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The contemporary Criticism had been full of many theories those were
relating through difterent stages, among them there was “the theory of reception”
that had interested in the receiver and its relation to the text.

The Ancient Arabic, Criticism that is considered as a human Criticism,

had concentrated on the receiver who had been given a great part of studies those
appeared in many books, among them the book of “ElkadiEldjurdjani” named “
Elwassata” through which the author had informed of many issues related to
receiver ,and this let us to make a deed of study for reception between the two
criticism: the ancient and the contemporary,thus, the title of the thesis was: “The
book of Elwassata between Elmutanabbi and his Antagonists for
ElkadiEldjurdjani: a study through the theory of reception”. So, the main
ambiguity of this thesis was forming in these critical questions:
-Can we make an equilibration between the theory of reception and the
reception in the Ancient Arabic Criticism? And what the reality of reception for
ElkadiEldjurdjani ,and what about its contribution in the reception in the Ancient
Arabic Criticism.

The last period of the contemporary Criticism had witnessed an
appearance of an important theory that is named “The theory of Reception”in
which its founders had made a group of principles that took into consideration the
receiver as a focus of operation of writing and reception. After that,this theory had
been snached by the contemporary Arabic Criticism when they were translating
its books, then, the attemption of application on Arabic literary texts to which the
research go towards they found what is similar to it in the Ancient Arabic
Criticism.
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Our thesis also took the same direction in which Eldiurdjani had
addressed the diftferent kinds of receiver to justice the poet and its poetry, ie: he
had explained the main important characteristics of the receiver to be just and
literal.

Beside to this, Eldjurdjani had explained the main stages of the
operation of reception and its elements those are: the author, the text and the
receiver.

Thus , the book of “Elwassata” is an example of books of the Ancient
Arabic Criticism that studied the receiver, and this shows us the great interest of
Arabic Criticism in the receiver who has its special characteristics in the Ancient
Arabic Criticism in which the reception is corresponding to the theory of
reception, and this refers to the importance of the receiver and the obligation of its
existence beside to the literature everywhere and every when.
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