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The differences and the similarities between Eliot and Arnold:
Although they agreed on certain things, they were also opposing each other.

Matthew Arnold wrote" The Function of Criticism in the Present Time" later on Eliot wrote "The Function of Criticism" the same title.   he wrote it as an answer to Arnold. We are more interested in the theories of Eliot which are found more in his Essay "Tradition and Individual"  
"Read about Eliot's reaction to Arnold's" Function of Criticism" in which he was directly opposing Arnold. 

The first idea concerning both is their reaction to Romanticism. 

"Find out what they said about Romanticism- did they agree or disagree in this point? 
Arnold's opinion about Romanticism is that they are lacking in knowledge and concentrating on emotions. 

Eliot said that poetry should not be about emotions. It should escape from emotions.  This is the impersonal theory.
Arnold said that emotion alone is not enough. He said that intellect is more important, that the writer should have a combination of ideas, not emotions. He attacked the Romantics for concentrating on emotions. 

This is a point of agreement between Eliot and Arnold. Both of them agreed on accusing the Romantics of concentrating only on emotions and lacking knowledge and intellectual information, lacking ideas. It does not mean that the Romantics were bad writers. Arnold admired their works. He even tried to imitate them. Arnold in Dover Beach and in his poems was heavily Romantic. This is exactly why he stooped writing poetry because he found that he was doing the same mistake which he was criticizing in the Romantics. When he turned to criticism, he said that emotions were not enough. Poetry should include knowledge and intellect. He found that his poetry was lacking intellect, so he stopped writing poetry. But his poetry is emotional. When he found that he was too emotional and that he was not following his own criteria, he stopped writing poetry. He continued only to write criticism. 

Both Arnold and Eliot agreed on the issue of accusing the Romantics of being heavily emotional. 

Arnold is described as being moral critic- he taught ethical criticism. He is the father of the school of morality= moralistic criticism. 

When studying Arnold, we concentrate on the socio-ethical points= approach. Arnold's approach is the moralistic approach. He wants a work of art to concentrate on the moralistic value. His intention was to benefit society, to find a better way for society, to make society becomes better through the works of art. This is why he adopted the idea- Art for life's Sake- that art should be written to improve life. This was his approach. when we come to criticize any work of art according to Arnold, we adopt this approach. he is not concentrating on the text itself, he is concentrating on ideas , background, surrounding, the age, society; things outside the text. 
Arnold says that "the business of the critic is to see the object as in itself it really is." 
The object here is the work of art.   He meant different things. it can mean the form, the social ideas that are found in the text. It can mean the morality found in the text. He himself never verifies what he means. 

This quotation has been adopted as a motto by different writers and different schools, each using it to apply different approach. This quotation as used by the New Critics to mean the form and structure of the work of art. It was taken by others for other reasons. 

it can be regarded as a modern critical principle . It directs the attention to the text. 

in the modern criticism- 2nd half of the 20th century, we have different approaches like" Reader Directed Criticism- Author Directed Criticism= to direct the criticism to the author, his social background, his personal emotions, experience, or to the text itself; the form, the structure of the work, or to direct the criticism to the reader; how can the reader understand the text in different ways. 

There are different approaches. All of them are applicable.     
Eliot was concentrating more on the work of art which made him a Formalistic Critic. He was the first to start Formalism. He paved the way to the New Criticism. New Critics concentrate on the text, the form but each writer, each critic has a different approach. Eliot is the father of the Formalistic School. it concentrates on the  form

We can look at the text from a structural point of view= Structuralism. 
We can look at the text from a psychological way- this is the Psychological approach of I> A. Richard. 

Similarly , Eliot has another quotation which is similar to Arnold's quotation" the honest criticism and sensitive appreciation is directed not upon the poet, but upon the poetry" poetry is the object of criticism.
If we take these quotations together, we find them very similar. But each one has a different meaning. We can find similarity in words, but the meaning is different. both wanted the readers to concentrate on the text. This makes them trying to be objective. Arnold wants to concentrate on the object- wanted to be objective, not subjective, not to concentrate on the writer, not on his emotions. This is why he attacked the Romantics, because of their subjectivity.

Also Eliot said that the attention should be directed to the work itself, he is trying to be objective. 

Both thought that we have to concentrate on the object itself- the text itself. this makes Arnold the founder of the Formalistic School as he is concerned with the text itself" poetry, not the poet" 

Arnold separates the work from the personal author. He wants the author to be disinterested, to detach himself from anything and apply what society means. He includes in his text many things that are found in society, economics, politics, religion, industrial revolution, French Revolution. All these things are mentioned in his text- even the Romantics- were mentioned in his essay. He was trying to find out what are the things to be found in society and address them, to show what is good and what is bad for society. to keep what is good for society and to eliminate what is bad in society. This was his intention. 

another quotation of Arnold, he says" for the master works of literature, two powers must conquer the power of man and the power of the moment" 

This means that to place the work within the age, within the time it was written. Here comes the society, the surrounding, the environment. He said that the man is not enough without the moment. This means that the work is the product of its environment, society, surrounding. Without it, the work can not be judged. this makes Arnold a moralistic social writer .

this is exactly what Eliot contradicts in Arnold.  Eliot attacked Arnold in this particular thing- his social interest. Eliot says that we should not go outside the work. We should concentrate on the work itself. The work has nothing to do with society. We have to concentrate on the work itself. This means that Eliot is a Formalistic critic.  This started the New Formalistic School.
Both Arnold and Eliot attacked the Romantics, but each of them give different reasons. They did not give the same reason/
Another thing is that Eliot limits the function of Criticism to what we call explication. It means the analysis and the concentration of the text= the object itself. The aim of Eliot is to relate the work to a whole- a unity= gathering the parts to form the whole. They concentrated on the work of art as a whole. They concentrated on the text itself- not outside it. 

Here, we can see a similarity between Arnold and Eliot. They separate a work of art from other things.

It is a point of similarity and differences at the same time. They both separate the work from something, but this something is different. The thing they speared the work of art makes them opposite. Eliot separates the work from society. He concentrated on the work itself; the form of the work; Whereas, Arnold does the opposite. He separates the aesthetic quality. He does not concentrate on the form, the essence of the work of art and he relates more to society. He separates it from practical life, materialism. He also separates the aesthetic, artistic quality of the work. He only sees what he can benefit from the work. But he does not concentrate on the aesthetic beauty of the work itself. This is the opposite of what Eliot does.  
Eliot wants the poet to be detached, disinterested in politics, materialism, what was harmful for society. He wants the writer to concentrate on how he can benefit society. In doing this, he separates the work from the aesthetic view- the qualities of the work itself which what Eliot tries to concentrate on.

Each one wanted to separate the work from something which is opposite to the others. Eliot separates the work from the society which Arnold insisted on.  

Arnold separates the work from the practical life and the aesthetic beauty inside the work which Eliot is concentrating on.  

Both tried to be objective but each on his own way. 

Another point of similarity and difference at the same time is that they both wanted the writers to go to the ancient masterpieces. Eliot called the Tradition. Arnold said that the masterpieces are the best known and the best knowledge. They both wanted the writer to read the masterpieces and go to tradition. But they called it different names.

Both did not want the writer to imitate the ancient. They were against imitation. he wanted the writer to steal, but also to modify- development, not improvement- he wanted the writer to take from the ancient, from the masterpieces, from tradition, not also to take but also to modify , to add, to develop, to add new things to it. 
Also Arnold wanted the writer to go back to the masterpieces and to develop his talent according to the old masterpieces- to keep the standard. He wanted the writer to go to tradition, to take what is relevant to his society, to copy, to imitate what he can benefit from his own society. This is a difference between Eliot and Arnold. Eliot wanted the writer to steal and to develop and modify. Arnold wanted the writer to take what will benefit the society, what will improve the society.  
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