develops, The Ieed­
ers 0f this school were AlAqsd, Al Maazoy Ahdل Hahma Shu:
kزr . ln their opinion amongst the reguisiteو afia good poem were:
organic wnity, sircerity, e ا avuidAnce of exaggertion, artifciality
and infated languAg, This school, however, did not givo Any
consideratian to the Dcw literary fom3 which l18d hcgun t6 appeAr
gradually, at the beginiag of this rentury, like uhe wowcl, tha shor
story, the cBsay and the drama.

Being infucnced by Freneh and Eurupea» culture, 'Te  hه
HussEi wa لا the tiret to eeLAblish the neإ sEientil method in study­
ing history f the Arahi literatro. He also unchained enticism
from the capliwity of the netorca} methn and payed Lh8 way tn
aestetie aElysis of poeLrY٠

0ne should not forgct what tle L baneseع disperEal in the
UJnited States and South America produced. Ths Lebanesa poets
aided in the wval يج of a nEw conception of literatnm and critiriam.
Tha e say9 ذ of Naima in his look l Ghurhbal were 4n tleuive
factor in altArkingب the nan-litcrary cnteria which wem prevailing in
Lhe l9th, century wnd were threatning to stifl imagiDaLive Lhouht-
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ln 'the early thirties 0f this ventury when hiterary crriticisr
berumu dissaciuted from Baiuيg ha wd tAuيg ht As An Eutonomous
subject in the univurity th intrst f ن sclolArs was directed ta
it wiا a result that a bumber acud«mic أب theAis. anD dissertAt­
i0n8 were written oa the suhjer:t,

Atter th٤ death of 'Taha Ilrahim wh. wذ the lerturer in
lterry Uritieism ut Cair tniversity, his lvcturv3 were puhlished
in a hook called "Ihe History of Arabie Criticism umti] th Fourh
Cpntury of Hijra". Taha Lbrhim's book is tbe hiret to make tH
fundAmcntAl disUinction lEtwEn the Arabie Literary criticism and
the sciemce of Balagha, l 194 AD. Mandur pullished his Dot­
orl thsi٩ 6n. the methwi] rriLvism of tht A absع whiuh mainhy
dpends un tle [burh eertury af hijra and in psrTicular on
AlAmidi and Ahdul Aziz Al Jurani. His is, in faet the frst
aeadMmir stdy to deal wib our history f rrtism in a nature
and sEirnLific pirL ة Few years later infuenced by rrodern French
esthetician, Manduur cahled tor the aesihetie nIethod in criticisingة 

liteلn ure. At the same time Khalafallah pinted out the necessity
of applying the psychological method in، rntirism. Many useful
and detaike iscussions between the to svholur can be found in
Maadur's bo0l 'FiI Miaa Al Jadid" lah's لa Khalfaم bool "Min
AI Wت ba al TaKey4",

We must not foret t mention thn stifl idEologieal tendeny
aoLiced in some of the youngEr enerEion ع tt vriti like, For inst­
ance, MA. Al 'Aim and A. Ais in their book '٨] 'Tha(afa Al
Haditha' hviuh ر rcvea an ذا Over waluauioa of contEnt and unulue
neglec1 of acsthLi considureLious  م
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