[اكتب نصاً]

Criticism (8)
Fourth year

T.S Eliot

He was born in 1888 and died in 1965. He was producing, influencing and being on the critical scene until the middle of the 20th century. His influence and power as a critic was extended till the middle of the 20th century. Modern criticism was prominent and existing till the first part of the 20th century. There had been other schools which were related in one play or another to new criticism whether as extension or sometimes as a reaction towards new critical theories. T.S Eliot is one of the main important critics related to modern criticism. He is one of the critics who had been influenced by the ideas discussed by Mathew Arnold. Arnold had an impact on the criticism of T.S Eliot. 

Eliot mainly was an American critic but he later on went to England to proceed his study. Later on, he settled in England until he died like Henry James, Ezra Pound and other writers who changed their home land. They immigrated and decided to find a different identity than that of their origin-a mixture of the American culture together with the English heritage. For Eliot, he wanted to belong to the English tradition and culture. In one of his essays, he declared that he is classiest in literature, catholic in religion and royal in politics which means that he prefers the royal system rather than the democratic system of the states. He even changed his religion to Anglo–Catholic religion faith. As for literature, he was one of the critics who subordinated and went back to the classical works. He was not only a critic, but actually was well known for his poetry. The most popular one by him was The Waste Land as in it we can find so many things about the way he thinks. The Waste Land as a poem represents a deeper thought of what Eliot believed as a critic or a man of literature. This is the same with Mathew Arnold who was a poet and a critic at the same time. Both of them tried to use poetry to speak out their own literary or critical ideas related to literature. 

In addition to that, Eliot was also a dramatist. With drama and the plays he wrote, he used the technique or a method that would bring drama to the 16th century in writing it some way or the other in a poetic language. He changed the language of drama into a poetic language. He discusses most of the time themes related to religion. So, he was a critic, a poet and a dramatist. His critical ideas appeared early in 1920s with the publication of a book called The Sacred Wood and with it he wrote several essays explaining, analyzing and discussing critical ideas showing analysis for different writers but the main important essay was “Tradition and The Individual Talent”. With this essay, he expressed how he regarded literature. Most of his main ideas were discussed in “Tradition and The Individual Talent”, “The Metaphysical Poets” and “Hamlet-His problems” where he discussed Hamlet and his problems, discussing the objective correlative which is one of the principals related to the theory of Eliot. 
There are main ideas related to his theory which would explain other principals or ideas. The first one was tradition, the domination of sensibility and the objective dialogue. They are three terms in order to understand the theory of Eliot. ‘Tradition’ is a big word or term that had been discussed by several other writers but its discussion by Eliot is considered to be important. In this regard, we have to go to Mathew Arnold because he wrote a complete book called Culture and Anarchy that was discussing the culture or position or the state of the English community, what has happened to his time and how to be rescued from the failures, disappointments and defragmentation that has existed in the time of Arnold. 
The same thing was with Eliot. Eliot felt the same fragmentation, disappointment and the same hesitation that the English and the European community were suffering from. For this, he related the discussion of culture and tradition to literature and how literature would maintain a kind of stability with ideas that would be subordinating the English or the European society. 

Another influence in this manner about tradition was of F.H Bradley who is a philosopher. Eliot actually has little thesis on the ideas of F.H Bradley who is a very fortune philosopher. The main idea of tradition that has been represented by Eliot is to maintain a kind of unity among the past together with the present. To achieve such unity was through tradition as Eliot wanted to have a unity between the past and the present that would form at the end the meaning of tradition. A unity can be achieved by the two instead of looking at past and present as separate units, Eliot wanted or had a perception of these two unites into one complete poem which at the end will produce the tradition that he believe should have a positive influence on people. 

To go to the past whatever the past is, if we are dealing with literature then we are going to deal with previous or old texts. When we study them what happens to these texts is that they do not receive the same attention or the same criticism of their time. Sometimes a text may appear in a specific time and it receives a certain response whether positive or negative but with time, the reception of this same text may change. It takes sometimes different dimension or responses from positive to negative or the opposite. This change of responses happens because we as human beings change through time in our mental capacity. This mental capacity develop or change from time to time due to the change of circumstances and when they change, our perspective or perception of things would take a different dimension or angle. So, things that had been taken for granted in one time would be questioned in another, because we have now different truth and different experience than the age of its production. The truth at that time was true according to the circumstances that it existed in but these truths have been changed. This would affect the unity of the past and the present bringing these two things together into one complete whole.
 When we bring the old text and discuss it now in the present time according to the facts you know, and the different experiences about more texts that have been produced, the text changes its position from being related to its own time into being transferred or relocated in a different location which is the present time and regarded in a different way due to our different age, experience and reading more texts because from the 16th century till the 21st century we have may be 300 years with experiences of texts, more literature or literary texts that have been produced which makes us make a kind of a different analysis and assimilation from the time of  the production of the text. We analyze it from a different angle. This angle is our more experience, our present time and circumstances that would lead to a different realization of the text which is some times positive and some times negative or the same in the case of great works would receive usually a similar appreciation. However, this appreciation is different from the way we perceive it. For example, one can perceive the work for its language. Others would appreciate it from its structure. Another critic would appreciate it from the discussion of the theme. From this different angle, this great work can receive more appreciation. 

This is the main idea of tradition that is closely connected to present and here Eliot actually reveals the importance of the past. It is very important because the past will feed the present with more experiences that would enrich the present. It will give it more deep meaning and together the past and the present would lead to a certain future for literature. This idea of connecting and regarding the past and hold it within our present not only in literature but also in all aspects of life, because basically, this idea is philosophical idea not only for literature, because it has been taken F.H Bradley. Eliot applied it to the field of literature. 
For example; the Gulf War and the Iraqi war. If we go twenty years back to the beginning of this war, there were different responses towards this war. This reaction towards this war if it was compared to the reaction at the present time we see that it has changed. The reaction, response, opinion and perception of the war twenty years ago and now will be different for the same thing. We can not say that the first perception is not true. It is true for its own time but we can never deal with these truths because it is sometimes applied or related to personal experience. After twenty years of time with loss that happened all over the world, the consequences of the war itself had resulted into a different response, or opinion, or point of view of the work. Now we have different outcomes, more experience because our mind is the same but our experience is different throughout these twenty years which make us have a different point of view which is right and true to this time. Then after twenty years from now, we will get a different or modified point of view of the same thing, because of more experiences and more outcomes of this war will make us have more knowledge that will make us deal with it from more different angles. We are not saying that the point of view of the past is not true, but with literature Eliot believes that we can not deal with personal or private truths to our own. We should always deal with general experiences or truths that will lead us to more proper outcome.

If we read the definition of tradition, it is like this “the body of great works of art which have simultaneous existence from Homer to the present day”. We should regard literature or tradition from the time of Homer who was a Greek writer which means that Eliot was not discussing English tradition and literature, but he had in mind the literature of the whole European continent. The present should be directed by the past and the past is altered by the present through our present reaction and responses or point of view that would reshape the tradition that we had.

Concerning romanticism, romantic writers regarded literature through emphasizing the power of the poet or power of imagination. They regarded literature as self expression. This made those romantic writers and critics regard previous literature, especially the 18th century literature, as an artificial as it was concerned with the form to the extent that they forgot about the feelings and emotions that should be existing in the work. They regarded which writers to be great writers. In the 20th century, critics regarded the romantics were not appreciated because new criticism is based on the unity between the form and content and they were actually believing that the concentration should be on the form because the content can be seen, explained or expressed through the form. Personal and subjective emotions should not dominate works of art. So, the romantics were disregarded new criticism.

While the 17th and 18th century writers were regarded highly because of the rules and concern of their form and were away of dealing with their texts directly or personally, were more objective writers. 
*** The alteration of tradition here by the present is how??? What is the result of the alteration of the past with the present??? How is past is altered by the present? (answer)

  ‘Dissociation of Sensibility’ is how Eliot expresses his dissatisfaction of what was happening in the 18th and 19th century literature. What happened for Eliot was a kind of separation between what is felt of emotions and the form that would include the emotions (dissociation of sensibility). When this ‘split’ - as Eliot called it- happened between feelings of the writer and the frame work of these emotions, there was always a kind of regarding one part over the other. It happened actually after the 17th century. For Eliot, in the 17th century and 16th century, there were a kind of ‘unified sensibility’ which means that writers in 16th and 17th century were able to include emotions and feelings in a suitable frame work that would express emotions away from the author’s self.

 While in the 18th century, the form was regarded very highly and writes were concerned with their form forgetting about emotions and feelings. Their works were empty of feelings and content. They were mainly regarding the form. In early 19th century concerning the romantics, there were concentration on feelings and emotions to be expressed and not regarding how these feelings should be expressed. There were no balance, and no sensibility. What Eliot was trying to do in his poetry was to achieve a kind of unified sensibility. 
The metaphysical poet was expressing his feelings and emotions through scientific images. They were able to express emotions and feelings that were mainly about love through a medium which happens to be scientific methods or experiences and for Eliot, metaphysical poets were among the best poets, because they were able to transfer their personal feelings and emotions and expressing them through scientific experiences. They were able, by this, to achieve a unified sensibility, collaboration between their personal emotions and the way they express it in a way that would be objective expression. This means that there is no direct relation of the work with the personality of the writer. There is always kind of separation of the work from the writer. For him, metaphysical poets were achieving unified sensibility, but after the 17th century what happened was what he called “dissociation of sensibility” and it is something that Eliot did not want. It is not a thing that he seeks to achieve. It happened during 18th and 19th century but it had a great damage of literature according to Eliot. That is because writers were either too objective to neglect feelings or too subjective as they could not separate their works from themselves. They were all the time directly expressing themselves throughout what they write. This is what he called dissociation of sensibility. 

The definition of “dissociation of sensibility” is: it is the supposed rupture between thought and feeling in the 17th century”. Eliot coined the term in his essay on metaphysical poets describing it as something which happened to the mind of England between the time of Donne and the time of Tennyson, so that sensibility seems to be unified and poets thought and felt by fits unbalanced. For Eliot, the natural organic unity that is missing from the world and that we ourselves have lost with the advent of the scientific rationalism and the utilitarian thinking of industrialization is embodied in a static form in poetry. So, even if poetry has no answers to any questions we might ask, it is still of vital importance and it allows us to recapture temporarily a lost ideal of wholeness in the experience of reading. 
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