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Key words Abstract:
rhetoric — classification —comparison - There were many demands that called for reconsidering the
text classification of rhetoric "albadee’ science ' arts into moral and

verbal improvers, yet they remained mostly theoretical claims.
Few of them presented an alternative proposal. Among the few
attempts that presented an alternative proposal were Hamid Al-
Rubaie's, and Al-Shahat Abu Steit. The first attempt was
characterized by the completeness of the circle and the
inadmissibility of adding a new aspect. While the second one was
characterized as an open proposal that could be added and
increased.
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