Criticism
Third Year-Second semester
The 3rd lecture:                                                                                                د.نجلاء       
Let us continue with Alexander Pope’s ‘An Essay on Criticism’. In the first part, Alexander Pope was talking about criticism in general, He made a comparison what bad poetry is and what bad criticism is. And then he was giving us what do we base our criticism, he calls it judgment. And he talked the importance of nature which stabile and which does not change and where we can take our rules from. According to him, the idea of Chain of being and the idea of perfection and everything are created by God as perfect. This idea of Chain of being is found in all his works but it is not the main issue. But it is very clear in ‘Essay on Man’ and in ‘Essay on Criticism’. It is the back at every idea in ‘Essay on Man’ and ‘Essay on Criticism’; how God has created the world in perfect way although it might have imperfection in it and although man is imperfect. Everything is created to have its faults and its merits. 
Then he returns to show us the bad criticism and then the good criticism. What is bad criticism from Pope’s point of view? He calls it faulty judgment. How do we mistakes in judgment and why? 
Why do people commit mistakes in judgment?  Number one 1-The first reason for having faulty judgment is pride.
What is pride? Is it simply to be proud of yourself? No. We must be proud of ourselves and our people and our customs and our country and our children, but when does pride turn into being something bad? When it becomes excessive; when it exceeds its limits. There are limitations for everything and this is part of the Chain of being. Everything is given to us in a certain amount. If we try to use anything we have in an excessive way, this is against nature or if we try to use it in a way less than it should be, again it is not correct because we have certain boundaries and we should move within those limitations. So, if the pride is a normal kind of pride that we all have, this is what we should be having, but when this pride exceeds its limits, then it turns into a sin.   
Pride is the first sin committed by Satan. It is one of the seven deadly sins. But here pride is the one that exceeds the normal limitations; it is the normal pride. What is the connection between pride and criticism here? When somebody is always thinking of himself as being somebody right, his pride makes him think that he is not committing a mistake. So, if I see this as being good because I see it good not because it is good or if I see this as being bad because this is what I think not because it is bad, in this case my pride makes me think what is good and what is bad. 
When do people depend on their pride and not on the correct judgment? When they are lacking in knowledge; when they do not know and they think they know. So, this is how pride can interfere in the way you think, in the way you act, and in the way you judge. So, in order to correct this, what would you do? Learn. The more you learn the more you will discover that what you already know is not enough. This is what Alexander Pope is advising us, not to depend on pride because it is misleading. It might mislead a person into a faulty judgment and in order to get over this, we should learn more. So, let us what he says.
An Essay on Criticism: Part 2

Of all the causes which conspire to blind
Man's erring judgment, and misguide the mind,
What the weak head with strongest bias rules,
Is pride, the never-failing vice of fools.

Pride is a vice; a sin. It is a sin of the fools who they think that they are better than the others and that they know better than the others. Why did Satan’s pride make him do? Because his pride makes him think that he is better than Adam, so how he would bow to another creature who is inferior to him! So, his pride would not let him do that and this is why it became a sin. And he calls it the vise of fools because the person who always thinks of himself to be better than others, he is a fool because there is no human being who is perfect and there is no creature perfect. All creatures are imperfect, they are created by God as imperfect and in this case they are perfect. Their perfection comes in their being created by God, but God has put in every creature some good points and some bad points, why? Why did he create all his creatures with his imperfection? Because this is what we are going to be tested for; which did you choose to be perfect or imperfect? Are you going to choose to be good or bad? because your imperfection will make you think before you do anything. So, are you going to take this side or that side? If you goodness is more than your badness, then you will go to the good side and if not, then you will go to the other side. So, you must have imperfection or else you will not be judged. If we were all perfect, then there will be no judgment and we will all go to heaven and that’s it. So, this is what Alexander Pope is telling us that man sometimes makes mistakes and his judgment sometimes is wrong (earring) and full of errors because his mind is mislead by his pride which is cause by lack of knowledge, overconfidence, … .

 Whatever Nature has in worth denied,
She gives in large recruits of needful pride;

Whenever a person has something lacking in his nature (he has a defect), he tries to cover to hide this defect by showing more pride. 

Pride, where wit fails, steps in to our defence,
And fills up all the mighty void of sense!

If somebody has common sense, he will know what is good and what it is bad, but if there is lack of sense or void of sense, pride will jump into feel this empty space. 

If once right reason drives that cloud away,
Truth breaks upon us with resistless day;

If you have good reason, you will see the truth but if you do not have the reason and the sense, then you will not be able to see the truth. And in this case, you will try to hide your imperfection by showing that you know everything. 

Trust not yourself; but your defects to know,
Make use of ev'ry friend--and ev'ry foe.

How would I know that I do not know enough? It is to consult the opinion of other people whether by conversation or by reading their works. The masterpieces are written throughout history by thinkers. In consulting others, here he is giving a very effective piece of advice (do not only ask your friends but your enemies as well because your enemy knows your fault better than your friends because an enemy is always going to dig for your faults). And a good friend should be telling you the truth. If you do something wrong, the good friend will tell you that this is wrong. So, consult enemies and friends. Enemies and friends here are not the immediate enemies and friends but general enemies and friends. So, this is the fault and the remedy. 
He moves to the second fault which is little learning. It is very dangerous. 

Number two:
Little knowledge

 A little learning is a dang'rous thing;
Drink deep, or taste not the Pierian spring:

2-The second reason for having faulty judgment is little knowledge. You either read a lot or you do not read at all because little learning is very dangerous, why? Because when you think that you know when you do not know, you make mistakes and you mislead others. So, he says either keep on learning or do not touch this thing from the beginning. 
Remember in Plato when I told you where do the poets go from inspiration? The honeyed fountain. Where do people at that time go for learning? The Pierian Spring. It was supposed to be the fountain of learning. So, he says if you want to learn either drink deep or do not taste; if you want to taste, you have to drink it all. 
There shallow draughts intoxicate the brain,
And drinking largely sobers us again.

If you read small amount (if you take a small amount of knowledge), your mind will be intoxicated (poisoned). What is the antidote for that? Drink deeply. So, he gives the problem and the solution. He always gives them in a form of advice. 

But more advanc'd, behold with strange surprise
New, distant scenes of endless science rise!

The more you read the more you will discover that science is endless. The more you learn them more you will discover that you have not learned enough.

Now we have the third reason of faulty judgment. 

 A perfect judge will read each work of wit
With the same spirit that its author writ,

The first two causes of faulty judgment (pride, little knowledge) were general. Now he is becoming more specified with reading, with literature, with the kind of learning he is interested in. 
 Number three:
3- He says do not judge a work of art from your own point of view; Judge it as it was written by its author. And this is what we do in criticism, for example, when we read a Romantic poem, we do not judge it according to the Neo-classical rules or else it will be completely wrong. And if I take a Neo-classical poem and try to look for the romantic images and the ideas, I will find that it is completely wrong. But this poem by itself is a masterpiece and the other poem by itself is a masterpiece although they are completely the opposite. So, if I am going to judge the both poems by the same criteria, I will find one good and the other is bad. So, if you read a work of art, you have to read it according to how it was written. Now if I want to take a work of art, first of all I should try to put myself in the place of the author and see how he wrote it and according to what rules he wrote it. And then what is the first thing I would do? Here he is giving us the steps to follow in criticizing a work of art. When you are going to write a critical appreciation, these are the points you should be following. 
The points you should be following in writing a critical appreciation:

A-Survey the whole.
 If you are given a poem to criticize, the first this to do is to read it as a whole first. 

Survey the whole, nor seek slight faults to find,
Where nature moves, and rapture warms the mind;

Do not go to the small details, do not look for the faults first because this will make you a mind corrupted. The worms will eat the mind. This is the exact expression. So, look for the thing as a whole because if you look only for the small things, your mind will be directed to the wrong direction and worms will eat your mind and you will not be able to see truth. 

B- Go to the particular parts.

In wit, as nature, what affects our hearts
Is not th' exactness of peculiar parts;

When you look at a natural scene and you say this is a beautiful scene or an ugly scene, is it because you see the particular things or because the whole thing is beautiful or ugly? You look first for the whole picture and then you say it is beautiful maybe because of the color, maybe because of the line, … there are particular parts. But what gives you the general idea, the wholeness is the first way you read it or the first thing you see. So, the first impression of anything is very important. 
'Tis not a lip, or eye, we beauty call,
But the joint force and full result of all.

Here he is taking an example of a beautiful girl. I do not say that this girl has beautiful eyes, but I say she is beautiful maybe because her eyes are beautiful, maybe because her lips are beautiful but as a whole she is beautiful. I look at the whole first and then I try to look for the details. 
No single parts unequally surprise;
All comes united to th' admiring eyes;

You do not see the work of art as parts; you do not study a part alone. 

Whoever thinks a faultless piece to see,
Thinks what ne'er was, nor is, nor e'er shall be.

Looking at the parts is not correct; we should look at the whole but also when we look at the whole and we say that this work as a whole is good, we should also know that nothing is completely perfect. Any work of art is written by human being and the human being makes mistake; he is imperfect, even in nature God has created nature and we said it is perfect but even nature has imperfection. So, we cannot say that whatever we see is perfect. Do not think that you will find a perfect work because there was never nor is and nor shall be a perfect work. Nobody can write a perfect work, so every work has faults. If I am going only to look for those faults, I will never find a good work of art. So, what is the solution then? Do not look for the small parts, look for the whole work. If it is good as a whole, then it is good and if it is not good as a whole, then it is not good. 


And if the means be just, the conduct true,

If you are following the correct rules in judging and if the work has also followed those rules (the means by which the writer wrote his work) and if the means were correct and you correctly conducted your criticism, (Applause, in spite of trivial faults, is due).

Applause, in spite of trivial faults, is due.

Applause= clapping for being pleased. It is a way of showing your admiration of a work.

Do not look at the trivial things and applaud. So, you applaud a work of art not because of the small faults, but because of the work itself as a whole. 

Most critics, fond of some subservient art,
Still make the whole depend upon a part:

There are wrong critics who depend on the parts and forget the whole and they think that work of art should depend mainly on the parts and they look for the parts before they look for the whole which is completely wrong. 

So, in order to read a work as it is written by the author, the first thing I look for the whole and then I look for the parts and see how the parts are united to give me the whole and if there as small mistakes, I should not concentrate on them. If they are few and small, I should applaud the work as a whole.
 C-the third thing is looking into the way the writer has written is looking for the conceit and the figure of speech because the main tool and the main element used by all writers in works of art is the imaginative writing which is basically built on figures of speech. 

 Thus critics, of less judgment than caprice,
Curious not knowing, not exact but nice,
Form short ideas; and offend in arts
(As most in manners) by a love to parts.


The critics who look only for the parts offend the work of art. They do not give their judgment but they make wrong criticism and this is not correct because they concentrate only on the parts. 
Some to conceit alone their taste confine,
*Some critics make mistake by looking only for the faults; the small parts but not to the whole. *Other critics make another kind of mistake by looking only for the conceit, the images, the figure of speech.
 And if I have a work of art that is full of figures of speech, then they would consider it a great work of art. If a work of art has few figures of speech, they consider it bad.  And here he is going to explain to us that there is no work of art without conceits, but it is not by number of those conceits that we judge; it is by the quality of these conceits whether they are really good or not, whether they are really used in the correct place or not. 
Some to conceit alone their taste confine,
And glitt'ring thoughts struck out at ev'ry line;

Whenever they find a figure of speech, they think that there is a bright idea behind it and that this is an excellent of art.  
And he explains it and he makes a comparison between poets and painters (like the painter when he uses the small details in a picture). For example, do you find in a work of art (a painting) all the colors into it? Not necessarily. So, it is not necessary to use all the details and all the colors to make it a good painting. I can make a painting of black and white and still it is a masterpiece. So, it is the same with poetry. The black and white picture does not mean it is a bad picture because it has only two colors in it and also a good poem can be good even if it does not have many conceits. But unfortunately some critics look only for the conceits.  
d- The this which some people also concentrate on and it is wrong to do is the language.
   Others for language all their care express,
And value books, as women men, for dress:


Pope was originally criticizing this class of people who were superficial, who were interested only in the outer appearance. So, the girls of that time were all looking only for appearance. So, he could not write this, but the other way round how were men supposed to be judged? According to Alexander Pope, it is the mentality because he had a health problem which caused a defect in his body. He has a hunchback and he was very short. This is why nobody married him; he did not find anybody to marry him. So, of course he was not judged according to his mind; he was judged according to his appearance. So, this is why he is criticizing it. And he is using it as an example for people who judge a work of art according to the language which is the form and the appearance of the idea. So, he says judge the idea itself not the appearance. 
So, there are people who judge a work of art according to the language as women do of men. They judge men according to their appearance, not according to their quality and their value which is something wrong. 


In words, as fashions, the same rule will hold;
Alike fantastic, if too new, or old;

Some critics judge the words according to how new or old they are which is wrong. Some people think that if I use new words, then I am fashionable. So, he says words are like anything else in fashion. Some people would just follow the fashion in wearing just to be fashionable although what they wear does not suit them. He says this is also the case with using words. E-Some writers use words because they are fashionable.  Alexander Pope says here do not judge the words according to the way they are used whether old or new because words are following the fashion like anything else. 

Be not the first by whom the new are tried,
Not yet the last to lay the old aside.

He says do not be the first to use the new because it is new and do not stay at the end using all the time the old because you do not want to use the new until everybody is using the new and you are not using it. In both cases, it is wrong. So, do not either use the new or stick to the old. Whether new or old, they have to be adequate and suitable. (do not be the first to use and do not be the last to use, but be part of your society).

 But most by numbers judge a poet's song;
And smooth or rough, with them is right or wrong:

He says that some people judge the work of art according to the number of the smooth words; light words. Is it light words or heavy words? Is it something nice or something very tiring? He says this is wrong. Do not judge according to the number of rhyming words because this is not correct. Judge according to whether these rhyming words are suitable to the idea or not. And he gives an example from everyday life; he says it is exactly like the people who go to church to listen to the music (to the songs), not to listen to the ceremony itself. This is what Alexander Pope is asking people to do, not to listen to the music only but listen to the values and the idea there because (as some to church repair, Not for the doctrine, but the music there). 

We have number four now. 

Avoid extremes; and shun the fault of such,
Who still are pleas'd too little or too much.

Do not take an extreme point, avoid being an extremist. Do not say that this work is perfect or it is awful. In every work, there are good points and bad points. So, do not go to the extreme either saying it is too good or too bad. 

At ev'ry trifle scorn to take offence,
That always shows great pride, or little sense;

Do not look for trivial faults. And do not take offence at them; do not say this is a mistake. This is not correct because this only shows that you are proud to admit that it is good work of art and all you have little sense; you do not have good common sense if you do this.


 Those heads, as stomachs, are not sure the best,
Which nauseate all, and nothing can digest.

It is a point and he is explaining it by using a figure of speech. He says who is looking only for scornful faults has a mind who cannot digest all things. It is like a sensitive stomach. Some people have a sensitive stomach and whenever you give them any food to eat, they feel nauseated. Now those critics who only look for faults are like people who have weak stomach; their minds cannot digest all ideas. They only look for small faults; they cannot appreciate all ideas and of course this is wrong. 

Number 5

 Some foreign writers, some our own despise;
The ancients only, or the moderns prize.

Remember the whole essay of Dryden was about people who are in favor of the ancients, others are in favor of the moderns, others who are in favor of the English, and others who are in favor of the French. So, this was the fashion at that time and this is why Dryden had it in his essay. And here Pope is refereeing to this. He says there are people who favor what kind of writing to the other and this does not mean that the others are bad. He says it is wrong, you can favor but you do not say that this is the only good work. You remember Crites was saying only the ancients are good and he gives his reasons but the moderns are not. This is from Pope’s point of view wrong. It is wrong to stick to one kind only; to say the modern is better or the ancient is better or the French is better or the English is better because every one of them has its masterpieces. 

Number 6

Some ne'er advance a judgment of their own,
But catch the spreading notion of the town

Some writers in their criticism do not have ideas of their own. So, what do they do? They just see what all people say and they imitate. Something is spreading in the town, so everybody is repeating it without thinking whether it is true or not. When something spreads, everybody catches it. (some writers do not give their own judgment, but they catch the spreading notion of the town). 

Some judge of authors' names, not works, and then
Nor praise nor blame the writings, but the men.

They do not judge the work itself but they judge the men. They say, for example, everything that is written by Shakespeare is excellent. This does not mean that Shakespeare did not write plays. He wrote bad plays but you did not hear of them because they are forgotten. So, Alexander Pope says do not judge by the name of the author; do not judge by the man but judge the work itself. Judge the work by its quality. 

Of all this servile herd, the worst is he
That in proud dulness joins with quality,

This is why some people do not judge the quality, they judge the quantity (how many poems or plays Shakespeare wrote and how many play are famous, then all his works are excellent). According to Pope this is wrong. 

Before his sacred name flies every fault,
And each exalted stanza teems with thought!

Because the name of the author is famous, all faults disappear. For example, because this is a work written by Shakespeare, so I do not see any fault in it. According to Pope, this is wrong. And each stanza of the poem becomes a new stanza with an excellent idea. 

Number 7


 The vulgar thus through imitation err;
As oft the learn'd by being singular;

Some people when they want to criticize, they think that the more they are aggressive and vulgar the more they are writing a good criticism. For Pope this is wrong. It is also wrong to do another thing; to want to be singular. So, in order to be singular, so you write something different. And this is wrong. Do not invent something in order to be different. This is wrong. So, it is neither correct to say something different nor to be aggressive and vulgar, so that people would like you. 


So much they scorn the crowd, that if the throng
By chance go right, they purposely go wrong:

They want to become different and they are wrong. The result is that they are wrong. It is not just because you want to be different that makes you say something opposite to all other people and this is not to be considered a good criticism. And he criticizes those people and he says:

Some praise at morning what they blame at night;
But always think the last opinion right.

If those people want to be different, sometimes they contradict themselves. In the morning the say something and in the evening they change their mind and they say the opposite only to be different which it is something wrong.  


Number 8

 Some valuing those of their own side or mind,
Still make themselves the measure of mankind;

Some people have their own opinions and according to their own opinions, they judge everything. They make themselves the measure. I have a certain opinion, so everything should be measured according to my opinion. If it agrees with it, then this is good and if does not agree, then it is bad. So, they become the measure of their own criticism. 

Fondly we think we honour merit then,
When we but praise ourselves in other men.

When those people only believe themselves to be correct and what they believe is the only thing, when they praise someone, they are only praising themselves because this is what they believe, not what is found in the work of art. They say it is good because so and so, this because is what they believe. So, they are praising themselves, not the work of art. So, in this case this in wrong.

When I ask you, for example to criticize a poem, you have a certain criteria in your mind that if a work of art, for example, does not teach a moral lesson, it is wrong. So, you judge all works of art according to these criteria. Then you come across a work, it is a masterpiece but you did not find in it this moral lesson. What are you going to do? You will say it is not good. Or when there is a bad work of art, but it has a moral lesson, you will consider it good. In this case, you are praising your point of view, not the work of art. 
These are the reasons for faulty judgment. 
The last part of this essay is divided into two parts. It is ideal criticism. He gives us advice. After finishing faulty judgment, he is advising not to follow these eight mistakes. He says:

 Be thou the first true merit to befriend;
His praise is lost, who stays till all commend.
 


The first advice:

This is an excellent piece of advice when you are criticizing any work of art. When you criticize anybody, start first with the good points (merit); do not attack at the beginning. If you start with the faults, your praise will be lost. If you keep your praise to the end, it will be lost. This is how you should criticize. 

No longer now that golden age appears,
When patriarch wits surviv'd a thousand years:
Now length of Fame (our second life) is lost,
And bare threescore is all ev'n that can boast;

In the old ancient golden age of literature, the people did not only find faults; they criticize according to the merits first and then the faults and this is why their works lived. They have masterpieces and their works lived forever. If you want to have this fame like them, you should do like them. This fame is like a second life. Plato died a long time ago, but because he is famous he is still living and this is another kind of life. When somebody is famous, he gains a second life. 
the second advice:

 Unhappy wit, like most mistaken things,
Atones not for that envy which it brings.
In youth alone its empty praise we boast,
But soon the short-liv'd vanity is lost:

Do not criticize out of vanity or envy or malice; if you like somebody, you say he is good and if you hate somebody, you say he is bad. For Pope, this is wrong. Do not let your personal feelings toward the person interfere your judgment, because if this judgment is based on your personal feeling, it is short-lived. It will not live forever. 






The third advice:

Good nature and good sense must ever join;
To err is human; to forgive, divine.

He says when you are judging anything or anybody, join two thing in your nature (good nature and good sense {good way of thinking}). Do not attack, do not take the bad feelings; always judge from a good point of view to be neutral. Do not say it is good or bad, but use your good nature to look into the work of art because to err is human. It is human to make mistakes. Who forgives our faults? God. 
So, we have to learn this from divinity that we have to forgive the mistakes of others and when you judge from a good sense, good nature, use you wisdom. Do not judge because you hate someone or you like someone. And when you judge even when you hate, use your good nature. 

The fourth advice: 

Not yet purg'd off, of spleen and sour disdain,
Discharge that rage on more provoking crimes,

When you are going to find mistakes, keep your anger at the big mistakes, not the small mistakes. Preserve and keep your anger and do not be provoked by small mistakes. Keep your anger to more provoking mistakes. 
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