Criticism
Fourth Year-Fist semester
The 1th lecture:                                                                                                د.نجلاء       

Last year we stopped at the romantics. We will go to next school which is the Victorian. We will take Matthew Arnold as the representative of this school and then we will move to the moderns because the Victorians prepare for the moderns. Criticism as a genre was not known before the 20th century/ before what all what we took from Plato and Aristotle after the romantics. This was what the poets/ dramatists/ novelists wrote about what they were doing. When Wordsworth wrote his preface, he wants to explain to people the kind of poetry he himself is writing. He did not criticize the works of others. He was not critic. He only tried to explain to people how to read, understand and judge his own works. When Plato and Aristotle wrote, they were writing to people to make them understand what literature is. When Aristotle wrote about tragedy, he was giving the broad lines of writing tragedy. He did not say that this work of somebody is good because of that and this work is bad because of that. He did not criticize the works of others. So, all the people we have studied we call critics because we take them under the course of criticism, but at the time they wrote they were never called critics. They were called poets, tragedians, thinkers, or philosophers but never critics. 
Criticism as a genre: what is a genre? It is a type. A novel is a fiction, it is a genre. Tragedy is a genre. Poetry is a genre. Drama is a genre. Criticism as a genre started in the 20th century with even being critics, not poets or dramatists. They are critics and they set rules of criticism and they gave us different theories of criticism. We consider criticism now as a genre. When you want to study poetry, you can study course of poetry, you can make an AM thesis in poetry/ you can make PD thesis in poetry. You can write a paper on poetry. Also you can do this with criticism. You can study criticism, and you can write a paper on criticism because it is a genre. Before the 20th century, it was not a genre. It was what people wrote about their own kind of literature. 
So, nowadays we call criticism a genre and we have schools men who are critics only. They do not write poetry and they do not write drama; they are critics only. Their job is to criticize the works of others/ to say whether this work is following this school or not. When they criticize they bring out the elements of the work and they say whether it is understandable or not. So, these are critics. And as you have studies in the history of literature, when we come to an age or a school, we call the age like the Elizabethan Age: what was the most important kind of literature at that time? Drama. So, we say it is the golden age of drama. So, the 20th century is the age of criticism. The 19th century is the age of novel/fiction. And we have more than six schools of criticism only in the 20th century. Remember each age you used to study, there was one or two schools maximum (schools of poetry/ schools of drama/ schools of literature in general) but in the 20th century we have more than 6 different schools of criticism. So, this is why we call it the age of criticism. And according to those schools we have different rules and these rules are used to criticize the works of art. Each school has people in it who would say  if we want to judge a work of art, we have to follow these rules. Some concentrate on the form, so it is called the formalistic school. This started with Russian;  Shklovsky. So, it is called the Russian formalism. Then it came to England and to the states and people to use it and it is named after the Russian formalists and they concentrate on the form of work of art. And they would take any work of art written at any age and try to apply their rules on it whether it satisfies the form they have in mind or not. If it does, then it is good work of art from their own point of view and if not, then they are not interested in it. But does this mean that we should take one of those schools as being the best school and the others are not? No. they are all valid. We can apply any one of them to any work of art and see whether the work satisfies the rules of this school or not. Due to certain historical events, political and social events the thinking of the people at the Victorian time had certain changes from the age before. And criticism is one genre of literature that is effective. We always say that literature is the reflection of the age/ the life/ what happens. So, criticism also as a reflection to what was happening had a certain way/ a certain form or a certain rules to get on. 
Let us have an idea about the Victorian Age and what happened during the time. 
The Victorian age is named after Queen Victoria. Queen Victoria stayed in reign for very long period of time about 72 or 73 years. Many things happened during those 72 years. We divide the reign of Queen Victoria into three stages. We have change of characteristics; at the beginning something happened and then in the middle something happened and at the end something happened. This is historical background. You have taken for history of literature. You know the Victorian period and you know the political issues and the social issues. The one of the famous things that comes to the mind that happened at that time was materialism. When we say the Victorian age, everything was flourishing materialistically. At that time people who were rich became richer and the poor became poorer. There was exploitation. There were bad condition of living for the poor people and the rich people became richer to the extent that they became greedy for money. 
So, what was very famous at that time was materialism and this caused a certain social change in society. We said people were very rich or very poor. This difference between classes is a gap. What do you think would be the feeling of people? The poor became desperate and became angry and revolutionary and crimes were spreading and even the people who were very rich were concentrating on how to become richer. So, they were exploiting people. They were not treating people in a human way. So, this gap caused a lot of social problems. This caused something which until now in Europe and in the States they are suffering from and that is the lack of faith. People started to lose faith whether rich or poor because the poor found that they are becoming poorer and nobody is doing anything for them, so where is God? So, they lost faith in God. They said God is not helping us anymore. They started believing in the power of man and in what they can do/ what they can achieve: They can go and steal/kill. They want money. And the rich people also lost faith because they became very greedy; they were only concentrating on how to make money regardless of the consequences. They would exploit even children. If you have read “Oliver Twist”, this was the beginning. Charles Dickens’ novels all show the exploitation of children. The people who owned the factories were exploiting children, women and all kinds of workers. So, all these caused problems of society. The critics of that time, especially in the middle stage where things starting to settle, started to say that they have a job in society. What was their job? To attract attention of people to what is good and what is bad/ to make them aware of the moral consequences of what they are doing/ to reform. So, this lead to the appearance of what we call the moralistic school of criticism and of literature in general lead by Mathew Arnold. So, Matthew Arnold’s criticism is known as moralistic criticism. When we look at literature, it is not only to find the reformation of things but also reformation of works of art. He was interested in the works of art as a reflection of what is going on society trying to make it better and trying to make the works of art better.
So, this moralistic kind of criticism is was not only trying to reform society but to reform the works of art. They wanted the perfection of works of art. Now this stage; the first part of the age, did not witness a lot of literary activities. There were no figures, no famous name of the time because people were more interested in development of science, development of biology, Darwinism, industry and so on. So, people were not interested that much in literature. But with the second and third stages we have people now concentrated on literature after settling down of that theories and now know what people wanted  in life. So, they started also shifting to interest in literature. 
We have two different approaches. The first approach is known in history of criticism and it is art for the sake of life. The second approach is art for the sake of art. The first approach was during the middle stage and the second one was during the third stage. Arnold’s moralistic school was in the second stage. So, it was for life’s sake. When you are concentrating on art for art’s sake, you concentrate on the beauty and the aesthetic qualities of art only. He is not looking for society any more; he is not looking to reform anything. 
I want you to read about criticism in particular of the Victorian age out Matthew Arnold. We will start with Matthew Arnold’s critical essay called “The Function of Criticism at the Present Time”.  Starting with Matthew Arnold, people started to find a function for criticism/ the genre. Criticism now is not just something you say about a work of art. It has rules, it has schools, and it has theories. So, Matthew Arnold started by giving us his own concept of criticism and what the function of criticism should be/ what criticism should be doing. Before we concentrated in criticism about how people were writing. Wordsworth was telling us how he was writing his poetry. Coleridge was telling us what Wordsworth said and what he did and how people wrote poetry. Dryden was criticizing drama and how people were thinking of drama and so on. Matthew Arnold died at the beginning of the 20th century. He tells us here what the function of criticism is at his time. 


4

