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Introduction 

Cleanth Brooks, a central figure in the New Criticism movement, revolutionized the 

way literature was studied by focusing on the text itself rather than on the author’s biography 

or historical background. In his essay “Irony as a Principle of Structure” (1949), Brooks 

argues that irony is not just a stylistic ornament but a fundamental organizing force in 

poetry and literature. It helps a poet unify contrasting emotions, ideas, and images into a 

coherent whole. Brooks sees irony as essential to the structure of a poem because it reflects 

the complexity of human experience — where opposites such as love and hate, joy and 

sorrow, or faith and doubt coexist. 

The Concept of Irony in Literature 

Brooks begins by clarifying that irony should not be confused with sarcasm or 

mockery. Instead, it is a mode of perception, a way of holding together multiple and even 

opposing meanings within a single literary work. Irony reveals the richness and depth of 

poetic expression.  

For instance, in William Blake’s “The Lamb” and “The Tyger”, irony arises from 

the contrast between the gentle innocence of the lamb and the fearful strength of the tiger — 

both created by the same divine power. This contradiction is not meant to be resolved; rather, 

it expresses the complexity of divine creation itself. Such irony does not fragment meaning 

but deepens our understanding of the poet’s vision. 

Irony as the Unifying Structural Principle 

Brooks argues that irony gives a poem its structural unity by harmonizing opposing 

elements. He believes that in a great poem, tone, imagery, and meaning exist in balanced 

tension, creating an organic unity. Irony, therefore, acts as the glue that binds together the 

poem’s contradictions. 

A perfect example of this can be found in John Donne’s “A Valediction: 

Forbidding Mourning.” Donne compares the lovers’ separation to the movement of a 

compass — one foot fixed while the other moves around. The image is both tender and 



intellectual, spiritual and physical. The irony lies in how separation strengthens unity, and 

how distance intensifies love. The paradoxical relationship between stability and movement 

gives the poem its structural integrity. Thus, irony becomes the principle of coherence that 

holds the emotional and intellectual dimensions together. 

The Role of Paradox and Tension 

Brooks closely links irony with paradox, insisting that both are crucial to 

understanding poetry. Paradox reveals truths that cannot be expressed through plain logic. 

Irony, on the other hand, creates the atmosphere in which these paradoxes can coexist. 

For example, in John Keats’s “Ode on a Grecian Urn,” the speaker declares, “Heard 

melodies are sweet, but those unheard are sweeter.” The statement is paradoxical yet 

profoundly true — it expresses how imagination transcends reality. The irony of the line lies 

in its tension between the permanence of art and the transience of human life. 

Similarly, Yeats’s “Sailing to Byzantium” is filled with irony. The poet seeks immortality 

in the artistic realm of Byzantium, but the very act of leaving the mortal world behind is 

tinged with sorrow and loss. The poem’s structure depends on this tension between the desire 

for eternity and the acceptance of human decay. 

Irony as a Reflection of Modern Sensibility 

Brooks further argues that irony is a mark of modern consciousness. Modern poets 

like T.S. Eliot and W.B. Yeats employ irony to express the fragmented nature of modern life 

and the loss of absolute beliefs. In Eliot’s “The Love Song of J. Alfred Prufrock,” irony 

pervades the entire poem. Prufrock, the speaker, is acutely aware of his own mediocrity and 

indecision, yet he expresses it in a tone of exaggerated self-consciousness and mock-heroism. 

His grand comparisons — “I have measured out my life with coffee spoons” — expose both 

his triviality and his tragic insight. The irony lies in the gap between Prufrock’s yearning for 

greatness and his paralyzing inability to act. Similarly, in Yeats’s “The Second Coming,” 

irony dominates the apocalyptic vision. The poem portrays chaos and the disintegration of 

moral order, yet the poet’s tone is both fearful and fascinated. The “rough beast” that 

“slouches towards Bethlehem to be born” symbolizes destruction and renewal at once — an 

ironic union of horror and hope. 

 

 



Conclusion 

In “Irony as a Principle of Structure,” Cleanth Brooks redefines irony as a vital 

structural device that gives poetry its unity and depth. Far from being merely a tone of 

ridicule, irony becomes a way of organizing experience — holding opposites in balance 

without simplifying or denying their complexity. Through examples from poets like Donne, 

Keats, Yeats, and Eliot, Brooks demonstrates that irony reflects the paradoxical nature of 

truth and the tension inherent in human existence. It is this delicate equilibrium of 

conflicting meanings that makes poetry alive, profound, and enduring. Ultimately, Brooks’s 

insight reminds us that irony is not a threat to unity but the very force that creates it — 

transforming contradiction into coherence and tension into truth. 

                                                     ____________________ 

Sigmund Freud: Creative Writers and Day-Dreaming 

Introduction 

Sigmund Freud the founder of psychoanalysis, was one of the most influential 

thinkers of the twentieth century. His essay “Creative Writers and Day-Dreaming” (1908) 

explores the psychological origins of imaginative writing. Freud investigates how creative 

writers — poets, novelists, and storytellers — transform their private fantasies and 

daydreams into artistic creations that appeal to others. He compares the mental processes of 

writers to the daydreaming activities of ordinary people, showing that both stem from the 

same human need for wish-fulfilment and emotional satisfaction. 

The Relationship between Fantasy and Creativity 

Freud begins by suggesting that all human beings are dreamers. Every person 

engages in fantasy or daydreaming to escape the pressures of reality. Daydreams allow us to 

imagine situations that bring pleasure or success, satisfying unfulfilled desires. 

However, while most people keep their fantasies private, creative writers have the unique 

ability to transform their daydreams into stories, poems, and plays that others can enjoy. In 

doing so, the writer bridges the gap between personal fantasy and public art. 

For example, a writer who daydreams about heroism or love may create a character who acts 

out those desires in a fictional world. This transformation of fantasy into art is the essence of 

creativity. 



Childhood Play and Adult Imagination 

Freud draws an important parallel between children at play and writers at work. 

A child invents imaginary worlds with dolls, toys, or other objects and invests them with 

emotional meaning. The child’s play is serious to the child, even though adults may see it as 

make-believe. Freud argues that the creative writer is essentially a grown-up child who 

continues to play, but now uses words and imagination instead of toys. 

Both play and literature involve the pleasurable creation of imaginary realities that fulfil 

hidden wishes. 

For instance, a novelist who writes about adventure may be reliving the childhood joy 

of conquering imaginary worlds. Freud sees this continuity between childhood imagination 

and adult creativity as the foundation of all artistic expression. 

The Role of Wish-Fulfilment and Repression 

According to Freud’s psychoanalytic theory, the human mind is driven by 

unconscious desires that are often repressed because they are socially unacceptable. These 

desires, though hidden, seek expression in indirect forms such as dreams, jokes, and art. 

In this context, the creative work becomes a disguised form of wish-fulfilment. The writer 

expresses forbidden or unattainable wishes through imaginary characters and situations, thus 

achieving emotional release. 

For example, a writer who feels powerless in real life may create a heroic figure who 

overcomes obstacles — symbolically fulfilling his own unconscious wish for power or 

success. Freud calls this the “sublimation” of instincts — the process by which raw desires 

are transformed into socially valuable creations like literature, music, or art. 

The Reader’s Pleasure and Identification 

Freud also examines why readers enjoy works that come from the writer’s private 

fantasies. He explains that literature gives readers a socially acceptable outlet for their own 

hidden desires and daydreams. The reader unconsciously identifies with the hero or heroine 

and experiences the same pleasure and emotional satisfaction as the writer. 

However, the writer’s skill lies in disguising personal fantasies through artistic technique, 

plot, and beauty of expression. This disguise prevents the reader from feeling embarrassment 



or guilt. Instead of seeing the work as the author’s private wish, the audience accepts it as 

universal art. 

For example, in romantic novels or fairy tales, readers can safely enjoy the fantasy of 

ideal love or power without shame because it is presented in a poetic or imaginative form. 

Thus, art becomes a shared dream between the writer and the audience. 

Conclusion 

In “Creative Writers and Day-Dreaming,” Sigmund Freud brilliantly connects the 

psychology of imagination with the art of creative writing. He shows that the artist, like 

the dreamer, seeks pleasure through the fulfilment of hidden wishes, but unlike ordinary 

people, the writer can shape these fantasies into beautiful and meaningful works. By 

transforming personal desires into universal symbols, the writer not only finds personal 

release but also gives the reader an opportunity for shared emotional experience. 

Ultimately, Freud’s essay reveals that literature is the continuation of human dreaming — 

the artistic expression of our deepest hopes, fears, and desires. 

                             ________________________ 

From Work to Text 

Roland Barthes 

Introduction 

Roland Barthes (1915–1980), a French literary theorist and critic, was a central figure 

in structuralism and post-structuralism. In his essay “From Work to Text” (1971), Barthes 

explores the changing nature of literary interpretation in the modern age. He argues that 

literature should no longer be seen as a fixed “work” — a finished product belonging to an 

author — but as a “text”, an open field of meanings created through the interaction between 

the reader and language itself. The essay marks a shift from author-centered criticism to 

reader-centred interpretation, emphasizing that the meaning of literature is not given by 

the writer but produced through reading. 

 

 



The Difference between ‘Work’ and ‘Text’ 

Barthes begins by distinguishing between the concepts of “work” and “text”. 

 A work is a material object, such as a book or manuscript that exists physically and 

is complete. It belongs to the world of institutions — it can be placed on a library 

shelf, catalogued, and studied. 

 A text, on the other hand, is not a physical thing but a method of reading and 

interpretation. It exists only when it is read, interpreted, and re-created by the reader. 

For example, Shakespeare’s Hamlet as a work is the printed play, but as a text, it 

becomes the endless possibilities of interpretation — each performance, each reading, and 

each analysis adds new meaning. Barthes insists that we must move beyond viewing 

literature as a product of an author’s intention and see it as a dynamic process of 

meaning-making. 

The Death of the Author and the Birth of the Reader 

Barthes’s idea in “From Work to Text” builds upon his earlier essay “The Death of 

the Author” (1967). He argues that the author is no longer the central figure in determining 

the meaning of a text. In the traditional concept of a “work,” the author’s biography, 

intentions, and emotions are used to explain meaning. But in the “text,” meaning does not 

come from the author — it comes from language itself and the reader’s active engagement. 

According to Barthes, the text is a multi-dimensional space where many voices, cultures, 

and meanings intersect. The reader’s role is not passive but productive. Each reader brings 

their own experiences and interpretations, creating a new version of the text every time it is 

read. Thus, the “death of the author” results in the birth of the reader. 

The Text as a Network of Meanings 

Barthes describes the text as a “tissue” or “weaving” of signs (the word “text” comes 

from the Latin texere, meaning “to weave”). The text is not a single, unified meaning but a 

network of language, culture, and codes. 

For instance, when reading a novel like James Joyce’s Ulysses, one encounters 

mythological references, historical facts, linguistic play, and social commentary — all 

intertwined. The reader must move through this web of signs to construct meaning. 



Barthes suggests that a text is intertextual — it always exists in relation to other texts. No 

text stands alone; it echoes, transforms, or responds to other writings. This intertextuality 

means that meaning is infinite and unstable, always open to new interpretations and 

contexts. 

The Pleasure of the Text and Reader’s Freedom 

In “From Work to Text,” Barthes also emphasizes the pleasure and freedom of reading. 

In the old model, the reader’s job was to “discover” what the author meant — a restrictive 

approach. But in the new model of the text, the reader is free to play with meaning, to 

explore multiple interpretations without being confined to authorial intent. 

Barthes describes two types of reading pleasure: 

 Pleasure: the comfort of familiar, traditional reading where meaning is clear and 

controlled. 

 Bliss: the intense, liberating experience when the reader is overwhelmed by the text’s 

complexity and ambiguity. 

For example, reading a simple romantic poem may give pleasure, but reading a complex 

work like T.S. Eliot’s The Waste Land may give bliss, as the reader navigates its fragmented 

structure and countless references. Barthes celebrates this open-endedness as the true 

essence of modern literature. 

Conclusion 

In “From Work to Text,” Roland Barthes redefines literature as a living, 

participatory experience rather than a static artifact. He transforms the act of reading into a 

creative process, where meaning is not transmitted from author to reader but constructed 

through the reader’s interaction with language. The shift from work to text marks the 

movement from fixed interpretation to infinite possibility, from authorial control to readerly 

freedom. Ultimately, Barthes’s essay invites us to see literature not as something to be 

“consumed” for meaning but as something to be experienced, explored, and re-created — 

an ever-evolving dialogue between language, culture, and imagination. 

                                          ________________________ 

 



CAPITALISM MODERNISM AND POSTMODERNISM 

TERRY EAGLETON 

Introduction 

Terry Eagleton is a leading Marxist literary critic whose writings connect literature 

with history, ideology, and social structure. In his influential essay “Capitalism, Modernism 

and Postmodernism” (1983), Eagleton examines how different economic and cultural 

conditions shape artistic movements. He argues that modernism and postmodernism are 

not just aesthetic styles but products of specific stages in the development of capitalism. 

By linking art and ideology, Eagleton exposes the ways in which cultural forms reflect, resist, 

or adapt to social change. 

Modernism as a Response to Early Capitalism 

Eagleton describes modernism as the cultural expression of a world marked by 

industrial capitalism, urban alienation, and social upheaval. The late nineteenth and early 

twentieth centuries brought rapid economic and technological transformations that unsettled 

traditional values and forms. Modernist writers and artists—such as James Joyce, T.S. Eliot, 

Virginia Woolf, and Picasso—responded to this disintegration of order by creating 

radically new forms of art. 

Modernist art reflects both a crisis of meaning and a search for order. Joyce’s 

Ulysses, for example, mirrors the fragmentation of modern life through its stream-of-

consciousness technique but also seeks structure in myth and form. Eliot’s The Waste Land 

laments the moral decay of modern civilization while drawing on classical and religious 

allusions to impose coherence.For Eagleton, this paradox—rebellion against tradition 

combined with nostalgia for stability—defines the contradictory nature of modernism 

under early capitalism. 

The Transition from Modernism to Postmodernism 

Eagleton argues that postmodernism emerges from a new stage of capitalism—the 

era of late or multinational capitalism, beginning in the mid-twentieth century. Whereas 

early capitalism produced social conflict and alienation that fostered modernist anxiety, late 

capitalism generates a culture of consumption, media saturation, and commercial 

globalization.In such a society, art loses its autonomy and becomes intertwined with 



market values. The avant-garde shock of modernism gives way to the playful irony and 

surface diversity of postmodernism. 

Postmodernism, according to Eagleton, celebrates fragmentation rather than 

lamenting it. It rejects the modernist search for depth, truth, or unity and instead delights in 

pastiche, parody, and simulation. For instance, works by Thomas Pynchon or Don 

DeLillo, or even architecture like Las Vegas or Disneyland, reflect this postmodern 

sensibility—an endless play of styles without concern for authenticity or moral seriousness. 

Capitalism’s Role in Shaping Cultural Forms 

Eagleton’s central argument is that both modernism and postmodernism are historically 

determined by capitalism’s changing needs. 

 Modernism arose in a period when capitalism was unstable, producing alienation, 

class struggle, and the collapse of inherited values. Art reflected that crisis by 

turning inward and questioning meaning. 

 Postmodernism corresponds to a stage when capitalism has become global and 

dominant; it absorbs everything—even rebellion—into the marketplace. 

Eagleton claims that postmodernism’s relativism and playfulness mirror the flexibility 

of consumer capitalism, which thrives on novelty, difference, and commodification. Even 

opposition is turned into fashion. For example, what was once shocking or revolutionary in 

modernist art—like abstraction or dissonance—has now been commercialized and made 

fashionable. Thus, postmodern culture, while appearing liberating, actually supports the 

ideological stability of late capitalism by preventing serious critique. 

Critique of Postmodernism’s Ideology 

Eagleton critiques postmodernism for its political quietism and lack of moral 

commitment. By celebrating difference and denying universal values or truth, 

postmodernism, he argues, abandons the possibility of genuine social change. 

Unlike modernism, which still expressed a sense of crisis and sought meaning in art, 

postmodernism accepts the chaos of capitalist modernity as normal and even enjoyable. 

Eagleton points out that postmodernism’s fascination with surface and style leads to a loss of 

depth, history, and collective purpose. Everything becomes a spectacle or commodity. This 



mirrors how capitalist society turns people into consumers rather than active agents of 

change. For Eagleton, a truly radical art must recover the capacity to criticize and 

transform reality, not merely reproduce its images. 

Conclusion 

In “Capitalism, Modernism and Postmodernism,” Terry Eagleton offers a powerful 

Marxist interpretation of cultural history. He shows that modernism and postmodernism 

are deeply tied to the economic and ideological conditions of capitalism. Modernism’s 

tension, fragmentation, and moral struggle reflected an unstable capitalist world, while 

postmodernism’s irony and pluralism mirror the smooth, consumer-oriented culture of late 

capitalism.Ultimately, Eagleton challenges readers to recognize how capitalism shapes not 

only society but also the forms of art and thought. His essay calls for a renewed cultural 

criticism that resists mere aesthetic pleasure and confronts the economic forces beneath the 

surface of culture—reminding us that art and ideology are inseparable. 

 

 


