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ABSTRACT:

This articles introduces us to an important book written by an
orientalist ,Carla Petiavich.The book discusses the famous theory of two
schools of thought in classical urdu poetry i.e.,Delhvi and Lakhnvi.Carla
Patiavich is of the opinion that this division is baseless and gave rise to
ignorance about positive triats of Lakhnavi poets.Lakhnavi poets are not
inferior to Delhvi poets while we comparison their topics or style.Critics are
cause of this baseless division .In openion of Carla Patiavich all poets
belonging to wether Lakhnavi or Delhvi school of thought should be called
only classical poets.

The authour of this artical contradics with Carla Petiavich's point of
view and arguments that division of poets on reigonal basis isn't something
new.In world literature there are several such examples.Moreover number
of couplets having Lakhnavi or Delhvi traits of poetry justify this division
among prominent poets of both schools of poetry.

Anyway Carla Patiavich's book intoduces english readers to an
important discusion about classical urdu poetry.Its need of time that more
critics should discuss it in english language and should present a balanced

and justified point of view in this concern.
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"Although several editions of Atish's poetry are

available, a single article and no book at all has yet

been published in English on any poet of Lucknow,

despite a burgeoning interest in the West in Urdu

literature. This study is undertaken with the need

firmly in mind to address these unfortunate
circumstances."(1)
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"To explore this paradon, and to study the culture of
Lucknow, as a complement to recent work done on
its political history was a motivating force behind
this study." (2)
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"The purpose of the notes is to provide some of the

background necessary to render the Urdu ghazal
more accessible to those readers with limited

exposure to the genre." (3)
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"Yet this second work of Literary analysis has been
instrumental in forming a critical framework for
assesing Urdu poetry in the modern era, and Hali's
notion of what constitute "natural poetry" later

became integrated into criticism's full blown Two

School theory."(4)
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Nadvi's examples are of the dabistan-i-Dilli and how
illuminating those examples are of the points he
urges."(5)
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"It is hoped that present study in developing some

of these arguments raised by Zaidi offers some

compliment to his pioneering challenge." (7)
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"Lakhnavi and Dihlavi poetry both must be removed
from the context of the Two School theory and

places in the greater context of the classical Urdu
ghazal." (8)
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(1) Carla Petievich. "Preface", Assembly of Rivals. Lahore: Vanguard
Books, 1992, p. viii
(2) Ibid. p.ix
(3) Ibid, p. 2
(4) Ibid. p.p. 48,49
(6) 1Ibid. p.74
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