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Abstract



The study aims to address this issues of attached in book Alensaffe msaeil Alkhlaf
to Abi Elparakat Elanbari and present points of disagreement threr in with review

of evidence and evidence.

The study in cluded a discussion of the grammatical disputein some of the
attachment issues according to the descriptive analytical approach and reached

some result, the most prominent of which are:

— Ibn Al Anbari singled out the parsing of the " Ism al ishara" as a subject of

"bis" which was not mentioned in the book of grammarians.

— Ibn Al Anbari classify the languge of "Akluni al braraghith" as a weak
language despite its presence in the noble Quran and hadith and some
Arabic poetry.

Recommended the researcher to pay attention to studying them grammatically

and prophically.
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