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This study aimed to shed light on morals benefits that excessively exist in6
Gareer’s and Farazdag’s poetry, it also intended to respond to some opinion which
consider that poet as degrade to Arabs by showing curses and insults that prevail
in their poem.

The researcher followed the descriptive analytical approach in data
collection from various sources of knowledge both desktop or previous studies.

This study revealed that not all the poetry of both poets just about curses
and insults that displaying The defects of each poets as an individual and their tribes



but it also involves good models of moral appeared frequently in different contexts
and situations.

On the other hand we can notice the same poetry demonstrate the
incredible ability of both poets in terms of poetic language they used especially the
rhyme and rhythm which appeal and a treat people attend the preventatives.

Among the recommendations that came out of the research ,the researchers
magnify Gareer interest in poetry and poets Farazdag and Alakhtal opposites and a
literary and critical studies in their poems , because these are the owners of a
distinctive school in their time, and poets who argue poetry.
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