Criticism
Fourth Year-Second semester
The 11th lecture:                                                                                                                                                     د.نجلاء   
The presentation is about ecocriticism  and the doctor commented on the presentation of the students:
-There is a big difference between romantic criticism which is interested in nature and ecocriticism which is also interested in nature. The interest is completely different. The romantics were interested in the beauty of nature and nature to them represented the original stage of things/ the savage stage/ the stage of things as being created by God. What was natural to them was the way God created things. This is what they appreciated. They wanted to return to nature or to the stage where things were still pure and innocent. This is why they consider the children better than the grown-ups because child is closer to God/ closer to pure and nature. So, to them, nature was the stage of purity/ the original stage created by God. For ecocriticism, nature is part of the physical environment. In ecocriticism, the most important thing is that the critics were calling for the preservation of nature and the preservation of the environment. They were trying to show that dangers of destroying nature because this will lead to the destruction of man. So, nature for them is the physical environment that provides man with means of living.
-It is based on ecology. Ecology is a science. It is not something imaginative. Although it is literature but it is based on a scientific thing which is the science of ecology. And it investigates the relationship between humans and everything that is nonhuman. The natural world here is not the external nature of the romantics. It is the relation between what is human and what is nonhuman. And then there is something else. The nonhuman here is not only the plants, the animals, but it includes also what man can make. Part of the environment I live in is my house. So, the building itself is part of the environment and I have to keep it clean. This is environmental. So, it not only what is nature, but it is what is nonhuman. So, try to find the relation between what it is human and what it is nonhuman and the preservation. How any nonhuman thing works for the welfare of the human to keep man from being extinct or to keep any animal from extinction, to provide man with means of living or to preserve man’s life. When we think of the ozone, for example, it does not affect man only; it affects everything on earth. So, the environment is the mother earth with all that is on it whether it is human or nonhuman and then the relation between the human and whatever that is nonhuman.
-In this paragraph, there is a very important word that shows you the difference between romantic criticism and ecocriticism and that is the word finding solutions. In romanticism, the critics and the writers never try to find the solutions for any problem. They were not expressing their feelings and emotions towards a stimulant whatever it was, but in ecocriticism, they are discussing an important issue that is using science in solving problems/ in finding solutions. (Ecocriticism is the study of literature and environment from an interdisciplinary point of view where all sciences come together to analyze the environment and brainstorm possible solutions for the correction of the contemporary environmental situation). Ecocritcism can works on any text/ what was written in any period including the Romanic works. We can apply ecocriticism to romantic works, to religious works or to metaphysical works. We can use ecocriticism on whatever works, but not on all romantic works/ not on all metaphysical works. There are some works where writers where writers showed some solutions or call for preservation of something.
-By using ecocriticism and applying it to older texts, this gives a new feel of criticism. We can take any work of art written by Shakespeare in the 16th century, in the 17th century written by the metaphysical writers or in the 18th or 19th centuries written by romantics or the neo-classicals. We can take any text that has something to do with the environment and we can apply ecocriticism to it. It is called ecocrticism, not environment criticism, because it is concerned with the science of ecology, not only the environment. The environment is part of it. Ecology is a science of studying environment together with the whole creatures in the universe.
-Dr Homa was talking yesterday about culture and how cultures can transfer from one place to another and from one age to another. This is very important here because ecocriticism changed the view of people towards culture. The culture is how people live, think, behave, and how they interact. Due to the many problems that man is facing nowadays as a result of many scientific problems that are taking place in the universe (they are facing problems and these problems threaten our existence), we have to look for a solution. Solutions are not only provided by science. They are provided by all people; especially, in literature. Literature is a mirror to any society. If we have those problems, we also must have their solutions. This appears in the works of literature. One genre of literature is criticism and it has to face those problems and deal with them and find solutions to them. This is why nowadays we have more and more young writers and academics interested in the global environmental crisis. We are facing many crises. This is reflected in the works of art/ in literature. They are trying to find the relationship between nature and culture. Criticism is concerned with culture. All critics talk about the importance of cultures/ the importance of tradition. When Eliot talks about tradition, he meant culture. Arnold meant the moral culture of the people at that time. When we talk about post-colonial critics, they are speaking about the western culture and the eastern culture. When Homi Bhabha was talking about hybridity, it was the hybridity of cultures. So, criticism is concerned about culture. With the modern interpretations of ecology and environment and the modern crises, criticism has to direct its attention to what is problematic in the society and its culture. Ecocriticism is interested in the relation between nature and culture to find solutions.
Thus, the ecological investigations and interpretations of the relationship between nature and cu1ture, toward formulating ecologically informed critical principles in literary criticism and theory, inevitably lead to an ecologically orientedcritical approach.

It is an earth-centered approach, not human-centered one. The romanticism was interested in human-centered criticism, but for ecoriticism, it is in environment and environment here is earth with all what is on it (preservation of mother earth).

(Ecocriticism mainly concentrateson how literature interacts with and participates in the entire ecosphere.)

This is the main interest of ecocriticism>>>how literature presents and interacts with nature and the environment and how it provides solutions to the crises.
-Literature is described here as not being etheric. Ether evaporates very quickly and it goes high in higher levels of atmosphere. Literature is described as not being just something about the world that is not touchable. When you speak to many people about literature/ books/ novels, they say it has nothing to do with our lives. It is a luxury that we just do in our free time.
But literature and criticism play an important role in the global system (how we live/ where we live) and the different things that keep us living in which energy, matter and ideas interact. And ecocriticism examines the relation between writers, texts and the world (what is the relation between this text and the world we are living in). What is the important role of you as students of humanity? The historian Donald Worster argues that humanity scholar has an important role to play. Ecocriticism is mainly concerned with solutions, not only showing the problem. The first novel that directed the attention to ecocriticism was written by Henry Thoreau. He was speaking of how man can go back to nature and live in a cabin in the woods surrounded by animals and how to interact with the nature around him. This was the idea of the story and then what happened to that man and so on. The idea is that he was saying that we should go out of the city and go to nature and live there. There is very interesting thing to notice here and that is how we can make use of nature for the preservation of man. If you reach this point and find a solution, then this is ecocriticism (how we can make use of nature/ of the environment). Even if I am living in a house, it is not part of nature, but how can make use of it? Nowadays, they are trying to make very small houses and they have all what the man needs/ the facilities you can need to live in that house. And they call these houses>>> environmental friend houses. It is not only trees and the animal and the sea, but even houses because this is the environment where we live. We have to make use of it for the welfare of man. Here is ecology. It is a science>>> how to make use of the environment to benefit the different creatures (man, animals, insects, etc).

What you can do is to raise the consciousness of people/ to try to direct the attention of people around you for the importance of the environment. When you see anybody throwing wastes anywhere, it is not just for cleaning/ it is not a matter of cleanliness. It is also a matter of preservation of the environment. But unfortunately, you are helping in the destruction of the environment.

-Ecocritics encourage others to think seriously about the relationship of humans to nature, about the ethical and aesthetic dilemmas posed by the environmental crisis.
This is how critics should be dealing with literature and from ecological point of view.
-When we talked about New Criticism, we said that they concentrated on close reading and on certain tools. Ecocritics focus their attention on meaning of words that provide certain interest in the environment. So, their main concern is the language. They are like formal critics. They are formalists. They are post-structural critics. Post-structuralism is our main technical domain of most of the critics at the end of the 20th century and the beginning of the 21st century. Ecocriticism started at late 20th century and now it is moving in the 21st century.

-There is a difference between natural history and ecocriticism. Natural history is history documenting everything that is happening to nature whether good or bad. It is just documenting fact. This is naturalism. But ecocriticism is different. It is warning against crisis. It is finding solutions to problems. It makes use of the material used by naturalism, but it adds to it.

-There are many ways of using nature in works of arts, but we have different names for these. They are not all ecocritically approach. There are some pastoral writings which deal with nature in a particular way. There are romantic writings which deal with nature in particular way. The Hebrew works (The Book of Genesis) deal (it is part of religion) with nature in a particular way. Greek works or Greek tragedy deal with nature in a particular way. But all these are different ways from ecocriticism. Each one has its own approach.
-When Romanticism was at its peak during the 19th century, it was not criticized from ecological point of view. Now we come to reconsider Romanticism from an ecological point of view. Many critics found that at the heart of romantic poetry, there is ecology, but it is not directly stated. Maybe they wanted to preserve nature, but they wanted to preserve it because it is what God has created. But they were not thinking of it as the best way to preserve man’s nature/ man’s life or how to live in this life with all this environment around us and how to preserve it maybe because people were not destroying it as they destroy it now. With the wars and the destruction and the weapons that are created in the 20th century, the urge to preserve nature is growing more. When the romantics were writing, it was only the factories that were threatening nature. But nowadays, everything is threatening nature.
-Ecocriticism can go back to trace the interest in ecology in old works that were not criticized ecologically when they were written. Now we are doing this. We are going back to the texts written by the romantics, by the Victorians and written by 16th and 17th centuries writers to see how they were dealing with nature>>>were they writing about nature to preserve it or just to describe it?

-Henry Thoreau’s book ‘Walden’ is considered the first book that attracted the attention of ecocritics to find out that literature is interested in the environment, especially, the wilderness. This book was about a person who spent two months in a cabin in the woods and how he was observing the environment around him trying to see into things, not just to appreciate the beauty of nature, but to see how nature works.
-You can look at a work of art from a different perspective depending on who wrote the work. You can criticize Afro-American writings from an ecocritical perspective/ what preserve their environment. Our environment, their environment, the English people’s environment, Americans’ environment are different. Each environment is different. Each has to work on preserving his own environment. And as we said feminism was dealt with from post-colonial perspective and it was also dealt with from an ecoritical perspective.

-What is the main interest of ecofeminism? ecofeminism is the environment of women where women can prove themselves/ find themselves/ live. Is there a particular way for women to live? Are they given really the space where they are supposed to live in?

-If nature is abused and has to be saved from this abusing, women are also abused and have to be saved. This is the relation/ how they connected between women and nature. From there comes the ecocritical point of view that women are abused like nature. You see how they connected between women and nature. Women are oppressed and the domination of male gender over nature and over the female gender. Now they are dealing with it from a racial point of view.

-This is the most famous metaphor used throughout history that the land is always presented as a female metaphor and we say mother earth. And this is what the feminist are against that why should we always treated as the weak gender? Why should everything abused be feminine?  This is the concept of literature. It is not reality. And feminists are trying to show that this is not true. Females are discussing how the environment is abused and how females are also abused.


-In history, all the works of art that were dealing with nature written by men always presenting nature as romantic green landscape/ the beautiful landscape. This is a man’s point of view. They deal with land as beautiful as they deal with women as beautiful. This is the adjective that has to be given to the land and to women. They do not show the relationship between the human life and nature/ between the fragile boundary between nature and humanity. They just present beautiful picture without trying to interact with it.

-They say when a female writes a work of art, she is more realistic. Most of the works written by females are about ordinary life and explores questions of community, gender, domination, and exploitation. This is from a feminists’ point of view. We can argue against them. We are not just taking it for granted. We can say that they are females who presented also like males. Jane Austen, for example, never presented any domination or any exploitation. She was presenting the reality/ the real life at that time.



 

I will to read to you some characteristics of ecocriticism given by Lawrence Buell. And next week we will be discussing Buell and Thoreau. Buell is a critic and writer and he criticized many of the works that dealt with the environment. He suggests four criteria saying what work of art we can consider environmental and we can criticize it ecologically.

1-The nonhuman environment is present not merely as a framing device but as a presence that begins to suggest that human history is implicated in natural history.

Nature was created before Adam. Man was the last creature created. Nature created before man because to help him to accommodate him. If man was born with anything around him, how would he survive?! So, according to Buell, he says that the human history is implicated in the natural history. In order to study the work that has environmental implications, we should see how man isimplicated in his environment. So, this would be an environmental work. 
2-The human interest is not understood to be the only legitimate interest.

We are not living alone on this earth and our interests are not the sole interests. Other creatures are living. Other things are created by God and there are interests for those things and creatures other than man’s interests. Animals are created maybe to help man to eat, but they also help plants to survive and without plants, animals will not survive. There is a connection between all creatures and it is not man’s interest alone that is number one in the universe. There are other interests.

3-Human accountability to the environment is part of the text’s ethical orientation.

Any text to be ecologically criticized has to have the environment from the ethical point of view. What is the ethical point of view that is concerned with the environment? How do you deal with nature or with the environment ethically? To support it/ to preserve it, not to destroy it. The act of throwing garbage on the floor in a house or in the streets is unethically.

4-Some sense of the environment as a process rather than as a constant or a given is at least implicit in the text.

Nature or the environment is not something constant. It is not something limited or standstill. It is not something that does not move. It is dynamic. It is always changing. So, we have to take care of that. We have to avoid destroying it and try to preserve it because it is always changing.

These are the four criteria.

-There is another thing that we must bear in mind and that is the preservation of mother earth is not only the preservation of nature. It is the preservation of ourselves/ of our ethics/ of our culture/ our history/ our life. We cannot live without having a history. If we do not know our history, we will not preparing for our future. So, ecology is not the direct environment only/ not only the physical environment, but how we interact with it and how we use it for our benefit/ using the environment for man’s benefit. It is not only to use it to eat or drink, but we can use it to prove the glory of God, for example and preserve our religion. We can use the environment to make use of the natural material to use it like cotton material or any natural material that is better than artificial material because this will help man to preserve his health and also will preserve these plants. If you keep using cotton, you can keep improving it, but if you do not use it, it will be extinct. Also, if you do not try to preserve the animals, they will extinct. So, the environment is not only nature and it is not only what takes from nature. It is the earth with everything on it and how we preserve it, not only for man’s sake, but for the sake of earth itself that it needs preservation.
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