First Semester



Peoety (4)
Fourth Year
· Introduction for the American literature:

**Presentation: a comparison between Brooke and Sassoon:
     Brooke’s ‘The Soldier’ was written at the start of the World War I before they knew the horror of the war. The poem is a traditional sonnet in which Brooke is expressing his love for England and how he believes it is right to fight and die for his country. However, he never discovered how the war was like in reality as he died in 1915 before taking part in the war. Therefore, his poem was very idealistic and had a very traditional point of view. 
        Brooke’s poem brought comfort to the families of the victims of war. In his poem, Brooke uses repetitions of the word ‘England’ in a very patriotic style. He also uses personifications to describe it as if it was a person particularly like a mother as he said “her sight….”
      While Sassoon’s poem “The General” could be considered as a deliberate response to Brooke’s “The Soldier”. ‘The General’ points out the contrast between the soldier who died and the general who sent them to their death. He says in his last line “But he did for them both by his plan of attack” Which shows how the general killed the soldiers by sending them to death. This is a good end for the poem as it leaves the reader thinking. In this poem, Sassoon uses irony to criticize the war. Thus “The General” is a very effective poem even though it is short and has no grapping descriptions. 
· Beginning of the Lecture:

     Seigfried Sassoon was a British poet and a soldier. He fought in the battle of the sun 1916. That was one of the great horrible battles. In the battle of the sun he earned the nickname ‘Mad Jack’ because of his great heroism and courage, it is showing his courage and outstanding in the war. He was injured and became invalid and returned to England in 1917. After that experience in the battlefield of seeing the bloodshed and casualties of thousands of young people dying, he started to change his view about war. Earlier, he was enthusiastic and encouraged to be part of the war and the crusade in a way. However, after the real combat or indulgent in the battlefield, he felt that this is a waste, it is a land of waste. It was just killing of lives. 

      Sassoon and Welfred Owen met in Dublin. They were both injured and they were both suffering from the sock of the battle. They talked about how they are being poets and that they should do something about it. They should enlighten people. They should tell the truth. So, they started their realistic writing about the war. 
Sassoon's Public Statement of Defiance

       In the introduction of Sassoon’s life he says in one of his letters that he sent to his commanding officer as he was a very daring person “I am making this statement as an act of willful defiance of military authority, because I believe that the war is being deliberately prolonged by those who have the power to end it”. He does not trust the superiors because they have the power to end the war, but they are prolonging it for other political reasons. He continues “I am a soldier, convinced that I am acting on behalf of soldiers. I believe that this war, upon which I entered as a war of defence and liberation has now become a war of aggression and conquest” here one sees the imperialistic view of the politicians. It is not a war for defending other people or liberating other countries, on the contrary it is a war of aggression and conquest. He is objecting the war. 
       In this letter, one could see how courageous is Sassoon in objecting to his superiors. Military men should be blindly obedient, but Sassoon is objecting his Superiors to show that he does not believe in such a war that became destructive for man.

       In his collection of famous satirical poems which he wrote in 1946, he attacked directly his superiors. In the poems that he published in 1916, he started to write realistic poetry about the war not patriotic or nationalistic poetry about courage in the war. In 1917, his poems were not only realistic, but also a kind of protest against the superiors. That was a gradual change. First, he joined the war, and then he discovered horrible side of the war after his injury. In 1917 he started writing his poem upon the realistic face of war. In 1916 he wrote realistic poetry then in 1917 he wrote poetry of protest against the superiors to end that war. 
      This war poetry is very bitter, direct and ironical at the same time. That is because he used to attack people who were in charge. He is not attacking the soldiers as they were unfortunately enslaved in the hands of the generals and political system. His magnificent work is called counter attack. One can see a kind of outrage spirit and spontaneity. He is honest, not exaggerating. One can see rage, anger against the devastating reality of the war. There is a realistic truth, so his poetry is like a documentary. 
        Sassoon is the first poet to reveal to the public the horrific, terrible and frightening side of the war. Most of the war poets did not write about bloodshed, casualties and suffering of soldiers. He was the first to reveal to the public the horrible frightening side of the war. In most of his works, he condemned the hypocrisy of the citizens who celebrated the war. Those citizens did not know anything about the war or participated in it. They were encouraging young men to enlist in the war. He attacked the hypocrisy of citizens and of the political hierarchal system. 

      Generally speaking, he wrote in a lyrical, satiric and bitter voice showing broken believes and images called “iconoclastic visions”. His poetry presented to the public the real face of the ugly war. 
Siegfried Sassoon (1886–1967).  Counter-Attack and Other Poems.  1918. 

12. The General 


‘GOOD-MORNING; good-morning!’ the General said
When we met him last week on our way to the line.

Now the soldiers he smiled at are most of ’em dead,

And we’re cursing his staff for incompetent swine

‘He’s a cheery old card,’ grunted Harry to Jack

As they slogged up to Arras with rifle and pack.

But he did for them both by his plan of attack
    This poem is very short, but very meaningful. His poem is very epigrammatic means that it is very concise, but it is very rich with meaning. He used here the verse form. The readers expect to read about the greatness of the general and the way he treats his soldiers. 

    The troops were great in number. The battle of Arras had a great of casualties on both the German and the British. Eighty nine thousand lives died on the British side and eighty seven on the German. That was a huge number. The General went the soldiers who were in the ‘line’ which is the battlefield were the battles occurred.

      The General greeted the soldiers in their way to the battle. His greeting “Good morning” is a wish for a new beginning or new day with happiness, joy, activity and fruits of achievements. He met the soldiers on their way to the line and he greeted them. This is the only communication between the general and the troops. He used past tense because they met him last week when they were heading to the line. The line is a land of no man, because it is the battlefield, one goes there not aware if he will come back alive, injured or dead or even shocked. The injuries are not only physical, but also spiritual or mental. 
        The third line is very shocking for the reader. The soldiers whom the general smiled at are most of them dead. Smiling is an expression of joy, communion, friendship, love and compassion between human beings. It is like a poisonous smile. It is very shocking as eighty nine thousands died. As a reaction, the soldiers are cursing the staff of officers which is the hierarchical political system. There are soldiers and above them there are captains, then generals, and many other titles. The soldiers who faced the enemy were cursing his staff and curses are horrible. 

     Swine is the male pig. They are giving the staff these characteristics. Pigs are powerful, dirty, lazy, ugly, horrible, muddy, and the most important is that they never satisfied with eating, so they are always hungry. Those characteristics are given to the officers who represent the general which means that the general is never satisfied with the victory. He wants his name to be in the records of history and to be the one who won the battle. There is unsatisfied hunger for fame like a pig and so the officers. The soldiers were cursing because they felt that they were sent to a battle in which the results were not gained with the minimum loss of lives and this was devastating for the soldiers. There were great risks in sending those soldiers to the battle. That means that the general here was gambling with their lives. He was risking their lives in a battlefield that he was sure that he will win but with so many casualties and that was frustrating for the young soldiers as the soldiers were willing to fight, but they did not want to lose their lives and that is why the line here is so expressive. It refers to the greediness of the commander officers to the general without regarding the lives of the young soldiers. 

     The general here is very greedy. This characteristic is very similar to the characteristic of the swine. That is why he is like a swine for the unsatisfied appetite. He is greedy for victory. Greediness led to a terrible ending for soldiers, which was the great number of casualties. They were willing to fight, but not to risk their lives in such unplanned battle.   

    There is a shift between the past and present. Harry and Jack were both young soldiers in the troops who were next to the general a week ago and when he greeted them and smiled at them, Harry told Jack that he is a “cheery old card”. That is a kind of informal usage means an amusing person, but when he describes the general as a cheery old card, he described him as a person who wants to gain his objectives, who manipulates the lives of the soldiers in order to gain victory. The general is described as an old card which means that he is amusing person, but at the same time, he is a person with certain tactile maneuvers, because he had an objective to win the battles regardless the number of waste of lives. 
    The card always refers to gambling, so he is here gambling with the lives of the soldiers. Supposing, the general and officers are very keen to have minimum loss of this, but his aim was to win the battle regardless of the number of casualties. He went to that battle gambling with the lives of the soldiers. The word “grunted’ means to say a word hardly when they were packed with ammunitions, rifles, back packs and bullets that they were prepared with. 

      The indentation here is to leave a kind of a graphic image of the separation between the general who did not join the war, but in the camp directing while the soldiers were facing the line, fire and battlefield. He was directing the war from a distant. The word ‘both’ refers to the British and the German soldiers, because the casualties for both sides were horrible. If the general went to the battle, he might have saved lives not only of his soldiers, but he did that for both and the word ‘both’ refers to Harry and Jack who represent all the young soldiers and at the same time, it refers to the British and German soldiers.
     The indentation shows the line as if it is a single stanza. The first stanza is six lines then there is an indentation, then a one-line stanza which indicates the separation between the life and death, between the great number of soldiers who died and the few numbers who stayed alive. 

   The poem is so simple, but it is very rich with connotations, it is very symbolic. Sassoon also used expressive words. Although they are simple, they are so expressive in sending the message to the reader. 

    He also used certain poetic techniques like paradox like (smiling and death), a kind of juxtaposition also (joy and sadness) the joy of the general who was sending the troops to face the battle and the sadness of the troops who suffered, died as there is a paradox here to give a real ironical poem, satirical poem about the incompetent or unwise decisions of leaders. 

      Sassoon used ‘iconoclastic’ or broken beliefs and images; the general who should be like a father, a leader, one who has great wisdom to choose the good time for battle. However, one sees here his greediness towards victory. He wants his name to be in the records of history regardless of the lives of these soldiers. 
    In this poem, there is no reference to bloodshed, no horrible imagery presented, but the simple words were expressive of the horror that happened in that happened in that battle. There is no single imagery about blood or suffering.  
20. ‘They’ 


THE Bishop tells us: ‘When the boys come back
‘They will not be the same; for they’ll have fought

‘In a just cause: they lead the last attack

‘On Anti-Christ; their comrades’ blood has bought

‘New right to breed an honourable race,

‘They have challenged Death and dared him face to face.’

‘We’re none of us the same!’ the boys reply.

‘For George lost both his legs; and Bill’s stone blind;

‘Poor Jim’s shot through the lungs and like to die;

‘And Bert’s gone syphilitic: you’ll not find

‘A chap who’s served that hasn’t found some change.’

And the Bishop said: ‘The ways of God are strange!’

    This poem is another poem which is an outburst of anger that Sassoon is revealing through this poem. The poem has a kind of a conversation between the bishop and the soldiers. The bishop is a religious man and most of the time before war starts a bishop is sent by the church to give moral support. Soldiers were called ‘boys’, because they were so young starting from 16 years old as joining the army at that time was compulsory and they had no choice. Before the young soldiers go to the battlefield, the bishop talks with them. 
THE Bishop tells us: ‘When the boys come back
‘They will not be the same; for they’ll have fought

‘In a just cause: they lead the last attack

‘On Anti-Christ; their comrades’ blood has bought

‘New right to breed an honourable race,

‘They have challenged Death and dared him face to face.’
     The bishop tells the soldiers when they come back that they are not the same, because they fought for a just cause like the crusaders. They are soldiers of God. They were sent to protect and defend the oppressed ones. They were like the chosen young men. They are not fighting only for a political reason, but also for a just cause. He describes the enemy as ‘Anti-Christ”. It is a kind of religious battle. The Germans are Christians but they are described as this to show that they are against the British church. “Last attack” means as if they are going to destroy all evil in the whole world. 
     The bishop here is wise. He knows that there is going to be a great number of casualties. This blood is not wasted. It is like the blood of the Christ and salvation. Here, there is a kind of self sacrifice as sacrifice their bodies to a higher and greater aim. It is like the Christian sacrifice, they are sacrificing themselves or they are going to bring new right to breed and honorable race. Those who fought and died, they fought against oppression and to liberate the other races. They are sacrificing themselves similar to Christ. This is a religious kind of sacrifice from the bishop’s point of view. 
       They are not the same after coming from the war as they went through a phase of cleansing. It is a spiritual change, because they fought the anti-Christ and lost their friends so they have passed through spiritual cleansing. 

      Similar to the Christ when he was crucified, the blood that he shed was like a salvation for all the Christians. The young men here fought in the war and sacrificed their lives is like as if they are bringing freedom and equality for all the Christians. Those young men are courageous challenging the death. ‘Death’ is capitalized because it is a horrible war, a modern war, a war of guns, bombardments, snipers and many horrible things. They have challenged death and dared him face to face. Those young men are courageous, daring and not afraid of anything, because they have great faith in their hearts. 
‘We’re none of us the same!’ the boys reply.
‘For George lost both his legs; and Bill’s stone blind;

‘Poor Jim’s shot through the lungs and like to die;

‘And Bert’s gone syphilitic: you’ll not find

‘A chap who’s served that hasn’t found some change.’

And the Bishop said: ‘The ways of God are strange!’
     Here is the boys’ response to the bishop. All of them agree on his point of view. They returned but not like what the bishop said. There is physical deformity that the young boys found. It is not a spiritual change but a physical change. It is a spiritual devastation for the mind and soul. A soldier became a handicap and Bill lost his sight. There is physical and psychological devastation happened to the young boys. Jim is shot in the chest and not dead nor alive. He is suffering and wishes to die to be relieved of this horrible suffering. Syphilitic is a horrible kind of a disease. “Some change” shows that there is no single soldier who is not injured and if he is not injured physically, he is injured mentally and spiritually. 
    This war is horrible, they are devastated and shocked. There is a shocking and terrifying fact for the bishop about the war as the bishop was preaching for highly moral ideals for spiritual values, but the answer came shocking. There is irony. The boys spoke the truth and the reality and fact that is encountered by the war. 
    The bishop’s response was doings of god are strange although it is not God’s choice but man’s choice as God has given man free will to choose and man chose to fight and destroy other people’s life.  
    Many critics feel that the poem is weak by the bishop’s answers, because the poem is so powerful. It is like an outcry and outrage against the war. It is a spontaneous, honest rage and anger from the speaker who is the poet himself. It has realistic truth and is documentary for the war because it shows the realities that happened in the war. 
    The form of the poem is built upon two stanzas of equal lines to show a kind of a balance which is the bishop’s point of view and the boys’ view. The bishop’s point of view was that they came not the same like the crusaders who achieved holy message. Then in the second stanza, there is a shocking stating answer. One can see the reality, outcomes and truth of the war and the horrible ending and the wasted young men’s life in the battle. 

      It is another satirical poem by the poet. The title is very symbolic, because the title here refers to the soldiers, the officers, religious people, people who glorify the war. That means that the poet himself is against their point of view. At the same time ‘They’ does not refer to the political system and the hypocrite people who greet the war, but also for the soldiers who were driven to fight in that war. It is a collective word showing the poet’s point of view. 
    Looking at the two poems; The General and They, Sassoon was writing about the trench. He is a famous poet who wrote about the life in the trenches. Unfortunately, during the First World War and Second World War, soldiers lived in these trenches living among the dead bodies, rats, horrible insects. Sassoon’s aim here is to speak about the reality of war as he thought that the public particularly the British people should know because the battlefield was not in England when the war broke until the end. The British people did not experience of the horror of guns, bombs, sights and sounds of the war. He felt that his duty that the public should know reality and understand more about it. 


End …[image: image1.png]
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