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Ibn Qutaybah al-Dinuri's Critical Measures and
Statements of Judgement

Arabe Hejaze F. Arabe Hejaze, University of Jordan.
Ismael M. Al-Gayam, 4! Balga Applied University.

Abstract

This research presents Ibn Qutaybah al-Dinuri's efforts in establishing literary
standards and critical terms and the issues of ancient and modern in literature, as well as
lexical items and meaning, and the indication of the critical judgement terms for the
critic's stance on poetry from objective points of view such as linguistic and
phonological aspects, and following the way of the ancients as to the division of the
poem, the effect of the quantity and quality on the poets ranking, and general taste. The
research shows that Ibn Qutaybah was creative and influenced the critics who came after
him. The research concludes that Ibn Qutaybah was creative in terms of establishing,
organizing, and systematicaly criticizing poetry, especially in controlling the terms and
sections of the poem. Nevertheles, Ibn Qutaybah did not directly address the issue of
influence, artistic image and imagination, and this may be due to the temporal stage, the
nature of Arab poetry in most cases that abounds in realistic descriptions, and his
imagination is close to the nature of Arab life.

.169 1

147



.85

1968

.69

.60

.65

.65

oy

148

.69
48

.83

.14

65 1
.68
.69

.80
.69
.69 1
.69 1

274

( 239)

408

2010

22

O 0 9 N n B~ W

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21
22
23



15

.58

15
200 1
270
.173
352
B2 1
B2 1
82 1
113
.492
B3 1
421 1
440 1
82 2
101 1
.34
103 1
103 1
413

149

( 100)

.102

.260

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35

37
38
39
40
41

42
43
44



304

.648

513

2005

8

32 1993 14
206
.90
. 2006
1
1
.195

1

.105

82

.107

282

299

2006

150

( 105)

35)

.96
.605

.76

.109

.159

1998

.140

15

122

45

46
47

48
49
50
51

52
53

54
55
56
57

58

59
60



23
182

181

62 7 . 1996
¢ 350 )
)
( ) (
187 1
(14 )
359 7 191 22
300 1
317 1
136 -135
263
1161
96 1
24
69 1
494 1
805 2
189 1
178
107 1
76 1
80 1

151

61

62

63
64

65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72

73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80



103
( 100)
1587 4
218
58
223 2 . 1987
87

.20
336

.147 -136
370 1

209 15

g1

370 1

152

.108
.176

131

g3 001
59

138
219 1

. 2005

81
82
&3
84
&5
86
87
88
89
90

91
92

93
94

95
96
97

98
99



320

.243

.54

.195

. 1969

153

.74 1
.74
.75 1
()
75 1
a1
.64
.79
.2006
. 1998
1
. 2000
1
. 1996
4

100

101
102
103
104

105
106
107
108
109



. 1969

. 2001
3
. 1992
. 1966 .
5
. 2011
. 1993 .14
. 1981
1
. 2010
. 2000
. 1968
. 1998
. 1974

. 2000

154



. 1994

. 1952 .

. 1965
. 2011
4
2

3
3

1

. 1998
. 1987
5
. 1981
. 2013 4
1

155

. 2006

. 1977

. 2003

. 2003

. 1963



. 2005
. 1990 : 1

. 1985 2

. 1938 .

. 1996

. 2005

. 1971 1

156



