Criticism
Fourth Year-Second Semester
The 4th lecture:                                                                                                       د.يمنى

We do not study Marxism for the sake of studying it as a literary theory, but for the sake of connecting it with other literary issues that we are studying them till the end of the semester. This is the importance of Marxism. It was a basis of the formulation of literary concepts and analysis of literature to come later on. We cannot ignore Marxist theory if we are going to study Feminism, Post-colonialism or cultural studies because in one way or the other it builds a connection/ influence/ a line that connect them together.
Marxism found by Karl Marx in the late 19th and early 20th century. His ideas had been developed later with Russian Revolution and the Marxist system (political system in Russia/ the Soviet Union). His ideas had developed into being political and social which proved until the 90s of the 20th century (how popular it was). There are lots of Middle East countries based their political system upon Marxist theory.
What are the basic ideas of Marx?
A student: it is against capitalism.
The doctor: this is something.
(A system of economic, social, and political philosophy based on ideas that view social change in terms of economic factors. A central tenet is that the means of production is the economic base that influences or determines the political life.)

His ideas >>> is that the social changes are the results of economic factors. What happens in society as changes is basically related to economic changes. This is how people are living their life. This is how society is formed. It is formed by the changes that happen in economic element. The social change is not separate; it does not come alone. It comes as a result of economic changes. When economic changes happen, social changes happen. It is not the other way around.
Marxism is about the struggle among classes. It focuses on the struggle among social classes. And it is interested in the idea of private ownership.
A student: Is there a difference between Marxism and Communism?
The doctor: there are a lot of confusion between Marxism and Communism. People have developed and the ideas have developed.
(الشيوعية غير والماركسية غير، القومية و البعثية غير.)
Communist developed to be a political system. They are talking about mainly economic system/ social system now with Marx. The idea of politics had developed later. The politicians took it and developed it in a way that serves their political purposes. What happened is that the communist party denied religion because they believe that they have to be equal. Equality means that we are humans and we do not have to be connected with any religious ideas.
أخذوها وsocialists. السياسيين أخذوا أفكاره ، الأدباء والنقاد والKarl Marx(الماركسية مش حركة ، الأساس هو 
وطورورها بطريقة تخدم أهدافهم)
	
	


   
Here we discuss literary criticism. We are not relating Marxist theory to politics. We have to know what happens in politics or in economics in order to understand the literary part but we are interested in the study of literature and how these economical, social, and political factors influenced literature, but when a politician is interested in Marxist theory, he would devote his interest into building a political system to make a government/ to make nations and countries believing in such ideas. Communist ideas are different from country to country. It went to the extreme with the Soviet Union and Europe but there are certain European countries that had this communist or socialist attitude in their ruling system in France, England and in Austria. All of these in one way or the other have certain social tenets and beliefs in the structure of their politics. They are not purely capitalists. U.S.A is purely capitalist system but not all of Europe is purely capitalist system. It has been modified with such ideas coming from Marxist theory.
We immediately become nervous when anyone would utter the word Marx or communism because it is related to denying religion (atheism), but actually it is not. Some countries believe in it because this is their political system. Their political issues had resulted into denying the right to have religious practice. It does not mean that this is communism and this is socialism. Capitalism is something that we believe that it is good but it is not always good.  
You read about modernism الحداثة ! You think that it is something that is not good. It is related that you are not religious person. But you study modernism and you see that this is not true. It does not have any relation with religion. People would be nervous when the word modernism is uttered. And if someone says it is okay, it means that he is antireligious person. But actually it is not. So, open your mind and read and choose for yourself. This is the idea of studying course such as literary criticism. It is not about literature; it is about an attitude of life/ an attitude of thinking to use you mind. Things can be approached in a different way. Literary text that you are studying can be approached from different angles/ from different points of view because we have minds and we can think in a different way. This does not mean that we are wrong or right. It means that we are able. It means that our minds have the capacity to look at things from different points of view, not to totally agree or totally disagree. There is nothing clear-cut. This is just like Marxism. Marxism is an idea and even if you do not agree with it, it is okay and you have to understand it and to understand why you do not agree with it and why you should not you apply it in your life because this and this, not because someone tells you that it is not good. This is a kind of intimidating us. Do not be intimidated and threatened and do not be pulled by these notions to belong or not to belong. I belong to what I believe. I have reached this in later age but now you are still young and this is you opportunity to think from now in such a way/ in an open mind and heart because this would save you a lot of troubles in mind.
So, Marxism struggles between different classes. The social changes depend on economical changes.
A student: it is materialistic?
The doctor: no, it is not materialistic. Capitalism is materialistic. It is materialistic that it relates the life of people to social and historical circumstances and economic circumstances. This is the way how it is materialistic because everything in life is determined by economic, social and historical elements and that is why it is materialistic.
(A central tenet is that the means of production is the economic base that influences or determines the political life.)
So, it is the economic production which influences the political life.
Now there is something else also. It is very important.
A student: they believe in the value of labor as much as the product time to do it, so it would be valuable.  
The doctor: it is the changes in the society that we are going to discuss now and how man is evaluated and it is related to commodity, market value and so on.
One of the basic ideas that are forced in everything we are discussing is that the historical elements/ social elements/ circumstances in general are the thing that would form out our consciousness. This means that our consciousness is not the thing that would change circumstances. This means that what we live in our lives determines the consciousness of man. If is not our ideas about, for example, justice, morality, logic or religion that would change life; it is the opposite. What happens would shape our consciousness. This is how it works. It is not inside, outside; it is outside, inside. This is how it is formed. This is very important because this would explain class struggle. It would explain that materialistic value. It is the agent of all changes in our lives because it is external; it is something that is outside. The struggle/ the changes in the economy would lead our social changes and it will shape our consciousness as individuals as in life. 60 or 70 years ago in our country, do you think that the life was the same as our life? No, it is different. Different in what way? Are we the same people? Do we have the same beliefs in life? For example, do we have the same beliefs in education? Do we have the same beliefs about the role of women? No. do we have the same role about business and government? No, we do not have. So, there are changes. We are admitting that we do not have the same social life. What changed? Number one is the style of economy. 60 years before, how would people earn their money? Parts of the country depend on trade. For example, here in the Eastern Province, we have fishing and agriculture. So, basically it is agricultural society based on agricultural attitude, tenets of life or social life because agricultural life would lead a certain social system.
After the change of economy, what did change? Oil. We have oil companies and instead of fishing and agricultural trading (it is still there but it has changed), we have jobs in the government. Most of the people are government employees. And we have banking, we have trade and business. So, the first point that led to all the changes that we have now is economy. Economy changed the way we earn our money and it changed also the relationship among classes. Before the oil and the changes, usually most of the society is divided into two classes, poor and rich. Poor and rich are very related to each other because they need each other. Now we have different kinds of classes. We have poor, very big middle class, middle upper class, and upper class. We have different classes. For middle class and upper middle class, most of them work in government jobs. Poor classes work but they work in private companies or in other lower kind of jobs. And we have upper class. Most of them do not work in the government. The economy of this class is based on trade and business more or less. Before 60 years, was this upper class that we are talking about upper class? No, it changed. At that time, we do not have the same issue of class and those people. Those people and their mentality changed. What happens is our consciousness has changed as individuals about life, about our relationship with each other, about the social elements, about the economic elements and about political elements because the environment/ because of the economical changes/ circumstances. This in result changed our consciousness. Can you say that because our consciousness or our beliefs in life, our life has changed? No, it is the opposite. This is basically how Marx would view all what is happening (the class struggle and everything that followed).
(Marx argues that all mental systems are the products of real social and economic existence. The material interests of the dominant social class determine how people see human existence, individual and collective. Legal systems, for example, are not the pure manifestation of human or divine reason, but ultimately reflect the interests of the dominant class in particular historical periods. Marx was arguing that what we call ‘culture’ is not an independent reality but is inseparable from the historical conditions in which human beings create their material lives; the relations of exploitation and domination which governs the social and economic order of a particular phase of human history will in some sense determine the whole culture life of society.)
 Now I will give you the main characteristics of Marxist theory.
(1-The rejection of the notion of identity and the consequent denial of the view that any object, including literature, can somehow exist independently. Literature can only be understood in the fullness of its relations with ideology, class, and economic substructure.
2- The view that the objective world is a progressive construction out of collective human subjectivity. What passes as truth, then, is not eternal but institutionally created.
3- The understanding of art as commodity, sharing with other commodities an entry into material aspects of production. If human beings produce themselves through labor, artistic production can be viewed as a branch of production in general.
4- A focus of the connections between class struggle as the inner dynamic of history and literature as the ideologically refracted site of such struggle.
5-An insistence that language is not a self-enclosed system of relations but must be understood as social practice, as deeply rooted in material conditions as any other practice. )
Let us go to the next point which is related to the Marxist attitude towards modernism and realism.
Modernism is like the works of T.S. Eliot, Virginia Woolf and others. Marxists believed that this is not a good kind of literature, why? They objected modernism. The works of modernist writers based on what? For autonomy of the text, you can find anything in the text and they are known for the interest in the language/ the experiments in language. Those Marxists rejected this point because what happens in works of Eliot or Virginia Woolf or other writers, For example, is that there is a kind of separation between art and real life. Modernist writers concentrate on the language itself in separation of the real life. They were interested more or less in the language itself which they believe that it would lead to an explanation or a manifestation of a human existence/ human life. Those Marxist believe that the engagement in the experiment/ in the language left them an idea of objectivity/ left them aside separated from what art should present as real life. This is why they rejected modernity. For example, Virginia Woolf used the stream of consciousness method. The stream of consciousness is a good artistic method or style but it is separated from what is going on in real life.
Now what’s about the rejection of realism? You have built an idea that Marxist ideas or theory more or less show reality. So, why are they against reality or they have certain criticism regarding realism? The reason is that they believe that what realism is engaged in is to represent the reality of the individuals but this reality is separated from what is going on in real life. It means that realistic writers like Henry James or Jane Austen represent characters resemble real people in real life. But those characters in these works do not represent what goes on in real life in one way or the other the struggle between classes/ the relationship between classes. These realistic novels exclude all economic and historical circumstances. And they concentrate only on building up real characters. And this is not realism as they understand it. For example, Jane Austen is known for depicting the social life of the countryside. And she is mainly interested in showing the upper class; the aristocracy, social affairs, marriage in particular of the aristocracy, not in the city but in the countryside. We have a novel like ‘Pride and Prejudice’ and another more important work entitled ‘Mansfield Park’. You see the film based on this work. Most of her works are talking about marriage issue between aristocracy and middle class or poor class which means different classes. We do not have the same class. When you read ‘Pride and Prejudice’, she depicts characters, she depicts aristocracy, and she depicts middle class. But when it comes to the relationship between classes, does she refer to it? Is there any kind of communication? We see Elizabeth had been drawn and given a position in which she is communicating with the aristocracy/ with the same manners of the aristocratic class. She does not show middle class manners. She shows manners of upper class. Is this real life? Do we see this in the 19th century this aristocratic class having the same manners of the middle class, talking the same language and having the same issue of life? This is what Marxist theory rejected in the realism that had been introduced in works such works of Jane Austen and others. Even for James Joyce, he has the same problem. But they appreciated works of George Eliot (The Mill on the Floss) and others because in her work she shows the differences between classes and the struggle between the morality of different class. Economic issues are there. Political issues are there and social issues are there. This is realism. This is manifestation of the struggle of real life. 
So, these are the two objections to modernism and realism. What they regard as realism is to show the struggle between classes. This is what they want to show. What is the struggle between classes?
George lukacs (Hungarian critic) developed reflection of reality based on his view of the development of classes throughout ages from feudal system to capital system. He saw that this development is not linear; does not go straight. There is a kind of changes and circularity in this development. Feudal system is to have this shape of pyramid with the king on the top of it. Then, we have another class which is aristocracy. Who are the aristocracy? They are owners of agricultural lands. This is how they earn money. They have status in life and they have certain manners/ a kind of education which characterizes their class. And then, we have the peasants/ farmers. This is the large big class of peasants and farmers because the economy depends on farming/ on land. The feudal system is based on agricultural system. Agricultural system needs farmers and owners of the land. We have the aristocracy, owners of land and farmers who work in the land. In the agricultural system, what style of work that is related to agriculture? First of all, people are related to the land. They live all their lives in the land. Then, agriculture needs a special system, what is this system? You have to sow the land. You have to put the seeds and wait for some time and then, the crops will grow up, then you have a harvest season, then you take it and sell the product of the land. So, there is a certain system related to farming. You cannot say that I can put the seeds in this part of the year because each crop demands certain time. The time system is related to farming and the crops themselves. So, this is economic system. With this economic system follows the social system. Social system is based on aristocracy with certain morality, with certain education, with certain language and we have farmers. Of course we have lawyers and doctors but we are talking about the relationship between those farmers and the owners.
After this feudal system, we have industrial system. This is the change. This is the history of change (historical circumstances, the changes of economy from agricultural system into industrial system). With the industrial system, we have factories owned by bourgeois class. The bourgeois class is not aristocracy. They have money, not because they own land but because they own factories. Their capital comes from factories, not from owning lands. Since they are not aristocracy, they have money and this bourgeois class has its own morality. The consciousness of bourgeois class came after the change that happened in economy from the feudal system into capital system. Owning lands needs certain consciousness and owning factories needs a different kind of consciousness that is related to it. This is how the consciousness is following what is going on outside. Do we have now farmers? We do not have farmers now; we have workers who work in factories. The kind of working in factories is different from working in the land, how? Machines. What is the system of using machines and have products? With agricultural system, we have production of crops but with factories, we have another kind of production which is commodities. What is the difference? It is faster because the more time you work on this machine the more you produce. In agriculture even if you work more hours, it does not mean that the crops will come earlier. You have to wait for time; each thing should have its own time. With factories, it is different. It means the more you work the more you have commodities and the more benefit. So, workers now are different from farmers. In the capital system, the workers are perceived as their value/ as their commodities. Their value is related to their labor/ their work. The more they work the more value they are. This is how we evaluate this worker. In another way, people now have a material value. If you work more, then you have more value. This creates a kind of competition between workers because each one wants to work more/ because he wants to get more money. This is how his value as a person would be counted because the owners of factories need to have more commodities because more commodities mean more money for them. Now we have a consciousness which is different from the consciousness that was related to the aristocracy class or the farmer class. It is not the same because now with the capital system/ with the bourgeois class has its own consciousness. This consciousness is related to the money they own. The more money they own the more important they become. They get money by making people work more for them. If you do not work, then you are of no use. All the time we hear that America is a green land. It is a green land because there in America, anyone coming from any background can go there and achieve something because it is open. If you have something, then you can do it by all means. It is open for you. The harder you work the more money you get. The system of working in America is totally different from Europe, in what way? In America, they do not have vacations. It is only maybe 15 days a year. They work more than the working hours. If working hours are at 6 o’clock, you see them work until 9 o’clock because if they work more, it means more outcomes will be. This gives them opportunity to have a better situation in the company they work in. this is why America is a dreamland. This is why in America, anyone can do something. It is open (the idea of openness). It is the country that made someone like Obama becomes a president coming from a different race and from middle class, but he achieved. This is the chances that capitalism would give to people but it also depends on what the value of your work. The more you work the more you have value. It is very difficult and it is consuming. There is certain kind of morality related to this system of life. So, we have in this situation a different kind of struggle between the bourgeois class and the working class. The working class needs more rights because they want to protect themselves. They want to have a value for themselves. And bourgeois class wanted to gain more money by all means whatever it is. All this struggle is as what lukacs calls reflection of reality that should appear in novel. It is not depiction of the characters. It is the depiction of what is going on between classes. This is what they focus on. And this is what he termed reflection of reality. This is a term ‘reflection of reality’ to reflect reality.
We are discussing the working class. When we come to feminist criticism, for example, why do you think feminist criticism is related to social thinking or Marxist thinking? In what way the struggle between man and woman? Women are considered as a lower class. This is number one. Number two: she is used by men as the workers are used by the capitals. Women produce birth. It is a kind of production. Because of this production, she is used in one way or the other because she has a certain value just like the worker who has a value to bring out commodities. The woman produces babies and this is in one way or the other is similar condition (producing and having a certain value and she is a lower class). And this creates struggle between man and woman just as the working class struggle with the bourgeois class. This also applies in colonialism in one way or the other and we will talk about it when we come to post-colonialism. Next time we will talk about Reader-Oriented Theory.   
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