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Lecture 12 last
In the Essay, Leavis is presenting the views of other critics together with his views. He sometimes agrees with other critics in the conclusion, but he sometimes disagrees with the methods by which they reach this conclusion.  

The language of the text is too difficult. It is a literary language. It is not easy not only for having difficult words, but the structure of the language itself is difficult, is complicated, not simple. 
We have to know the points of views that Leavis raise on Keats' poetry – not the meanings of Keats' poetry. It is Leavis' criticism on Keats. 
Summary of the text:

What does the text discuss? What is it about?

It is about Keats' poetry and letters. Leavis was discussing the poetry of Keats trying to make a kind of analysis of that poetry. For Leavis, he represents pure aesthetic ideas=- concepts. It is not the aesthetic ideas found in the 19th century- poets like the Pre-Raphaelites poets. He represents a pure version of an esthetic poet. 
For the aesthetic poets- their version of aestheticism is "art of art's sake" it means to separate art from life- there is a kind of separation= to make art separate- different from the life we live. For Keats, he has done something different.  He tried to connect- relate art to the life we live. There is no separation. There is only one whole unit which expresses aestheticism.  Art of art's sake is a misconception about art- we should not treat art in isolation from life. What Keats has done is to relate art – the aesthetic beauty of art into the real life. There is an enactment. This is what happened with Keats. He had actually achieved a kind of enactment in his poetry- to give a kind of morality to his poetry. It is not to preach for right and wrong. It is not the kind of morality Leavis had in mind. The morality that he had in mind is something different. It is to give the beauty of life, to cultivate the soul of man through art- through poetry. Morality is not preaching. It is something different than preaching. 
The whole essay is a kind of valuation. What Leavis is doing is a kind of valuation= estimation- analysis- for Keats' poetry= to give Keats his own position in literary tradition. Leavis is one of the most important critics in the 20th century to do evaluation of literary tradition. Most of his essays were valuation of writers= to give them the position they deserve in the literary tradition. For Keats, he considers him a great writer because Keats was able to achieve this enactment which means moral values that had been introduced in the words- which is separate from himself. Number two is for being impersonal. Leavis believed that Keats was an impersonal writer.  His personal detailed life was not included in his poetry. Throughout his life, he was struggling against death- the death of his brother- his mother- his own illness. How he was struggling knowing that at the end he would die.  He solved this problem by being impersonal, still all the time he is talking about life, immortality which is related to his own life. He made it a general value. He expressed the immortality- the enjoyment of the immortality of art- to seek the sensuous pleasure of life through art. "Ode to the Nightingale" symbolizes the immortality of art- his voice never dies. With it, there is the pleasure that we would feel, the time we remember the voice of the nightingale. Ion "Ode to A Grecian Urn" we have a drawing of a young girl chased by her lover. This capturing of this moment makes this young girl for ever young and the feeling of love that has been represented in this drawing will continue to be there. So this Grecian urn immortalizes this moment of beauty and of pleasure. He wanted to immaterialize life. He wanted to transcend from the material life into a spiritual life resembled in the art- in the pleasure we get from art- from the nightingale or from the Grecian urn. We always have this image- the symbol that would elevate the material life into a spirituality in which we sense beauty, pleasure, we enjoy the experience itself not the result of the experience. This is what makes Keats impersonal writer- different from Shelly. We reach the wholeness, the unity of the work itself in Keats. For Shelly, he was concentrating on the details of his emotions. There were lots of personal emotions in his works. For Keats, they were not personal emotions.  He wanted to transfer these personal emotions into something general related to the nightingale or to the urn… for Shelly, it is always related to him, to his own personal emotions. For Leavis, as Eliot, he believes in the impersonality of the poet. There is only a slight change in his concept of impersonality. He believes that only the impersonal poet should have a flexible personality- in which he is able to change, to improve. For Shelly, he was not flexible. it is always about his own self.  Foe Keats, it is about different things that are leading to a unity in his works. This is the difference between the two. 
The ideas in the text:

· Valuation

· Mortal enactment

· Realization

Realization is an important work that Leavis has a special meaning related to the work. 

Page 313-Line 60

It was a quotation taken from Mr. Symons . 

"Keats at a time when the phrase had not yet been invented………… practiced the theory of art for art's sake. He is the type not of the poet, but of the artist. He was not a great personality; his work comes to us as a great thing than his personality" 

………… there is more than one kind of impersonality in art" 

His personality here means his own private values. 

Mr. Symons believed that Keats is an aesthetic poet. 

We do not have one kind of personality. We have poets with flexible personality. 

Great poets should not only have one personality. There should be flexibility in personality.  

Page 314- line 70-90

Reading…………… 

This is the part in which Leavis agrees with the concept, but he disagrees with the details why we reached to this result. He has his own reasons. His own reasons for Keats being greater poet that Tennyson and Rossetti . 

Leavis differs from Mr. Symons. He wants to explain why Keats as an aesthetic writer differ from Tennyson and Roessetti  and others. 

Page 315- line 110- 125
This is a discussion of Bradley- another critic. He was also commenting on Keats poetry. He compares between Shelly and Keats. For Keats, he was able to achieve unity more than Shelly. This is the difference between the two. There are intellectual structures with Shelly but there is a unity in Keats' poetry. 

Leavis agrees with Bradley that what Keats superior from Shelly is him being a poet that is able to achieve unity in his works. 

"What the detail exhibits is not merely an extraordinary intensity of realization 
Realization is an important word. Realization for Leavis is a kind of  self recognition. 
It is similar to the objective correlative of Eliot. Eliot did not want description but recognition= to recognize not to describe the emotions. 

The objective correlative might be a symbol or an image would transcend description into something more elevated which is recognition. This is also with Keats. What Keats was able to do is a kind of realization in his poetry- instead of describing like Shelly- there is recognition. Keats was able to reach this realization- using the images o the nightingale or the urn or other images that are not related to him in which we reach this kind of realization. With Shelly, the case is different.  Shelly is always present in the work- his personal emotions- his personal reflection. This is what is called description. 

The version of aestheticism that Keats represented in his poetry is something different from that is of art for art's sake because there is always a representation of life. With art for art's sake, there is a separation of art from life. 

Page 319- lines 287- 230

Leavis does not like to make comparison between writers- between Keats and Shakespeare - Each writer has his own style. 

Page 323- 324 - lines 435- 470

Reading ………

 Lines- 455- 460= important

What is aestheticism for Keats is the joy he gets from living objects and not from art separate from living objects. This is how to appreciate art- " beauty is truth, truth beauty " the sensuous pleasure that he feels from art is always have its source from the life= from living objects.  The drawing on the Grecian Urn symbolizes love in the human being, so, it is about life. The nightingale is a spirit, a living being with its voice that symbolizes beauty and pleasure. It is a source of joy, of pleasure, but it is a living being. The Grecian urn is a beauty of art but it is about the symbol of love and how it lasts for ever. It is always about life. it is not separated. This is how art is immortal. It is through life, through living things, living objects.  

Page 333- lines 795-- 805

 He mentions Dante- an Italian poet who is known for The Divine Comedy.  It is describing life after death. Keats is speaking about struggling against death in life. he tries all the time to immortalizes life through the image of art- through the joy, the pleasure we get from art. 
Read ……………………..

Lines- 805-810 are important.

Page 334- lines 814- 16  

Page 334- lines 827- 835
This is a summary of the enactment, impersonality of Keats' poetry. He transferred personal suffering into an outside object. 

Page 335- lines 885

Finished

All the Best 
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