Criticism
Third Year-Second semester
The 1th lecture:                                                                                                د.نجلاء       

This term we will continue our criticism. We will move to the Neo-classical and the Romantic criticism. We will start with Alexander Pope; Neo-classical criticism, and his essay which is called An Essay on Criticism. You will have four writers or maybe five. We will be taken Alexander Pop, then we will have Romantic criticism; we will have Wordsworth, Coleridge and Shelley. If we have time, we will have Keats.
One of the poems of Alexander Pope is The Rape of the Lock. It has the characteristics of the Neo- classical elements. Alexander Pope, as you have studied, is a Neo-classical poet. 
What are the characteristics of the Neo-classical? 
They wanted order.
From the title (Neo-classical), what is the first thing that comes to your mind?
They wanted to go back to classical characteristics; the features of their old classical works. By that time, the classical works were discovered, translations and books and they read Aristotle, Plato, and Aristophanes. They read the works of the Greek and the Romans. And they wanted to rewrite this old kind of poetry. They wanted to revive it once more. And they believed that since these works were masterpieces and they lived so long, they are perfect. So, they wanted to become as perfect as those writers. So, they said, if you want to be as perfect as the old classical writers, we should imitate them. We should find out how they wrote and we should follow this way of writing, so that our work will be as perfect as these. What is the sense of perfection? Here comes order. Since they want to become perfect like the classical writers, they wanted their work to be orderly written. So, they did not want to have rambles here and there, they did not want their work following different systems. This system should be as perfect as possible. So, they try to find the qualities that we found in the classical works to revive them, to follow them, and to imitate them in their writing. So, what are these characteristics which they believe to be perfect and they try to follow? First of all, they wanted to follow a certain order. What else?
A student: logic and signs.
A student: they followed a reason, not emotions. 
The doctor: why?
 A student: because they believe that reason is superior.
The doctor: not only superior.
If we follow our emotions, we will be different. Each will follow his emotion, so definitely he will be different from the others. So, this is becoming individual and this is something they were against. They wanted something common to all people. What is common to all people? Reason, logic, science, not emotions and feelings. Emotions and feelings make people different, individual, and personal. So, they said, we should not follow emotions and feelings, we should only follow reason. And this is why it was called the Age of Reason. Because reason is the element in all people that is common. Let me give you an example of everyday life. If I have a mathematic problem, do we have a different answer? No. Even if we have different methods and different ways of solving the problem, the result will be the same because we are following rules of reason and logic and science. So, the result will be the same. But if we followed our emotions (I like to solve it in that way), would this lead us to a real solution? So, this is how they thought of the whole thing. Reason makes people reach one common solution. And this will bring all people to one agreement and this is why they concentrated on this and on this. So, they followed reason, science and logic. They wanted perfection. They wanted order. If they wanted to certain order and perfection, their form and the structure of their poems was regular and fixed. Now, Alexander Pope wrote long poems. What was the form of all his poems? What is the rhyme used there?  
A student: regular
The doctor: what kind of regular rhyme? 
The most regular rhyme is the heroic couplet. In order to organize a poem of 300 or 400 lines all rhyming in pairs, this is not an easy task but it is very ordered and Alexander Pope did that. He did that at a very early age. He did not do that when he was an old man. The Essay on Criticism that you will be studying is an assay on one of the very difficult way of thinking. it is not about an emotion, it is not about something nice, it is not about something he likes and he was just expressing himself. But he was writing a poem about criticism; setting rules for how people should be reading and criticizing and judging poetry. He wrote this poem at the age 18. 
Now, as we said Neo-classical writings, whether poetry or criticism, were trying to follow the old ----(21:57). They have their own characteristics. And they were mainly following the classical perfection; classical masterpieces. This essay is called an essay although it is written in the form of a poem. And he had other poems; An essay on Man, An Essay on Criticism… . He likes to write this because an essay has a particular form and you have study it. What is the quality of an essay? What is the most important characteristic of essay writing? The order of the essay. When you are asked to answer a question in the exam, you are asked (answer in an essay form). So, an essay is a form. Now, this form has certain characteristics you have to follow. What are those characteristics of the essay? It is a form; we have to follow a certain way of writing. What are those characteristics? An introduction, a body, and a conclusion. This is the outline; the plan. But inside, what do we have in the introduction and in the body and in the conclusion? The main topic, the idea. So, an essay starts with writing about a topic; an idea. This brings us to another quality of the Neo-classical poetry and that is they wrote about ideas. They called it general truth. They did not write about particular events or personal feelings or certain event. They speak about general idea; universal truth. So, when you are writing an essay, you must have a topic to write about. You cannot simply take your pen and write something from what you like to write. This would be either a poem or خاطرة something you want to write about or if you want to write bigger work of art like a novel. But an essay must have a topic, like in you exam you have a question and your answer will be answering a certain idea. So, this is what the essay should be about; a certain idea. This is the first thing to start with. And then I must take this idea and explain and elaborate. I must write an introduction introducing to the reader what I am going to write about. And then we have the body which improves different elaborations divided into paragraphs and if it is a poem, it is going to be divided into stanzas; each stanza speaks about a certain idea, different idea. And then we reach the conclusion. So, he wrote it as an essay because he wanted to explain a certain topic, he wanted to discuss what criticism is, how it should be, who the critic is, how he should be writing, what he should be doing and so on. I told you before that criticism as a genre started with 20th century. What Pope was doing, although he wrote An Essay on Criticism but he was not a critic. He was trying to tell us how we should be reading and appreciating and criticizing a poem. He was teaching us. So, this is another characteristic of the Neo-classical writing; didacticism; telling us something, teaching us something. In this poem, he is teaching us about what criticism is and how we should be criticizing. Criticism is not only criticism of works of art. It is not an essay on criticism of works of art, literature, or poetry. For us, as readers, we should not limit ourselves to literature. We can understand it on different levels. We can apply it to our lives in general, not only the works of art. Alexander Pope was a thinker; a man of thinking, a man who used the talent God has given him. So, he wrote something that lived for so long a time.
Alexander Pope is trying to tell us how we should criticize. If we think of this, do not we criticize everything in our everyday life, every minute we are living? We are criticizing. We are performing a certain kind of criticism, you are criticizing yourself, you are criticizing your parents, you are criticizing your children, and you are criticizing everything around you. So, on what bases should we criticize? You have to put for yourself a system. Putting a system means that you put rules and this rules become a criteria for judgment, how we should be judging according to this and not according to that. This is what you should be setting for yourself, for your life; what do you want out of your life, what do you want to do, what do you want to have, your achievement in life. You do not just live in life and whatever comes will be coming and that’s it. This can never happen. God does not help except those who want to help themselves. If you do not want to help yourself, God will not help you. 
So, in your everyday life you must have criteria. Did you say to yourself ‘I should be doing this, I should not be doing that, I should have this way of thinking,…..’. Many of us do this. If we do not do this, there is something wrong. In your life you must have a system. You will marry, you will get children, you will try to raise them up, some of you will have works, some of you will have higher studies, and some of you will travel abroad. This is a system you should be setting for yourself. Even those rules of Islam are set for us to follow, but in following them we have to have a system. . So, you have to think of that system. 
 Alexander Pope here was a good Christian. Now, in Europe and in America, they do not have religion. But at that time still there were some people believed in God before humanisms and the development of man as the important being and nothing else other than man is important, this is how things started; they believed in man and then people started to believe more in man than in God. Then man became his own God. Now, in Europe and America, most of them do not believe in God.  
Alexander Pope was a Christian and he was still believer in God. Many of his writings were based on what is known as a great chain of being. What is the chain of being? It is started with the Elizabethan and then it moved onward with different concepts. With Alexander Pope, he believed in the levels of different worlds(41:7) that there is a big chain and every ring is connected with two other rings. If you take it as one ring, the other ring , the third ring,……., from top to bottom, we have God on top and then we have the creatures; they are divided in a hierarchy. 
We have God, angels, man, animals, plants, insects. All the creatures in universe are set on this ladder or on this chain. According to Pope, this chain of being is secret and it should not be broken. God has a certain reason for creating these creatures according to this chain. So, we are not to question why God placed the angel before man, why God placed the animals below man. So, according to Pope and the really Christian at that time, things should be kept as they are, we should not change. Man has a certain place in the universe. This place has an upper level and a lower level. 
 God

Man 

Animals

Plants

Insects
Now, man is in between God and animal. But we have a whole circle. It is not just one life. All people are not the same. So, we have this circle. All people are not the same. We have levels of angels. We have levels of people. We have levels of animals. When we classify people, they are not all the same. When we classify animals, they are not all the same. So, there is a circle that includes all people and here we have levels. But what is more important is that each part of the chain should not try to break the chain and transcend or ascend. If man tries to ascend and become an angel, this can never happen. This is wrong, because man can never become an angel. When man tries to become an angel, how can he do this? Perfection. But is man perfect? No. he can never become an angel.
Also, when man uses his instincts only and tries to become an animal, still it is wrong. So, each part of the chain should stick to this position, this level, and this part. We said that man is not perfect. He is partly angelistic and partly animalistic. And it depends on how much virtue he ----(47:55) level or how much vice he has  at the bottom of the level. 
But being imperfect as having partly virtue and partly vice, man is perfect because he is created by God. God created everything in its perfect condition. Everything created by God in those levels, this is perfection. No one has to change. If you try to change, you are breaking with the laws of God. And what God has created is the perfect way. In that perfect way, we have imperfection. But this imperfection because it is created by God -----(49:37). Now, this perfection is what the Neo-classical writers are after. So, if they are after perfection, then they are after man staying in his position, not trying to change because this is the perfect position he is created in. The same with other creatures because they are created by God in this position, this is a perfection, but inside the position, each level has its imperfection. 
Alexander Pope was a good Christian and he believed in the chain of being, that all being are created by God as perfect. Each should be limited within this circle he is created in and this conference of the circle is the limitation. The outside of the circle is the limitations. Every creature should not try to transcend his limitations, should know his limitations. If you are human being, can you fly like a bird? No. you know your limitations.
So, with Alexander Pope, he believes in this idea of chain of being and that all creatures are created within certain limitations. They should not try to transcend their limitations by descending or ascending. You should not try to go out of the circle from any side. You should not try to become an angel; you should not try to become an animal. 
But all the rings are not separate. The idea of the ring, the chain, every chain is connected to the one before it and the one after it. So, each ring shared something common with the one before it and shared something with the one after and they depend on each other. The one cannot live without the other. We cannot live like animals. We have all the time to try to be better. Can animals become human beings? No. 
You have studied the Rape of the Lock, what was the whole story about? Two families have a quarrel because one of them; young man, cut a lock of hair of a beautiful lady from the other family. Why did Pope write this poem? To criticize the triviality of society. And what else? 
According to Alexander Pope, the upper class society was living in a shell, not trying to improve itself, not trying to do anything except living a very trivial kind of life.  So, they made use of the chain of being in the wrong way. It is true that you should not try to ascend or descend, but inside within the limitation you should try to perfect yourself and perfection here was only artificial perfection in the case of Belinda. She was only trying to perfect her beauties. She was not trying to perfect her real self. There is a deep philosophy there. What was he criticizing? Did he only criticizing the superficiality of the society?!! Why is he criticizing it? Why was he saying to them ‘what you are doing is wrong’? Why was it wrong? And if it is wrong, what was the right thing to do? When you are criticizing, you have to introduce both sides. They are the upper class, how are they going to reform? To reform what? Manners. 
Why was Alexander Pope trying to make people see their defects? In order to correct those defects. This was his intention. Because in criticism, you have a motive and you have a goal. You cannot criticize without having a goal to reach why you are criticizing. Why do we criticize? We want to become perfect. So, if we want to criticize, we must have a goal; why we are criticizing. This is exactly what Alexander Pope is trying to teach us in his essay. It is about criticism; what criticism and why we are criticizing. But we have to bear in mind that his perfection was religious and was also artistic. His perfection was according to the chain of being religious and also according to the classical perfection which is artistic; perfection of art. And this was the goal we have in mind; perfection of art; how we should reach this perfection. So, in order to reach this perfection, he gives us rules. He has to set rules; to put certain things to follow. And this is what he tries to do in his essay; he tries to set the rules of correct criticism. And he speaks about criticism of poetry because this was the most famous form of literature at that time. But if we want to really benefit from what he says, we can take everything he says and apply to our life because this is what stays with us. We are not writers of literatures. 
He divided his essay into parts. We have an introduction, we have a body, and we have a conclusion. In the introduction, he tries to introduce to us what he is doing by telling us that there are poets and there are critics at his time and there are many critics, but most of them are bad critics because those bad critics are not following the correct way of criticizing. And that criticism like poetry is a talent. If you want to become a critic, you should have this talent of criticizing. It is found in every one of you but in different degrees. If you look at yourself, you criticize yourself, and you criticize others but to what extent is your criticism true? It is different from one person to another. We all have this and this is what Alexander Pope said here that criticism has seeds that are found in every human being. These seeds are like a talent; they are put there by God. If you want this talent to grow, you have to nourish it, to feed it, and to water it. It will not grow by itself. If you are a critic of literature, how would you feed your talent? By Reading first and then practicing. By Reading and learning. And he says that many people read very few things and they think they have become good critics. He says this is wrong because knowledge is endless. And if you stop at a certain point and you say now I know everything and I am a good writer, this is when you are a failure. The more you read the more you discover that you need to read more. 
Now, in order to study the essay, I divided it into parts. We have three parts. He starts by the first part which is what art is and what criticism is and the difference between the critic and the poet and what is criticism, he called it judgment. What is judgment and how we should be judging and according to Alexander Pope; the Neo-classical, he was trying to imitate the classical writers by following what they have followed which is nature. Nature here is not the eternal nature. It is not the trees or the flowers or the plant. It is what God has created; the chain, human nature, external nature, the nature of everything. It is the essence what God has created. 
And then we have the second part which he goes deeply into criticism and he defines to us the faults of criticism or why we have some critics who are wrongly criticizing the work of art. So, he gives us the causes of faulty judgment. And judgment here is criticism of course. And we have nine causes of faulty judgment. 
Now, if we have the wrong criticism, what do you think the third part will be about? The correct ideal criticism. And in the ideal criticism, he divided it into parts; advice and rules. 
This is a simple outline of the whole essay. 




الشكر لجميع الطالبات اللاتي يقدرن المجهود الذي أقوم به و اللاتي لم يقمن بعمل مجموعات للاشتراك في أيا من المواد التي أقوم بتفريغها و سأعمل جاهدة لكي أكون باذن الله عند حسن ظنكن بي و أتمنى التوفيق للجميع باذن الله
و لا أقول الا حسبي الله و نعم الوكيل على من لم تقدر هذا المجهود  
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