Criticism 6
Third Year-Second semester
The 2nd lecture:                                                                                                د.نجلاء       
                  An Essay on Criticism
                                   Alexander Pope
We will start with Alexander Pope. And I said last time he is the father of the Neo-classical school. We talked about the Neo-classicism and the characteristics of Neo-classicism and how it is the opposite of the romantic school and it has certain characteristics. From the title classical elements are very clear that called Neo-classicals, so they are imitating the classics and they were after perfection, order, universal ideas. They were not interested in emotions, feelings or private or personal elements. Alexander Pope wrote all his works in form of poems and he used the heroic couplet, so the poems we have today is called ‘An Essay on Criticism’ and it was written in heroic couplet. He called it an essay because he had a topic to speak about and he divided it into three parts like an essay; it is written as an essay form. And at the beginning he tells us what he is speaking about; he is introducing us to the topic he wants to speak about. He gives us an introduction. From the beginning, you see the introductory stanza because it is a poem; it is not written in a paragraph but it is written in stanzas. So, in the introductory stanza he says:
'Tis hard to say, if greater want of skill
Appear in writing or in judging ill;

He wonders whether in poetry or in criticism.
(want of skill)= skill is the ability to write; it is the talent. He says when somebody writes poetry or criticism, this has to be written out of the talent and he says I do not know which is wanting more; which is needed more, the talent in writing poetry or the talent in writing criticism. When you want or need something, you say it is wanting and it means it is needed; it is not found and you need it. 
And to answer that he has to tell us what the difference between writing and judgment is. He says:
(But, of the two, less dang'rous is th' offence
To tire our patience, than mislead our sense.)

(But, of the two)= writing and judgment. Writing of course here is poetry and judgment is criticism. 
Poetry:
Which is less dangerous, poetry or criticism? He says when there is no talent, when there is no skill in poetry, what happens? If there is a bad poem or a bad poet, what will happen to his poetry? Nobody will read his poetry. 
When do we know that it is bad poetry? Some people have read it and said it is not worth reading, so it was forgotten. So, for those who read bad poetry and decided it is bad, what happened to them? They only wasted their time in reading something that is not worth reading and then they said it is bad and nobody after afterwards bothered to read it. So, bad poetry then as Pope says only tire patience because when you read and you are wasting your time, so you are tiring your patience ‘shall I continue or not, am I patient to carry on reading or as soon as I discover I just throw it away.’ So, bad poetry from Pope’s point of view only tires our patience.
 But what is about criticism? It misleads our judgment. 
Sense= here it means the common sense, not sense meaning five senses.
Now if I read a poem, I can judge it and say this is a bad poem and I will not read it. But how would I know that this criticism is bad or good?  When somebody tells you do not do watch this movie, it is a bad one, or do not read that book, it is a bad book, how would you know that it is really a bad book? If you did not read it and you have somebody telling you do not read it, then he would be misleading you because you have believed that it is bad without reading it. So, this is the danger of criticism.  
If I tell you this poem is bad and you still read it, what will you waste your energy in? Only reading, so it is a waste of time for you. But if you read a work of art and you have an impression from somebody else that it is bad and you are reading it as bad, it will affect your judgment. 
So, which is more dangerous to read a poem and then throw it away or to read a work being criticized and you judged it as being bad without it is really being bad? Criticism is more dangerous because in this case your judgment has been misled. So, bad criticism misleads the sense, whereas bad poetry is only a waste of time; it tires your patience, but it does not mislead you.
(Some few in that, but Numbers err in this,)
Few people write bad poetry but numbers (more people) make mistakes in this (in criticism).
(Ten censure wrong for one who writes amiss;)
If one writes wrong poetry (if I have one bad poet), in front of him I have how many critics? Ten. So, the ratio is one to ten. So, I have too many bad critics in comparison with bad poets. If I have one bad poet, I have ten bad critics at the same time. 
(A fool might once himself alone expose,)
Now if I have a bad poet and he is writing bad poetry, what is the damage done? We said bad criticism is more dangerous, why? He explains it here. He says because the damage done by a bad poet is only making a fool of himself. If the poet writes a bad kind of poetry, then he makes fool of himself and people will continue reading him. But what is about the critic?
(Now one in verse makes many more in prose.)  
Does he make of himself a fool? No. he will continue writing bad criticism and people will continue reading him and being misled by him. So, criticism is very dangerous. 
Now let us try to look into this thing if it is really true or not. When you are asked to study any work of art (a play or a novel) and to do a presentation, you go and search the net. You look for sites but how do you know that those sites you bring your information from are correct?! Most of you depend on sites that you are not sure whether they are really valid or not. Some of you by luck stumble on correct criticism and others fall into the mistake of just finding something and bringing it as being correct, but sometimes it is not. So, this is exactly what we are speaking about. You are most of the time misled by the criticism of other people. How would you know that what you are writing is correct or wrong?! You think that since it is there, you can take it, download it and use it. You do not ask yourself whether it is really correct or not. So, you might be easily misled, so this is the danger of criticism. Since you cannot do it yourself, you consult others. How would you know that these others are the authentic people to be consulted? Since you are not qualified, how would you judge the qualification of others? This is exactly what Alexander Pope is warning us about; Do not be misled by wrong judgment. 
Now what’s about prose?
How many people make fools of themselves in prose? Many people. If you want to write, you have to write correctly. This is what Alexander Pope is trying to teach us.
 So, this is the first stanza which is the introduction.
Now what is Alexander Pope is going to speak?  
He says criticism can mislead when it is wrong. So, it means that there is wrong criticism and correct criticism. So, this is what is going to tell us in this text.
In the first part, he speaks generally about what criticism is and then he will go into details of false criticism and ideal criticism. 
Remember that this is a poem. So, he uses figurative language and he uses all the elements of poetry. 
 ('Tis with our judgments as our watches,)
He is comparing criticism to watches. Here we have a simile. What is the significance of this image here? 
                                                         none
Go just alike, yet each believes his own)

When I look into any watch, it is supposed to give me the exact time that is universal. Greenwich is the universal time. If my watch is not accurate with Greenwich, then it gives the different kind of time which happens with all our watches. Are they all identical? No. But when I asked you what the time is, you believed your own watch. What does this mean? It means that your watch can be misleading, but still you believe it. It is exactly like criticism. It has to be the same; if I have a good work of art, all people should say it is a good work of art but this does not happen. Each says his point of view which is different and each believes his own point of view. So, criticism is like our watch; although it must be universal and it must be accurate and tells the exact time which is only one for all, but this does not happen; each has a different time given by his watch and each believes his own watch. 
(In poets as true genius is but rare,)
Can we all write poetry? No. So, poetry is a talent; it is a genius. Is this talent found in all people? No, it is rare. 
Like in poetry also in criticism:
(True Taste as seldom is the critic's share;)
You can see that Taste is capitalized. It means that here it is not just to taste with your tongue; it is not the ordinary kind of taste. It is capitalized, it means that it is used as a proper noun; it is an abstract thing. (True Taste) True criticism is also seldom found. It is like poetry; true genius is rare, true criticism is also seldom.
(Both must alike from Heav'n derive their light,)
Both= poetry and criticism. They must derive their light from heaven. This means that they are inspiration; they come from God. Who gives us our talent? God. So, poetry and criticism are talents that come to man from God; from heaven. 
(These born to judge, as well as those to write.)
So, it is a talent that a person is born with. Some people are born with the talent of writing poetry and others born with the talent of criticizing. But as he explains, poetry is more rare. 
What is difference between the meaning of rare and the meaning of seldom?   
Rare is something that you find it very rarely; something that is really valuable and you do not find easily.
Seldom: you find it but not as much as rare one.
So, criticism can be found in people more than poetry. 
(Let such teach others who themselves excel,
And censure freely who have written well.)

Some are born to write and others are born to criticize. So, let us teach others to excel. It is easy to have the skill of criticism than poetry. So, if it is there then let us teach people how to make use of this talent. I cannot teach you how to write poetry, but I can teach you how to write criticism. This is what he wants to say.

(Authors are partial to their wit, 'tis true,
But are not critics to their judgment too?)

Any author is the writer of a novel, a play, or a poem, so this means that he is an artist; he has the talent, he has the genius to write this. And any author is very prejudiced to what he writes. Critics also are prejudiced or partial to their judgment.
 So, from this we know that criticism and poetry are talent given to us by God, but the talent of poetry is more rare, whereas the talent of criticism is found more in people and you can teach people how to use this skill that they have which is the skill of criticism.

Yet if we look more closely we shall find
Most have the seeds of judgment in their mind;

He moves to a more specific idea. At the beginning, he was speaking generally about poetry and criticism and now he started explaining what he means. He says we have talent of poetry and talent of criticism and we are concentrating now on criticism; what this talent is and what this skill is. The first thing he says it is a seed that is found in all our minds. So, it is something intellectual, it is part of thinking, it is a function. What is this function? We call it critical thinking. If you do not have critical thinking, you will not be able to read any work of art. Alexander Pope is teaching us here how to use our critical thinking. He starts by saying it is there in every one’s mind. It is the function of the mind. We are born with it. It is like a seed. If you do not put this seed in the correct soil and you keep nourishing it by water, it will remain a seed; it will never develop. How do you nourish the seed of criticism? By reading. Anything you read nourishes the way you think. Anything you read will nourish the seed you have. So, it depends on what you choose to read. Most have the seed of judgment in their minds, and we have few of people who are insane, so in this case they cannot judge. 

Nature affords at least a glimm'ring light;
The lines, tho' touch'd but faintly, are drawn right.

Nature here is how we are born. Human nature has the correct lines. This is Alexander Pope; a Neo-classical writer, but this is also the main concept of the romantics that man is born originally good. But then according to the romantics, society destroys and according to Popes, the lack of knowledge, the lack of thinking, or the lack of reading destroys. But they both agree on the idea that man is originally born with a light; the lines are drawn correctly by God when he created man, he created him perfect (remember the Chain of Being). This is what he is referring to here that nature at least gives man the glimmering (shinning) light. When he is born, he is born with a correct mentality but what happens later is what man does to himself.  
(The lines, tho' touch'd but faintly, are drawn right) you do not have everything written there. You only have faint lines. These are the correct lines, if you go by those lines, you will reach perfection and if you take another turn or you do not go by those lines, you destroy yourself. 
(But as the slightest sketch, if justly trac'd)
You have the correct way of thinking. The lines are drawn correctly. For example, when we start to learn how to write, we are given a paper and the pens; the tools. Are you given a white sheet of paper? You are given lined papers. 
So, you have your mind, you have lines, you have correct way and you are the one who writes on those lines, you trace those lines. If you correctly trace them, you will have the correct way of thinking and if not, it is up to you. 
(the slightest sketch) any point you put on that line if it is correct point, then you will have correct way of thinking and if it is not, then it is unjustly traced. So, it is up to everyone to develop his critical thinking. 
If I do not do this, what will happen to my judgment; to the way of thinking? it will be wrong.
 by false learning is good sense defac'd;
Deface= destroy.
If I have the lines of my mind there for me to write on them, if I write correctly, I will have the correct way of thinking. If I had bad learning, these lines will be defaced.
Now, how do I get good learning or bad learning? Where do I get my learning from? I can get it from school, at home, or I can read….. There are many ways of acquiring knowledge. Let us take the first means of acquiring knowledge which is school. He says:
(Some are bewilder'd in the maze of schools,)
Bewildered= confused.
Some go to schools and instead of getting good education they are bewildered; confused more. And he says here that schools are like a maze; you cannot reach the destination. You keep going around without reaching the destination. So, sometimes people go to school and they never learn. This means that they are lost in the maze of school. This can be seen in the way of having schools that depend only on not making you think, but make you memorize and then forget and at the end you do not come with anything. This is how we are lost; we are taught in a wrong way.
Maze= where you get lost. 
(And some made coxcombs Nature meant but fools.)
Others are fools by nature. They are stupid and they do not want to learn. They make fools of themselves. 
(In search of wit these lose their common sense,
And then turn critics in their own defence:)

So, whether they were lost in schools or by nature, they will lose their common sense; their way of thinking and they will always try to defend themselves as being correct. They think that they are right. 
( But you who seek to give and merit fame,
And justly bear a critic's noble name,)

If you want to become a critic and bear the name of critic (to be really called critic, to deserve the title of critic), what would you do?:

 (Be sure your self and your own reach to know,
How far your genius, taste, and learning go;)
You see how much learning you get, how much talent you have, how much reading you did! Each one of you should look deep and criticize yourself. The first thing you should do is to criticize yourself before criticizing others. Before finding in yourself the ability to judge others, you must first judge yourself. Look into yourself and see how much genius or talent you have of criticism and how much did you nourish this by learning and did you read or not or did you search inside and you have reached this taste and this common sense or not?! 
(Launch not beyond your depth,)
Do not try to go beyond what you really have; do not go beyond your limitation. 
Launch not beyond your depth, but be discreet,
And mark that point where sense and dulness meet.

There is a very thin line between sense and no sense. So, do not try to go beyond your abilities. You have to know where to stop, where your abilities are. 
Now, how can we learn? He says by learning. And bad learning can be acquired from getting lost in the maze of schools and or making fool of yourself. So, where is the good learning then? In nature. Nature here is not external nature. It is the nature created by God. (remember the chain of being again, all the time he is referring to it indirectly.)

Nature to all things fix'd the limits fit,
And wisely curb'd proud man's pretending wit:

Nature has fixed limits. Each person has limits. Can we do all the things in the same way? No. nature has given to each person certain qualities but also has fixed limits. We all have talents but still we all have limitations. So, we have to go to the top of our talents but still we should not exceed it. 
How are we going to know our limits and where do we find the lines which we should not transgress?
* (First follow NATURE, and your judgment frame
   By her just standard, which is still the same: )*

This is a very famous quotation and they are always quoted by Alexander Pope. You have to do anything, you have to follow nature. Nature here is created by God; the original nature, the nature that is pure, the nature that is just, the nature that is correct, that is created by God. If you want your judgment to be correct, follow the correct nature. So, your judgment will be framed by nature, by her just standard. So, nature will provide you with the frame that will limit your judgment and it will always give you the good standards. When you want to judge anything, you must have rules, you must have criteria. Where do you get these criteria from? Form nature. So, it provides you with the frame and then inside you can add. First of all, you start with nature and then you can add. 

Notice: (nature here is not the nature used by the romantics or the external nature. It is the nature that he means in the Chain of being.)

(Unerring Nature, still divinely bright,)
Err= to make an error. 
Nature does not make mistakes. To what is he referring here? The perfect nature that is created by God. 
(One clear, unchang'd, and universal light,
Life, force, and beauty, must to all impart,)

This unerring nature gives to all people life, fore, and beauty. 

(At once the source, and end, and test of art.)

If you use this unerring nature, you will find that it is the source of anything; the end of what you want to reach, it is the goal you try to achieve to become perfect.  So, nature is the source of everything and the goal of everything. And it is also the test; the criteria which I use to test anything.
You remember in Dryden, we took that Crites was saying that the ancients are the models that imitated by all others and they give delight to others. One of the reasons he was giving for preferring the ancients was their following nature. They were faithful imitators of nature. When Eugenius was preferring the moderns to ancients, what did he say about this following of nature? They added to it because nature changes. So, Alexander Pope says here nature is not changing; since it was created by God, it is the same and it will never change doomsday. And this is the chain of being. Chain of being will never change; human beings are not going to turn to animals and animals are not going to turn to insects. Nature will not take over. Every part of the chain remains in its place. This is the perfection of it and this is how God created it. 
So, this is what Pope is referring to here. 

(Those RULES of old discover'd, not devis'd,
Are Nature still, but Nature methodis'd;)

He says that when the ancients wrote their works and they followed nature, they did not change in it; they took it as it is. And nature here (according to Pope) never changes; the rules of nature are the same and they are fixed by God. The rules of nature, the rules of God’s creation are discovered by the ancient writers; they are not made and not devised by them. It is God who creates them. We only methodize nature; we add methods but we do not create nature.

(Nature, like liberty, is but restrain'd)
Nature is created as perfect but it is like liberty; it has to be restrained. You are all free to choose but your freedom is also restricted. You freedom is not open; it is limited. So, nature is like liberty, it is like freedom; it is free but also limited. 
(By the same laws which first herself ordain'd.)
What are the rules we should be following? The rules that are already created by nature. It is a very complicated philosophy but when you think of it, it is true. We are perfect and we are imperfect, we are free and restricted, and so is nature; it is perfect but sometimes it causes storm, hurricanes, earthquakes. Does this mean it is imperfect? No. so, it is perfect and imperfect at the same time. 
So, this is what Alexander Pope is teaching us. He does not teach us criticism of art but he also teaches us criticism of life. 
(Learn hence for ancient rules a just esteem;
To copy nature is to copy them.)
What Alexander Pope is advising us to do is to learn. He says if you want to have good judgment, follow nature; take the rules from nature, and if you follow those rules, then you will have a good judgment. 
Next time, we will move to the second part.
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