
 نم ءامدقلا لاوقأ ركاش دممح دوممح خيشلا اهيف فلاخ تيلا عضاولما ةساردلا تعبتت
 كلذ نم فدلهاو ،ةشقانلماو ليلحتلاو يرسفتلاو سردلS اهيلع تفقوو اهتفنص ثم ،داقنو ينيوغل
 .هقح تاساردلا هطعت لم ،خيشلا دقن بناوج نم بناج في لوقلا طسب

 هنيوكتو ركاش خيشلا ةايلح ديهمتلا ضرع ،ديهتمو ةمدقم دعب ينبS في ةساردلا تءاجو
 لولأا بابلا مضو ،ءامدقلا جهنم في لمأتلS هتقلاعو ،هدنع قوذتلا حهنم نع نSأو ،يملعلا
 ركاش ةيجهنم ىلع ةساردلا تفقوو ،ةيوحنلا لئاسلمSو ،ظافللأا نياعبم قلعتتو ،ةيوغللا لئاسلما

 عم ،رعشلا للاخ نم ةيوحنلا نياعلما ةشقانمو ،مجاعلما عم لماعتلاو ،ظافللأا نياعم قيقدت في
  .برعلا ملاك نم دهاوشلا لىإ تاضراعلما هذه ةشقانم في ماكتحلاا

 اهيف فلاخ تيلا �اضقلا بابلا لشمو ،ةيغلابلاو ةيدقنلا عضاولما سردف نياثلا بابلا امأ
 هيلإ تلصوت ام عم �اضقلا ةشقانم هيف تمو ،اهثدحتسا تيلا ةيدقنلا تاحلطصلماو ،داقنلا ءارآ
 امأ .ةيضقلا ةلجاعم في ركاش جهنم ينبتل كلذو ،ينقحلالاو ينقباسلا ءارآ نم ةساردلا
 لىإ لوصولل ،يدقنلا ثاترلا في موهفلما ضرع عم ،حلطصلما عبتت متف ،ةيدقنلا تاحلطصلما
  .تاحلطصلما ينب فلاتخلاا نمكم

  :اهزربأ نم ،جئاتنلا مهأ اهيف تضرع ةتماخ لىإ ثحبلا ىهتناو
 ،أطلخا فشك لىإ ليبسلا وهو ،ركاش جهنم في لىولأا ةوطلخا وه ظافللأا نياعم صحف

 يهو ،برعلا ملاك كلذ في هعجرمو ،مجاعلما اهديقت لم ناعم لىإ لصي نأ ركاش عاطتسا امك
 لك في لصفلا لوقلا هلو ،رهاوظلا مهف في ،لولأا عجرلما وه قايسلا نأ اهنمو ،ةمهم ةفاضإ
 فلاتخا ناكو ،انثارت في ةسوردم رهاوظل ةيدقن تاحلطصم هجهنم جتنأ امك ،فلاتخا
 .ةلجاعلما ةقيرطو رظنلا ةيواز فلاتخا ةجيتن حلطصلما

 
 

This study investigates the positions in which Sheikh 
Mahmoud Mohammed Shaker differs in his opinion with 
ancient critics and linguists’ sayings, then I have 
classified,  studied, interpreted , and analyzed these  
positions, as well as, the objective was enlarging  upon the 
saying in a neglected aspect by previous studies  in which 



Sheikh has received criticism. 
The study consisted of two chapters after the 
introduction and preface, where the preface presents 
Shiekh Shaker’s  life and his scientific foundation, in 
addition, he established his Tasting approach and its 
relation with contemplation in formers’ approach. The 
first chapter includes the linguistic issues related to 
grammatical issues and semantics. The study investigated 
Shaker’s methodology in checking the meaning of words 
and dealing with dictionaries, as well as, discussing the 
grammatical meanings through poetry and solving these 

issues upon the evidences of Arabs’ Sayings. 
The second chapter studies the critical and rhetorical 
topics. This chapter includes the issues in which Sheikh 
Shaker disagrees with  critics and the critical terms which 
he created. In this chapter, the researcher discussed the 
issues  and the results of study upon the opinions of  
formers and subsequent scholars to indicate Shaker's 
methodology in treating the issue. In relating with the 
critical terms, the term has been interpreted, as well as, 
presenting its concept in critical heritage to reach the 

original difference between terms. 
The research concluded the following results: 

Checking the semantic meaning of words  is the first 
step in Shaker's methodology and the way to discover the 
mistake, as well as,  Shaker created meanings upon Arabs' 
sayings,  which  are not listed in the dictionaries, and that 
is a great addition, for example, the context is the first 
reference for understanding the phenomena and it is the 
dictum in any difference, as well as, his methodology 
produced critical terms for studied phenomena in our 
heritage, in addition, the difference of term is a result of 



the difference in opinion and way of treatment. 


