Dr. Maha
First Semester


P. 52: The second article in New Criticism 

What Does Poetry Communicate?
by the same critic Brooks.

· The title of the article is in the form of a question. It is very important, telling something. It is very meaningful.

A critic’s job is to deal with language so reading the article is very important. The critic is very careful in choosing every single word.

He is a new critic believes in all about new criticism.

· What do you think that the poet and poetry communicates?

- As he is formalist and he believes that structure/ form and meaning are one thing so may be in this question he is asking about these double qualities (form and meaning) of poetry.

- May be he is talking about the relation between experience and life. So poets use poetry to communicate their experiences with us.

In this article all the time you are having a dialogue with other critics, schools and opinions. While he is writing the article he is like answering them.  So, he begins by mentioning what other critics are saying and he is answering what they are saying. He uses the dialogic way of writing articles. 

   This article was first published in 1947 which is the time that new critics were very famous and fashionable. The date is also important as it is just two years after the Second World War which finished in 1945. 

 He starts his article by saying that:
“Other critics are saying that modern poetry is very difficult because of the war”

    They believe that the experience of the war (the difficulties and the miseries and the suffering that happened during the war have caused  poets when they are going to write poetry  to write very difficult language that even critics or professors of literature cannot understand it. 

   When he is answering them he will agree partly and disagree partly. He agrees with the part saying that poetry is difficult but he will not agree with the word modern. He agrees that poetry is difficult but he disagree that modern poetry is difficult. He also does not agree with the part about the war, he says that war is not responsible at all. It is not the reason and that war does not have anything to do with the difficulty of poetry. 

   So there is a dialogue and he will spent all the rest of article trying to explain his answering and what he believes. 

   So he believes that not only modern poetry that is difficult but actually all poetry, poetry in general since the times of the Romans and ancient times and up till now but the war is not the reason. 

     He is writing the argument in 1947 in the twentieth century so he goes back to the time of the sixteenth and the seventeenth century and chooses a very famous poem belong to this age “Corinna’s going a-Maying” written by Robert Herrick and the language is a bit ancient. 

   He will talk about this poem to prove that at the time there were difficulties in poetry. And even if you thought that this poem is very easy and you have been reading it for so many years but if you analyzed it you will discover that it is difficult because “poetry by nature is difficult” and there is no an easy poetry. 

    He will even go back to the Roman poetry and see the poetry of that time. He will say that Herrick /a poet when he was writing this poem he was influenced by Romans so he will go back to the time of Romans and poets such as Herrick and Catalos (famous poets of the Roman Ages).

    He tried to convince people that poetry has always been difficult and it is not only in the twentieth century that we are having a difficulty. By going back they know that poetry is always difficult by nature and he choose to go back not only one step to the sixteenth and the seventeenth but he is going back a farther step to the ancient times. 

· Reading this article will help us to know how to analyze poetry. 

· In the final exam you will be asked to analyze unseen poem. 
·  You will be asked to discuss quotation of the article that we have discussed.

· Here Brooks will analyze a poem to prove to us that this poem is difficult and that people have been reading this poem without discovering that it is difficult. The way he will analyze it will show this difficulty. 

    He will say that if the poem is a true poetry then it has contradictions and because of these contradictions it is difficult as we can not exactly say what the poet communicates in this poem. This is his main argument.  

     In this poem Corrina is the beloved of Herrick. He took a name used by Catalos in his poem and he used it in this poem. She is going a Maying comes from May the month. The spring month in England as the nature is very beautiful and as if we are having a celebration or a festival of nature.  

     So for general generations or people who read the poem will say that it is a simple poem in which Herrick is inviting his beloved to come and enjoy the beauty of nature. It is about a theme that has been repeated in poetry for many and many generations and centuries. This theme is called in Latin as the Carpe diem theme which means in English “lock/seize the day as a flower.”

   So whenever we find the Carpe diem theme we expect that we deal with the themes of life being short and of the fact that we must enjoy the pleasures of life as soon as possible and we must not waste our time. So let us see an opportunity to enjoy life before it ends as death will come very soon and there will be no more pleasure after that and may be it will be like a very long sleep. 
     Brook says everybody has been reading this poem thought that it is about Carpe diem theme. Brook (as a new critic) now is trying to prove that if you read the poem carefully it is not that easy. He will have a close analysis as he will read every word and every line. 
    He says if you read the poem like this you will notice that there is a very important contradiction that you do not notice before. There is a contradiction between two objects Christianity and paganism.

    Herrick was a priest so he for sure believes in Christianity. You can find in his poem the element of Christianity in some line and the element of paganism in another line and so on.  So you will find all the time examples of Christianity and paganism. The poet never explains does he prefer Christianity or paganism or saying which is better or worse or that he is trying to make reconciliation between them. So this contradiction is always exist in every line of the poem and it remains without any result till the end. 
     Poetry is supposed to be a direct experience of life. Life itself is contradicted so poetry is not supposed to try to simplify or modify it or makes it easy. It supposes to communicate the experience of life as it is.  
     He says that in the poem “whenever you are reading any poem whether it belongs to the twentieth century or the eighteenth or the Romans, if it is true poetry then it is complicated and contradictory and difficult and you can never say an easy meaning of the poem. Poetry is complex and communicates the complexity of life and cannot be paraphrased in simpler form.
    All the time while he is analyzing he has been trying to paraphrase but his paraphrase is not equal to the poem as the poem is having so many other things and meanings. 

Page 53: This is a part of the middle of the analysis:

“On fronted with this apparent contradiction we can conclude if we like the critic confuse”
    He is saying may be when we read a contradiction between paganism and Christianity may be we feel that the poet is confused. He does not conclude or choose if this is better or that is better. Then he says no, it is not the confusion of the poet but it is the nature of poetry. So the poet Herrick himself is not confused but poetry itself is contradicted. 

“Far from being unconscious of the contradictory elements in the poem he (Herrick) quite obviously has them in mind.”

    You cannot say that Herrick was not being attention of the contradiction when he was writing the poetry. He knew that contradiction because we can find it in every single line. He was aware of this. He is confessing that there is a clash or conflict but he does not help us to choose one o the two sides.  

“Or rather by celebrating the pagan view he refuses to suppress references to the question.”

P. 54:  “The point communicates so much and communicates it so richly and with such delicate qualification that the thing communicated is mold and despoiled if you attempted to convey it by any vehicle less settle by that of the poem itself.”
    He is basically saying that poetry is rich and complex and if you tried to translate or paraphrase it you will loss the meaning. The meaning may be close to the poem but it is never the same. 

P: 55:
“The poet is exploiting the potentialities of language, I am sure that any poet is doing this. Indeed as all poets must do he is remaking language”.

- Talking about poetry in general, Language has potentialities or capabilities. If you are a poet then you are exploiting these potentialities. If you are a poet you are remaking the language.

“The poem itself is the only medium that communicates the particular what that is communicated”.

   He is using the word “what” from the title “what does the poem communicate?.” He is taking this what as if it is a noun. He is saying ‘the what of the poem’. The poem communicates what it communicates. You cannot use any other medium prose or translation or anything to communicate the same thing. The what =may be the meaning or the structure or the form of the poem that can only be communicated through the medium of the poem not by the medium of anything else.

“The poem says what the poem says”
This sentence is very identical to the whole theory of new criticism.  

· What does the poem says?
It says what it says. We cannot translate or interpret. I can try to translate it but I am not going to succeed perfectly.

“But rather out of the experiences of many May mornings and out of his experience of Catalos (the original Roman poet who wrote about Corrina) and possibly out of a hundred other experiences, he (Robert Herrick) fashions properly through a process akin to exploration the total experience which is the point.”
    Experience is a very important part of a critical theory. Any critic has to deal with experience and the relation of experience to the work of literature whether it is a novel or a poem. He says that the poem itself is an experience and it does not come out of one a single personal experience of the poet but actually it is like a hundred or thousand of experiences.

    For example while Herrick is writing he was thinking of hundred or thousand of Mays mornings in which he experiences the beauty of nature out of the experience of Catalos. So out of many experiences of Herrick’s life and the lives of others he is fashioning this new experience which is the poem itself. 

· This is the second article that is about a practical criticism teaching you how to practically analyze poetry through offering you an easy way.

P: 71,72.

P; 73: the poem that we analyzed The Tyger by William Black. It is one of the most musical and beautiful poems in English language.

· In analyzing the poem he is giving you three steps to use when you are analyzing.
1- Think about the text. 

Then he will apply this to the whole poem. He will tell you what he means exactly when he thinks about the whole poem generally. You can say I think the poem is about something or another thing.
2- Analyze the text. 

He will start the analysis like the very close analysis of new critics. He will start talk about one word or one image then go to the next line and the next line. While analyzing you can say that my guesses were correct or incorrect. 

3- Relate the part you have studied to the text as a whole.

The final step of analysis is that you studied certain lines and then you are going to relate them to the whole poem P.75.

· Notes:

Write in paragraphs not in points. 

- The introduction of the new school:

* It has many similarities to the new Criticism. 
* You have an easy summary or a general overview or background about the school in P.77, 78. 
Russian formalism
Formalist means that this thing is caring about form (structure) and meaning together. 

From the name of the school they are Russians critics not Americans. They are also formalist critics who care about the studies of the structure and the meaning.  

* There are many names we will choose two members of the school Viktor Sklovskij, and Roman Jakobson. 

· The purpose of this school:

“They (the Russian formalist) endeavored = tried to create a literary science.”
They were scientific in their point of view or in their perspective.

· A similarity between the two schools:

* New critics also want to be scientific and objective and want to look to criticism as a science. 

-- One of the members of the school (Russian Formalist) Roman Jakobson tells us about their purpose saying that

“The subject of literary science is not literature but literariness that is that which make a given work a literary work”
He is saying we want to make a literary science. Literary science is not about literature but it is about literariness of literature. 

**Literariness= أدبية الادب it is a vague term and literati on. 

**The literariness of literature is the qualities of literature that are not found in any other use of language. It is the qualities that are found only in literature. 

* This is the purpose of the Russian formalist. They were not poets as new critics but they are linguistics (specialized in linguistics). They do not write poetry or literature. 

· Why they study literature?

* To see the literariness or the qualities of literary language that makes literature different from non literary language. 

“The Formalists= the school were uninterested therefore in the representational or expressive aspects of literary text. They focused on prose elements of the text which the considered to be uniquely literary in character.”

* They are not interested in studying literature in subject but they are interested in studying the literariness of literature. 

* They focus on the qualities that make literature what it is and different * from non literature texts. 

If I am studying the whole of literature so I am studying the literariness and representation and expressions.

If I have a poem and the poem have literary language

· Literariness means studying the qualities of that literary language. 

· Representational means how literature represents something for example life or reality. I am studying the representational aspects of literature so I am not a Russian formalist. 

· Expressive means studying the ideas or feelings expressed by the novel or the play or by the poem so I am studying the expressive aspects of literature so I am not a Russian formalist.  

***If you are Russian formalist so you will focus only about literariness of the literature because 

1- They are linguistics so they are interested in the language part. 
2- The representational and the expressive aspects of are not unique to literature. We can find these aspects in a literary text but also we can find them in non literary texts so they are not unique to literature. They are interested in the unique qualities that can only be found in literary texts and make literature unique and totally different from any other text   

· Literariness is a keyword to the Russian formalists. They invented the word and it became one of the words of criticism. 

· They start on 1916 and they went on till the forties and the fifties so they were working during almost the same time of the new critics but on school was in Russia and the other was in America. 
“Initially they emphasized the differences between literary language and nonliterary or practical language.”
When they start they spend some years at the beginning doing comparisons between the languages, this is a literary language and this is non literary or practical language. 

After some years they finished the comparison and they focused on literature only and they were uninterested at all in the non literary texts.
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