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The period discussed in this study was very unstable historically.
However, it was extremely rich with innovation and awareness of the
major problems of the society. The start was with the reality of ruins as a
sign of sexual and psychological deprivation and the sever need of
emotional and spatial settlement. It is well-known that pre-Islamic poetry
was the foundation upon which all periods of Arabic poetry were built,

despite the diversions it might underwent.

This study, which is made of three chapters as well as an
introduction, tried to discuss the concept of reading in a modern
perspective as a method to be applied on the poets of annual poetry. The
application will include understanding, interpretation, and aesthetic
judgment. This will be bases on the reader-response theory in an attempt
to choose the suitable text from Zuheir and Al Hutei'a to discover the role

given to the reader in rebuilding the text to reach the pleasure of reading.

The study reached certain conclusions that can be summarized as

follows:

- The study relied on a western method to study pre-Islamic text. It
was a great need to review, reevaluate, and deeply understand the
literary legacy after working on that method and eliminating any
translation contradictions that lead to the overlap of terms and
notions. This what was tried to be concentrated on in the
introduction in a way that can give the poems of the two poets a

modern view of reading their poetry.

- The concept "Horizon of waiting" introduced by Jauss can b’? o

described as the criteria used by the reader to build the hlstor l‘?of

literature through the "horizon of past" represented by the text

.
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[image: image3.jpg]Hutai'a are, in majority, complying with the horizon. They may
also form a new model if they deviate from the convention. The
examples were given about the unexpected horizon which were one
or two verses from the entire poem. The true reader can be
distinguished by his responses and visions. He is in continuous
search of the imbedded reader as a guide to the text and to discover

the intentionality of the poet which is not necessarily the point.

The second and the third reader are the imbedded reader. To
explain the form of the imbedded reader in the text, it is divided into two
types: "subjective imbedded reader" which can be found in drafting poets
who review their poems with themselves over and over as the first
receiver. The second type is the "other intended reader" or "historical

reader". These two readers are virtual that can be embedded in the texts.

The first type is the poet's self-image that can be found in his
"ego", feelings, thoughts about the surroundings, and his affections. The
second type is composed by historical knowledge and social environment.

This type might be anonymous and drawn by the poet.

The reader-response method has the ability to find the semantic
unity of the poem. It could prove that through interpretational
possibilities that suit the linguistic vision of the poetic texts. It also
eliminates the possibility of misinterpretations that violate the context of
the poem. This was achieved in the interpretation that leads to
polarization or semantic unity which is a structure of imbedded ties.
Transfer in meaning needs to be polarized in order to be interpreted.
Reaching the unity of the poem may be achieved by the link between one--
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image and the other which was discovered to be the pleasure Gf I«hef I~ ™,

receiver in reading and possessing the text. This is what the study trLed tQ




[image: image4.jpg]reach in the other chapters of the study. Throughout the study of the
structures of polarization and transfer, the response to those who believe
that there is no connection between the image of the pre-Islamic poem
and its meaning. By reaching the semantic unity of the poem, this study

has completed its hypothesis.
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Reading represents the "horizon of experience" which is the
"horizon of present". Between those two horizons the debate and
interaction will be open. The reason is that there are some text that
comply our horizon of waiting, others disappoint it, while other
text let us establish a new horizon of waiting like the poetry of
Zuheir and Al Hutei'a. They were so different from conventions
that established a severe critical movement. According to those
poets, what does not comply the horizon of waiting is rejected
while the theory of reader-response defines the ultimate poetics as
breaking that horizon, i.e., the horizon is the way of receiving the
text when it is seen for the first time and how the change will
happen in the process of receiving it when the reader's
understanding will be defined as the vital element in the text after
its production. The reader will discover what the text can hide and
what is not said. This is what was proved in the first chapter. The
choice of the poems was oriented towards poems that did not
comply the horizon. This is significant to view poetry from that
perspective regarding that interpretation will fill the gaps of the
unsaid in pre Islamic poetry in general and what is found in the

poetry of those poets in particular as the sample of this study.

The image of the reader produced by the text is defined by literary
style, the way the poet utilizes linguistic structure based on the
levels of expression in control, and the style of interaction. All
these factors participate in the orientation of the readers.
Consequently, three types of readers can be distinguished. The first

is the real reader who can change with history, agree or disagreg,df.....,
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he was an extension to an earlier reader, he would bé

expected horizon. The examples given are texts from ZuhehandAl
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