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· The qualities or the characteristics of the poet
 To be more sensitive, having a comprehensive soul, a wide imagination and to be more interested in the society.
· The process of creating poetry described by Wordsworth (four steps):
1: observation or perception. 
2: recollection.
3: contemplation. 
4: being excited or writing poetry. 
True or false:
· Wordsworth said that there is no difference between the language of poetry and that of prose other than meter. (T)
· Poets should distant themselves from the fiction characters in their poetry. (F) They should identify themselves with the characters, put themselves in the place of the characters and sympathize with them. 
· The human mind is incapable of being excited without the application of growth of violent stimulus. (F) The human mind is capable and this what makes people different. According to Wordsworth what makes a person higher than the other is their ability to be stimulated by things other than the violence. 

· The poem is discussing nature; relating nature with the neo- classical rules.
· An Essay on Criticism was written as a response on whether poetry should be written naturally or written according to rules.
· Romantics maintain the composition of a poem in both the process of modifying feeling by certain intellectual power such as memory, imagination or contemplation. 
· Wordsworth discussion of poetic diction, he claims that the earliest poets wrote for passion while the neo-classical poets wrote for fame or they were just pursuing fame.  
Coleridge
  He gives us reasons why he rejects the rustic language. He said that the rustic language is only suitable for the pastoral poetry and even the pastoral poetry is much used. He said that it is dangerous, harmful and useless. Then he objects in terms of the subject and the language. Then he gives us five phrases that he objects to.   
1: Purified. He said when you purified rustic language; it becomes the regular language spoken by all. 
2: The best part of language. He said that we cannot say that the rustic language respond because they are in contact to the best object. He said that the rustic language is very limited because they only come into contact with the known things. The vocabulary of the rustic people only based on the things they see, observe and deal with so their language is also limited so we cannot say that it forms the best part of language.  If the simple people speaking the language we have, if they had the vocabulary then it comes from religious figures. 

“The best part of human language, properly so called, is derived from reflection on the acts of the mind itself. It is formed by a voluntary appropriation of fixed symbols to internal acts, to processes and results of imagination, the greater part of which have no place in the consciousness of uneducated man; though in civilized society, by imitation and passive remembrance of what they hear from their religious instructors and other superiors, the most uneducated share in the harvest which they neither sowed, nor reaped.”
As if he has a theory of language. He said that the best kind of language is a result of reflection of the mind of education and science things we see, we think about so we form words about them. Our language is the result of our experiences, so the narrower our experiences are, the narrower our language is. 
The language of the rustic people is very simple and it is not the result of this process of the mind and thinking, but it is the result of the vocabulary they pick up from religious instructors or the barber because he is so mixed with so many people, he will be the one of all the news. So the language usually is based on those people they communicate with people. So if the preacher and the barber are educated, then in that village you will have educated people. If they are simple, then the people in that village, the people also are simple. 
The language of the rustic language is not a process of reflecting on nature or reflecting within themselves in their mind but it is simply what they learn from educated people. 

· Then he tries to show us the history of the language of these rustics: where did it come from? 

“If the history of the phrases in hourly currency among our peasants were traced, a person not previously aware of the fact would be surprised at finding so large a number, which three or four centuries ago were the exclusive property of the universities and the schools; and, at the commencement of the Reformation, had been transferred from the school to the pulpit, and thus gradually passed into common life.”
He is tracing the language of the rustic people and how the rustics have the language and the words that seem to be of the educated people. This is not because they deal with nature. He says that this language comes from the pulpit= church or the priest or religious figures or the preacher who had to attend schools and universities. So the language came originally from universities and schools. So the little language they had comes from their religious education from the churches and sermons and the preachers and that is how the language moved from the universities and schools to the simple rustics.   
The language of the educated people is a result of their mind, looking at nature and processing and creating language. As for the rustics, the language depends on the figures in their village such as the barber, the preacher or the priest. 
· To prove that the rustics do not get education from nature and that nature does not provide the best part of language, he gives us an example of the places that the missionaries= people who spread Christianity went to.

“The extreme difficulty, and often the impossibility, of finding words for the simplest moral and intellectual processes of the languages of uncivilized tribes has proved perhaps the weightiest obstacle to the progress of our most zealous and adroit missionaries. Yet these tribes are surrounded by the same nature as our peasants are; but in still more impressive forms; and they are, moreover, obliged to particularize many more of them.”

They usually went to very far, remote and uncivilized places where there are no universities and schools and they try to spread and preach Christianity. 
Coleridge says that if it is true that the best part of language is from nature as Wordsworth says, then when the missionaries went to these far and uncivilized places, they were able to communicate. But the problem is they had a very hard time communicating because the people there were uncivilized, do not have a language because there was no religion. The places where there is no preachers, sermons or religion, although these places and people are surrounded by nature so the people are uncivilized, uneducated and have a very poor language, their vocabularies are limited and they only make sounds. Whereas places, where religion is strong and there are sermons, preachers and priests, then you find people who speak well, so it is not because of nature but because of religion. 
“When, therefore, Mr. Wordsworth adds, "accordingly, such a language"--(meaning, as before, the language of rustic life purified from provincialism)--"arising out of repeated experience and regular feelings, is a more permanent, and a far more philosophical language, than that which is frequently substituted for it by Poets, who think that they are conferring honour upon themselves and their art in proportion as they indulge in arbitrary and capricious habits of expression;"

· The third word Coleridge objects is “provincialism” comes from the word province= an area.  

· In the previous text we have Wordsworth ideas when compares between the poetic diction of poets and the simple language of the rustics. He believes that the second is more permanent create more pleasure.

· Then Coleridge explains why he objects the term of “purified from provincialism”. 
*The first point of “purified “and the third point of “provincialism” are closely connected and similar if not the same. 
“It may be answered, that the language, which he has in view, can be attributed to rustics with no greater right, than the style of Hooker or Bacon to Tom Brown or Sir Roger L'Estrange. Doubtless, if what is peculiar to each were omitted in each, the result must be the same. Further, that the poet, who uses an illogical diction, or a style fitted to excite only the low and changeable pleasure of wonder by means of groundless novelty, substitutes a language of folly and vanity, not for that of the rustic, but for that of good sense and natural feeling.”
Hear Wordsworth says if we purified the language of the rustics from what makes it provincial or unique of the area they come from, and makes it different from the other areas and provinces of England. The result is that we have an ordinary language. If we bring rustics from different provinces and areas of England and try to remove the provinciality (certain words or images) of their language that make their language particular, so kinds of them are going to sound the same. At the end after removing the characteristics that show that this is the language of a certain province then it is not going to be the language of the rustics anymore but the regular language that we all speak and so it becomes the language used by poets and used in poetic diction. 

“Here let me be permitted to remind the reader, that the positions, which I controvert, are contained in the sentences--"a selection of the real language of men;"--"the language of these men" (that is, men in low and rustic life) "has been adopted; I have proposed to myself to imitate, and, as far as is possible, to adopt the very language of men."
Here he objects the usage of the word “real language of men”. Through saying the real language so this means that all the other languages are not real. 
· He will tell us how people’s language vary and what makes people’s language different from each other?
He wants to say that we all speak real language but our ways are different. 


· What makes our language different?
All people are using the real language, but the difference between people’s language depends on three aspects. 
“I object, in the very first instance, to an equivocation in the use of the word "real." Every man's language varies, according to the extent of his knowledge, the activity of his faculties, and the depth or quickness of his feelings.”
1: The extent of his knowledge.
The more educated you are, the more vocabularies you are going to have
2: The activity or the usage of his faculties.
The usage of mind or the way that they use that knowledge, some people are better at remembering words they got all time. If we get two kinds of people the same knowledge, some people can quickly pick up new words and memorize them while others can hardly pick up words so their language is going to be different. 
3: The depth or quickness of his feelings.
The feeling: Some people can express themselves verbally when they talk; others have a very hard time expressing themselves so their language differs. The emotions also affect the language. Some people get angry so fast so they talk spontaneously. 

· Another division:

“Every man's language has, first, its individualities; secondly, the common properties of the class to which he belongs; and thirdly, words and phrases of universal use.”

· What makes language different from person to person? 
He believes that every language has these three things. 
1: Individualities. 
  Each person and each family has his or its own individuality. It is what makes language different.  
2: The common properties of the class.
The words that we have and it is part or form of the class that we come from. 
3: Words and phrases of universal use.
The words shared by all people of the country.

· Then he shows us what is language made up of?

Language is made up out of three layers: starting from the general layer, that moves forward to the specific. 
All languages and every language regardless of what country they belong to, or what language they speak, you find three layers. 
1: The most general layer of any language is the words that everyone uses. 
2: When it comes to class, we are going to have different vocabularies and words according to whether you are educated or not educated, are you from an upper class or lower class, as the vocabulary will be affected. 
3: Within the person or the family, the different or unique words that each person or the persons of one family use.
“The language of Hooker, Bacon, Bishop Taylor, and Burke differs from the common language of the learned class only by the superior number and novelty of the thoughts and relations which they had to convey. The language of Algernon Sidney differs not at all from that, which every well-educated gentleman would wish to write, and (with due allowances for the under libertines, and less connected train, of thinking natural and proper to conversation) such as he would wish to talk. Neither one nor the other differ half as much from the general language of cultivated society, as the language of Mr. Wordsworth's homeliest composition differs from that of a common peasant. 
For "real" therefore, we must substitute ordinary, or lingua communis. And this, we have proved, is no more to be found in the phraseology of low and rustic life than in that of any other class.”

   There is no real difference between languages except when it comes to our experiences and our education. Instead of “real language” we can use “ordinary language”. Coleridge believes that Wordsworth should use the phrase “ordinary language” not “real language” because all of us speak real language. The main difference in people language is knowledge. What makes the poets different from the rustic mainly is knowledge. 
“Omit the peculiarities of each and the result of course must be common to all.”
This means that omitting the peculiarities of all the ways we speak; and removing things that make your language individual and peculiar, the result will be that we all speak ordinary common language. 
“Not to mention, that the language so highly extolled by Mr. Wordsworth varies in every county, nay in every village, according to the accidental character of the clergyman, the existence or non-existence of schools; or even, perhaps, as the exciteman, publican, and barber happen to be, or not to be, zealous politicians, and readers of the weekly newspaper pro bono publico.”
He re-explains it again. He says the language of one village to the other village differs according to the religious background and figures as the barber, politicians and whether they read certain newspapers or not. The more the barbers and the priests read the more educated and informed they will be as a result the more educated the common people in the village will be. 
· The fifth point: in a state of excitement: Line 672: Coleridge state of imagination. (To be done as homework).
223: Samuel Tailor Coleridge on the imagination.  
· Biographia literaria is important because of his discussion on Wordsworth and it tries to define and explain the process of the imagination.  
Before talking about imagination (come up with different things than copying= to use the creativity), it was just simply the opposite of imitation (to copy). 
- He tries to explain the process of imagination giving definition to show the distinction between primary and secondary imagination, but he did not completely explain them.

· What is imagination mean?
Imagination: it is the ability to see things in your mind. This ability is divided into two parts and they are not different as both of them create and make images, they are only different in degree. 

The Primary Imagination: is the one we all have so that whenever we see things, we restore and create images of these things in our mind. We do this kind of imagination involuntary and unconsciously; it is not a part of our well. 


The Secondary Imagination: 
“It works on the images created by the primary imagination to come up with a different image.”
 It is the imagination that artists, writers, painters and poets use. It depends on all these images stored in our mind by the primary imagination. It begins to shape and modify them in a different way so we all come up with different images. 
· The Primary Imagination:
- It is universal; we all have it.
- It is the act of creating an image for the things we see and hear about.
- It is conscious. It is controlled by the well.
- It creates a clear image of the world. We can put images in categories. 
- Here we have the original creation of images.

· The Secondary Imagination: 
- It is reshaping, changing and giving a different image to the images we already have stored from the primary imagination. 
- It creates different relationships with the images we have to create new image. 
- It is involuntary and unconscious. It is not controlled by the well.  
- It is particular, specific or peculiar to artists and writers. 
- It brings things together, connecting, defusing, joining, and merging ideas and things together. 
- It is magical as Coleridge calls it. It leads to poetry. 
- Here we have recreation of images as it is an echo. 

“The imagination that I consider is either a primary or secondary. The primary is imagination and also is the living power……….the secondary imagination I consider as an echo of the former coexisting with the conscious well…….and different only on degree and in the mood of its operation.”
 -  “It is an echo of the former”= it takes the source or the original image from the primary and it works on the source. Before I have an echo or a representationصدي  (secondary imagination), I have to have a sound which is the primary imagination. 
·  The difference between the primary and the secondary imagination:  is in the mood and degree. 
* Degree
* Primary imagination is universal. Everyone have it. 
* Secondary imagination is particular and specific. Some people only have it and some people have it more than other people.  
* Mood:
* Primary imagination works without even thinking of it. It is involuntary and unconsciously. 
* Secondary imagination works consciously and willingly. 



· Fancy: 
It is taking the images that have been created by the secondary imagination putting them together in order and writing them down in poetry/ paper. 
* Fancy is not a type of creation. It is the using of what imagination has created and translating those ideas into paper, writing them down, expressing them and putting that creation on words. Poets and artists have fancy.
* Imagination is an act of creation. 
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