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e vgAle] T 2, e didel wlH 1 AM2A of§ Adxe YL "ok
Z ujne dale AL AAE A AAAQY A3 EAE ddn FEY # YHo2A A
Hedsie} At FF ok oA viHLe o A} ol Batsle ¥, wMYHR HEY A

Z 5o g2 glch olol wHIE AloleliA e vHY ZEel ¥ APE} ofF
o}zl glch " vl ojEo] HollalAn ol it iy Aol visi el el 2312 vH o
HEAHQ Flgol B Aol nzsm: e Holoh”

olM HEH vigel slgo] 25¢ U vIHItEA sled FH Moz FESIH o #H
s|& u|Z )7} Matthew Arnoldojch. & dohe] ook £y wigolut o] Ete el ol
< 272 ¥ uE 2AEEY Mol FeAch F AL BAelA YL FME J2e
2 3tod A E THY 4 Y Fu v AR SAF ejHrig] A Feldt. 2¥on
M4 2oA Ay o2 277} glcke Yol oblch 23 o2& eve AEssn o€t

* ol S oi 8 odojod $# 3} (Dept. of English Language & Literature, Cheju Univ.. Cheju-do, 690~
756, Korea)

1) #=2 :Paul Hernadi, What is Critism? (Bloomington : Indiana UP, 1981).

9) wde] HEA 75§ L= wMhE2E M. H Abrams, Wayne Booth, Gerald Graff,
Murray Krieger, Mary Pratt %ol 3ltch
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He oy ol & Aldol % JYAE YA 5 Y+ =dAHA vHE HAPck = “A French
Critic on Geothe” ol 4] u]oll glojAle] Heie] Fa 4L Aoy oni® HEI S2lo VAL 7|
Hoz ¥ Feo Wi FNBY ok} £ SAolA s AgE vlA £ QckE A4
€ YDA Bole HHE Lol &7 gtk (Doodley 117).

Ugrte FougE oo 2AE A BAA s LR YH) A3 WP A E
A A€ ok =lxol, AF FHuiHe T3 Sl ol PyAlo) LMol sl FHolh =3 o
AL Ay, £4 £€ 7IAHdol2g uFrhe AU ADBA L FAHA zH4le) B g
&2l Fof. shvisid w|grlel YA FAlE AU G ErpEe BAE 9] w Eo
c}.

t£ol Arnold7} A 2419 4F weajo} Alfo] A TeL oW L2y =
ol fAted QU7 W Foll vt HFEE JlaAn FYsin Aaolst so] 2= Aol
dsdgleh olol Arnolde U7tel $F I AMolA A= sl E PrAsE v 8F 2
Zhel BALE AH ¢} AAAHQ YFol YL AdFn FFY FHE £ Qe uH, Aus
< 23t 1A stel AL WubE moAl ste 8, aan s|wolsl 4D B
Aol e m A2E A4k AT (CPW 3:283)¢ 4] ofed ExjoA £go] HE vHL
Betn ek Ty a2 FAHAY ol oA EuA x4 Al Ao UL =y
¥uh ohdeh(wiley 252), WFstele dol Al3lE SulEsis A= A8s|o] 2 o] Hod
FAA 2 EdW A Aol 3o AEL APt webd 29 wHA vy Woy
2 #ololl4 ool & Foie $Foldcin ¥ 4 glon o] ooy 19 wiyB L u|Hs}
o AFTA g3 vl 2 wHY A AYol 2 7EE 259 A AN tf Moz
24217 dast ok A A4gi '

oj2i@ §Ho4 £ =F& "The Function of Criticism at the Present Time" & A43 ZHE
ozl ghoh o] WEL Arnoldel 7] &, °The 1853 Preface” 2 “The Modern Element in
Literature™ o} ebubs A]Qle) o 59} wid Alabo] windste] 7)5 oz LAH AHo|7d TL
FT2A4E W Yok vifo] 2 FHFAE A AK2E BEL Fzsin uiHe oAl
AAYE $rt ozt v g, WA, U 52 FHsin gcl B =S4 E Arnolde) u)
B2 ¢A A7 eiH AP A¥ET vY Az Y59 VA a2 vHe ANE
TR ¥AY o, Arnolde] v E2L HohA oJu]§ nFH 2izl Fc)

oo N fw

3) Arnold¥ “A French Critic on Geothe” o4 Hghe] ARoll: “Sx]9) meh g ol g8 g
€ B AU AFo Yde] gleny, oixlntos A Ho] led, o mho 73
£27h glx, -E=fo] SA ek 2Ase vHe chAlg A Yn, 3 gAos AdFsn
A e o AE 2ob old wissle Y eHslsl obdzt MAAQ A, FA o] E3
sich."2ln AAgicl Matthew Arnold, The Complete Works of Matthew Amold, Vol. W, R. H.
Super, ed. (Ann Arbor : The University of Michigan Press, 1972), pp. 254~55. ©o]3} o] M
o9 AE2(CPW, p.-)¢Hz dAEde Filg.
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I. Arnolde] v)sj 9] WA 34

Aul= o2 u|Frte BFo| B Arnoldel B2 18534 ol ¥ ol FEAA dstvdzn 3l
t}. *The 1853 Preface”oil4l Arnold: 2lel2 Falscie g FHF Aok 3w F=jol
Al 71EE Z Bal oja} o] &3 AhE Mol doke HE A=Yk a2 “On the
Modern Element in Literature” 1857 ol A€ Al2l¢ 27k Al & sidste FAHE A
o} @ %o} olz} A& dal fEHol drin Aok Armnolde FARHE B g F4
Qe Athe] EQoz v FAL s FAY viAste ¥ FRIAUA vH s
M HL£g vy Aoz AlA-E PAsE 78 (the tendency to observe facts with a critical
spirit) (CPW, 1:24)0l2tz A3tz gk B3] e AA 45, ug 4, Ao o B
oz dchel chorgt Aty FAEL MAsted op g FAE Fe AH TLE AT} Llge
Arnolde Ao}, ol e wv|3 A2 “The Function of Criticism at the Present
Time™ 2.2 olo}x w|He| 7153 uidrie] oJf2 dAsly

=% Arnolds On Translating Homer(1861) o A u] o) &7 A4E 2714 "o 3} Fatel
z3 xdo wmy 3y, Z Alg, Ae, i, oE zn dHstolat: A4 ZE Fok
of AA AL gl otz ¥z st ¥ (the main effort, for now many years, has been
a critical effort; the endeavour, in all branches of knowledge, -theology, philosophy, history, art,
science, -to see the object as in itself it really is) (CPW, 1:140) ojglx Aolzlx uv|Hel HLo] §
stolat BAE AL ohdaln MAlgPcel z2lm o velrk “The Function of Criticism at the
Present Time” (1864) o4& %719 7522 Bg ZzspdA vHd 32 F8& 32U
A4]e) BE Hopel] AHA A UE 2l 8y e AZe A4 Folan R e
At

2a| “The Function of Criticism at the Present Time™-& 1862\d Bishop Colenso} The
Pentateuch and Book of Joshua Critically Examined & A3 o2 3lod =Ao] &=+ 7HedlY, Arnold
7b A}ale) wlse] @ ats MAbel LelA o HEo2 fHsich P4l Arnoldw T3 oy
& = Mg wHsE ZHolmZ Colensod] Mg AlstHozs} obd "By = 3}" (general
culture)oll u]3l o guiol A ehsjed w|PPE, olF v slgelzts A} =3 BHL
2 2zsigen 2d% 2k o S uHe AGE AxEA s

4) 1862\ Bishop Colenso of Natale] 442l HAe| elxdtd§ Eowd4 Pentateuch+ H4}2 o
2 alAlo] oldel: F& YIYL of B4 mF HEEE =AY A4HE EFx g}

5) a}m : Sidney Coulling, “The Background of the Function of Criticism at the Present
Time, Philological Quarterly 42 (January 1963}, pp. 36~54.
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ololl “Rebate wHs} ol ek Arnolde] AL 1862 o] o} 3 Toj4] ol & 4+ Qich
1+ “Maurice de Guerin” (1862) ol 4] Sainte-Beuve & “$%3 ¥ (so competent a judge)
(CPW, 3:18) 22, “The Bishop and the Philosopher” (1862) ol 4] & w3t v|ge] Fo¥ sy
THAZ ¥ b M) wEA Ealo] olAE vl wE el Bso] ML AWk (ry
books as to the influence which they are calculated to have upon the general culture of single
nations or of the world at large.) (CPW, 3:41) 2t oloj2 7z v} Qlch =@ v|s ¥ "y
¥ BP3E 2" (judge books) CPW, 3:76), 2zm “E& s]=9] A" (the tribunal of literary
criicism), EE "9]3 2] 44} (the jurisdiction of criticism) (CPW, 3:5) 2 S ¥#7]E Mch o)H
% Arnold7} Zzhe uine ou)e Hoo UPHE 2TFEHE Hoz Collini®] A/ A&, =
A ADHY 715¢ Fzshe Heol7l= shoh(Collini 55).

“The Function of Criticism at the Present Time™ & -F&to] 3 vz oz Alztslo] TS o
2 A, FFe) wEeolelEolA el Aol ulm B Fe4E 2AI7IHAY vjgy
o e AP BRolch o] YT Ewaps in Criticism, First Series (1865) ] EA4E o] FHA o
2 d A4E JedA Ha9 Az Fo st Arnoldd] w1 AJALS sl HAsle =z o
2 oE #Folc} Buckler 59). % o] FEL Arnolds} Homeroll Bt Mo e u|
B AU 5 %o v H4lo] YF9) wWreo} Aol Hois) Ui AMdE A sty 2
o w1 FA A vl J5E AASn Yo 2RULS g Q

“The Function of Criticism at the Present Time”-& Arnold7} = wj7}x] 2] zZHA1e] v g 4
B Al Aoz shAsl =dd wdo Mol HE s Yigos o] Foix glch oA
€ Schneidere] 4o ojsied, “dalol gloj4e " eln A Lo 2AL Loln Q5o & 2fo}
Aol Ale] A, cha] atalw Alde) o4y, AR, AF A g ko] AEo| Ea)
b g #Ax2 Amold7} o] &€ Heoke dujolth. 224 Arnolde ‘A7) Y 9y
3tet's Wordsworthe] F3ab ‘Ad# o] dat3e) Alvj& FEgck s Shairpe] F 3ol it}
T Aoz Ao g slHstn YU AL Ao A 2 v A} o
<3 SAE Atz g} (Schneider 5).

e AldEe AHL wale Aol Amolde St ojugic) o= 238 7}z
A AR Bt A FFG AL BEAFE vHY AWAQY Y& vl =3 Ut o
Al 23t 2 vgg RE3E Ao2, & 2 ANE AbHYE te] Foz Ailsn Ye
ol Al FAlel £8% Folo) vy YFo] <lzkel Al ate AEZ}E A4HY gFolghe
AE 2o Fon $c}(Schneider 103).

A4 Arnolde £33 v el 4AAQ 5ol Balo] Heich 2+ 4] Ay 2o LiAs

2 ¥4 (modernity) &) o, F wEao} Alhr} AFF et Wl E olsdn HAE o}3)

6) ulyste] def ovje g Fsl=ol, I A Richards: ‘To set up as a critic is to set
up as a judge of values.” etz 81t} : Principles of Literary Criticism (London : RKP, 1976), p. 46.
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Matthew Arnold2] ®»|HE

#) gecie Atoletn Azl nefad "2 250l UFEF 4 AT Yo 2EIHPME
Aetgt A}7)o] o] uIFEFelE Fold Fulw 3lAl gk (At present time, almost every one
believes in the growth of democracy, almost every one talks of it, ---but the last thing people can
be brought to do is to make timely preparation for it.) (CPW, 2:219)2tx =& 3ld A Al A&
FAlWc) o]lE FAF FASFE N EdE AYE sleie Hol okt dFo] ddge Ald
§F U=2 Fulx7y #}7] wFolch

ojxa& ¥ AHA" & Arnoldrt ¥4 Fzse Aolch duh Aoy AL Aol ofy
gl #Ae) e Aol F3x dzm A9 EE Folol B AR2E AE, F v FAE
Z#e A ojgct. ol 2 Hd 4" 2ojst FAHo|mR o|HE U} FFoz2 o
A AL ol F 2& o HAUE A2 Aoz £ v|HAQ Yo upFo] 49
3w A} (Coulling b 49) dulels A2 €740 =iz Yotz F=3lx Yok olAHF Arnold9
VAl A, Hollowaysh x| =g ool ol ‘®el AA ZFe A Aelst stz AT AF3el
sl 2l g Zojod = oj® AAA rlHo] 249 L& Folll AN o FE A stertae Hol
ol o} (Holloway 215).

wte}4 Arnolde WEZolelFe] HAlE v FAoz gl Agotell AHA Z44]712in
rHch wYriz e 29 s HAe o] yEeellE &o] FA ¥t Xol U7 o
Foll, okolol st Uzt HF ¥rAFIE el v dFY Ueeol Ao =97,
A3, A ALY L $eisted” oju] mafsle AR AHE AHA "M dAn 4
Zhg HAte] A€ wAAT e Aol vHY Jlsolztn FAUXl Edeolopdz AAE
Sodsisin 7o) &€ olFA she dYAetn Az 24 Arnolde] vl Fe =
4 23§ oxn glon "y olzte Y =% AvjH =9 fojz 2edzlx Yle Aol
(Neiman 95). °lol 2t olu] Homer& &3l H 2ol A" o Ag AT 3t& o] v|Ho]
gln dygion “#Hof” (modern) & w3E HEBoANE Y AFz AlLE AL ¥d
(contemporary) 7} ob . “HA" o Holeln Z=zFcl

w2l Arnoldel ¥l 2x& Al AF4le] ZEo) =te} Wol& HE3le vy F4UL o
A71E ZAolch & Aol eJAe) vHA 24 (critical intelligence) & 3AHe] #& vi2Al 3
obslz QAztollAl AKE AFse 2ok G Yolztn BAYY) of Foll (Dale 43), “FYA F4
e Yo wgA v, F Ao TE Pol, AY, A dx, olg, el AMA oA
£ 9k ahE 3l e " (CPW, 3:258) clicin A, ZE Fololl ¥ 49
YeAg A5t Uk ¢ Aol viHAH xHo| Aoixle] U W 2 Al ¥, ol 4]
£ gsln FojdzA s dudsA sle2, egrle $4 AME sl FAYez A
o] &% Alch§ Hoto} ok wely sl SR 2 3 Ao A& FTIE Ho| wiN

7) A3 : Matthew Arnold, Letters of Matthew Amold 1848~ 1888, George W. E. Russell, ed., 2
Vols, Vol. I, p. 4.
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SFolm, 227 HHA vigshe A Wo2 nYsx gobol 3o Fxlof Bugol el§ s}
e AAZ3E Aol dohkn Amolde FAtch 22 vis H4lo) gg W 1 Althe Az
=HE ol FoixA or] A Fol, A= A4lnch oy FAE o FzsHA weeo}l Ahe x|
A, =93 FYL v=sle A4vloA g Uchn Arnolde N4 so|c

I w33} =4 &5

Arnold+ “The Function of Criticism at the Present Time" <) HE HPojrgl A= Raa)
vy FE TR Yok aE FuUFe AQdEo] FAsE =z F+49€ dA¥sn, 4
7t 2% vy sixglckn # Wordsworthe] Fael] dale soz v o 7eg AN
Aot 22 Arnoldt B4) Shairp7} v Y= § felstn Ad z§ ol #7172
of zp4le] YIEY ol Wil olE =AF MAlHol ) e+ *The Function of
Criticism at the Present Time™ o4 2] Arnolde) Z2£2q Hzl& A9 $Y4 L F33lc olf
S 2o vEE $5n vYE A= P55 22 Yot FE F3st2lyd Ao| gl c}(Schneider
112).

olol w2} MylH o2 "The Function of Criticism at the Present Time"& Arnold7z} u|so]
Az F5AdE Z2g dgo2 Uk 2= orjas usig) T2 ¥l FAUs}
gte Aol Az|sltul, o wiye] 7)%ol s 1+ “function”, “effort”, “endeavour” 2t I
o2 23& %32 3ok § 2% o] ¥HY V5" ¢ WA =& @ critical effort) o] b
A o] =YL Az:ol] Yo i HAY B ol Ao BE Yopoll4 F, A, AE, o
Ah g, HAgollA HAE e 2l ¥elw sl 3" (the endeavour, in all branches of
knowledge, theology, philosophy, history, art, science, to see the object as in itself it really is)
(CPW, 3:258) ¢zt 43tz gich

22y Arnold<= °]u] “The 1853 Preface”oll4] zo| 7|22 qizle) s¢jatn 723 u}
Axel A= gFolokwz Aol Y8 E F+ AHolgtn W7sied 2 YzHo] YHY 4 U=
AZ2& FAlslz Yok o 2AFE Asied YHUSE AL oL gy 2z ol
204 ¥4 gHsie Aol olus] AL AY el viz wiH YFo A ud]
ArnoldE o] ¥ FF Lol JEg wAstn Y+t Holoh” Yre 15 HY AFsn ¢
€ FANZIE ¢el”, A7 Y MAHA 2F5 Y 4 gL ot 3o P2 B

8 Amold7t F=st Y8l oyt o8 2AE Aristotles] Ehiol] M) ideasol 4] Ao} ¥

. % Ed AmoldE olA§ vl A EAA $F9 AMgoz gz Holcl, Ax: Mary
W. Schneider, Poetry in the Age of Democracy (Kansas : University Press of Kansas, 1989)., p.
104.

9 Arnoldt “Joubert” (CPW, 3 :208)ei4*...because he was full of light, he was also full of
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Matthew Arnolde] =l &

wol glckm Zzdch weta Arnolde] Al Ade o] ohval AAY YEe 2] ¥
2 Uy 4 Qles] 27 oMW WEE FAIBE ol fE HEolopur otz Y YA
A 7ol g wlHA S|t Boky] o Felch

1714 Arnolde WE3 x4e ABAE YA ok F YEe Aoz AFsE A7
o] 8} (self-understanding) & W4Jolm A4l Aol 7o Subsle A T J1Eo2A F
el Folan AABD, of YL AAshEuE Aol 71 FoY Felzgtz Fz3}=z A
o aheba} Arnoldzh ZAsHE HEES ¥F 1 Ablola wrE WEFelnh @i w3 AR
Aye] BRE sBolny HEL $FaE ol ke Aolch ©Fuh 2E Aristotle M T k4SS
Hn 5 S o2 830l Yokn wn, o] AT "M Aoz IHY ot
olAM# Arnolde} wimel g ¥Fol, il wanl vHrirh Az 6F FIA PEg
WG 4 uvlel Waelxm 97 Wl Bel, ' 2E ABlol uA & wHe] FE z2hed 8]
Hel $F dedg BujAlyim v]HE Al dAn wAA Ao AL Rz @ el
z she FHFAY =¥ ojzkn Aok

azoz gl £ uHskE Al PAe) F3 BEE sjetsjel ¥ Bk ope} o Al &
A7t 2017l g ol#hsted 2 AltNE LubEA #dsjeiel gekm Arnolde TRt
o WEe 42 e A2 BFAA JeE A, of ¥FL olE HES A2 2
Coizte] £E azA ¥ =Hgsejol ¥ckm Armolde ohgzt el Fzstx et

rie
ni
2
rn

[+

ta
ot

L
£ oo
o

The critical power is of lower rank than the creative. True.- the exercise of a creative
power, that a free creative activity. is the highest function of man: it is proved to be so
by man's finding in it his happiness. But men may have the sense of exercising this free

creative activity in other ways than in producing great works of literature or art---(CPW,
3:260)

9} olgolAE o 4 5ol Arnolde HzHE HEE FE3e gEolgn vk & 2
z2 e e yzd Vol A Hxe 75U #UY # gichiol AL
z

4], Schneider®] AN, AzZo| Walsle g of2] Axold e ¥ A} #FY o

Lo

g AHSE HolA WERE Lacks A Aotsla elRE A2 el ¢ 4 Ue d

wldol $Fo WZE Lol T¥AIF| 3lch(Schneider 113). 2@ A Arnold= o] HE BNl

1% (53

happiness,” 22l 1887d ‘From Easter to August” (CPW, 11:264)ol4 “To be quiet,
reasonal person always answers, always makes for happiness gtz §tt

10) Arnolde ulHe #3 =& Zis§ A=A Az} Aja] Age] AAs Ag WA £
ot g2, Az Yolzkn mokrh ol 842 Carlyle, RuskinedlAlME 3o} # & e
£3goln] Fdo] 22 A4S FdPds sl=ad Agels & 7olch(Goodheart 73).
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A Blga Bzo) GAlE TR P U, Az YR Uy geo)n Aolglcte &4
7h SI71E sio Yz gFo] w3de) S¥oe HE UYL 4 ¢id. U ge ajef 4] Ak
Z2H 51 4% 3o &l (- creative activity is the great happiness and the great proof
of being alive, and it is not denied to criticism to have it:-- (but) in full measure, the sense of
creative activity belongs only to genuine creation.) (CPW, 3:285) gz ul3ys alza 59
€ e & 28 Yo Yujz yzw TEL AAG Ao &3 Aozt A +£$
UEHHAE v Az g o) T2 ¥ Ut

A4 Arnold€ 419} v e 2¥Hozm Zohe F3¢& Jouberto] gt BE(1862) oM A 1A %t
v gloh 2 “E¥e HAE, 5o, Del, Aol AEZ ) wlo) ) o AP Elel
T AEFEL 2822 Pe Fo|n qag 81" (CPW, 3:209)°l2tz $it}. Shakespeareel
TRAYL AN P FXY 35 29n o 7HE8E o2 2oiZ i Yo A, ol&
AL 28 A4 sta AlE QA wsolan ¥ Arnold®] £ v ajo|ny Azxo|ay 3
4 %1t} (Robertson 66).

°oldl Aol w)H7} Joubert: Homerut Shakespearest Ze Adolzgtn g 4 9lon
g Az Fos wnHolzgln & 4 Qo) Z% Arnolds} “s|¥rle B8 =% og zZ e
AslAl o og woe s Pz S YAYE S8 22 4 Qe = il
W& WA, ey, Azjoje wmlo)4 =4 4 Qch"(-men may have the sense of
exercising this free creative activity in other ways than in producing great works of literature or
art... They may have it in well-doing, they may have it in learning, they may have it even in
criticising. ) (CPW, 3:260) 2txr 338} 5o|, vy Saig FzxAHeletn ¢ 4 gl ol 2o
2 uYrls ¥FAQ wol Y Az YEL 3o A7) W Foll, 1AL Ao o4 TS 7t

Xl MIWE A4S YHslel Y2H L HY o o ¥+ ke Yolo)r)x 3

£

A4 Arnoldell ojstd Az dlgrle U4 v|Hslebn ¥+ Uk a2z Fulo) oy vy
7h =¥ A4 wigshg oEgich Al JoubertE ZRY 1HsbEol AdEHY dAe
<#71= #eh 322 Arnold7} Sophocleso] e A& Hxol old 21§ E3} vnje 2y
717 715 fek 284 2 Y Az Eae ) ¥E ofol shsd Aolgtz ggn
ol A3 gick: “aAY AzA Yxo v A sle Zol g9 Aleholct " (a
time of true creative activity... must inevitably be preceded--by a time of criticism. ) (CPW, 3: 269)
mebd wig EEe e Ao el 2ysies o3 u1ge FzA Yyolatdd, =z
Tee olabd uiHel Az= YEolan ¥ £ Yot

224 Eugiene de Guerin®] 422 A/dolztn s £& A= AR vigoletn Aojg
Arnolde] wlg sle: Fzol wn Fue 2EHo2 UM W o)7] Lo ey Fiol

2
Uche A2 sz glvh 4 obyet Amoldt s1He 2HE WAHD Ndw gae 5



Matthew Arnold®] =1 &

k= 71" (--to create a current of true and fresh ideas) (CPW, 3:270) olgtx Zz=WMEdl

Ag 7oty of u]He Tol g BFolAT, vHol AF HANA THPTE 2fule oY

V. u]gef A

Arnolde “The Function of Criticism at the Present Time o4 v}® & stdg W& ¢4
o st obeh A &HQ ofe] EUL AAEA v AL o] AL Wel7] Hel

2AE £x AstFol, st A4 AU ¢ g o|Foixe FFolztn Yitn 3

Judjing is often spoken of as the critic’s one business, and so in some sense it is: but
the judgement which almost insensibly forms itself in a fair and clear mind, along with
fresh knowledge, is the valuable one: and thus knowledge, and ever fresh knowledge,
must be the critic’s great concern for itself. And it is by communicating fresh knowledge,
and letting his own judgement pass along with it, -but insensibly, and in the second
place, not the first, as a sort of companion and clue, not as an abstract lawgiver, and
that the critic will generally do most good to his readers. (CPW, 3: 283)

9] QlgollA] o 4 9ol of 2L Arnolde) ] WEol Y&Hoz FHs U $4
w3l 4] ehe] 284 L7 o, 27t FEdE viEe FTY FAE F e I,
z 2alziol oJy=p Ayl olel FE2A FAlA =¥E F& viHoloh

o§7]4} Arnold7} wahE ulHolet shbel FHAFE ofnigtch of v AP E AR, v|F
o A oAz uHrirt AU Al AL sen Yxle AU 2A4YT (the Indian
virtue of detachment) (CPW, 3:274) % Zt&ch: Aolch Spinozat “AL3A FHE HY @
mind profoundly impartial) (CPW, 3:176)°l=, Joubertz} “3il9| Ay EYP A" (perfect
independence of mind) (CPW, 3:187)& =ld vi%7tets Aol A & 4 Yxol, vl Aol “F
3 A" (impartiality) (CPW, 3:214) €& &ju|gch

A & "5} (disinterestedness) £ | H7be) F2% A2 Arnold7t FE3}E Aoz
27] YE2ME Ho} ¥ 4 gtk F zelojxQlEe B Fo st "FHFAR AL
(disinterested objectivity) (CPW, 1:1)°]®i Homer& wodgleid "FHFALE olf” (disinterested
love) (CPW, 1:215)& zluiol stx CeltZ3 1 21Fe EAE ojsisiaidd "F3 FAsol ¥ £
o} ojyzl HIHolz 74l vlH" (a disinterested, positive and constructive criticism) (CPW,
3:398) 0] Waslchn Arnold: A A g ) ook oA x4z FHAE Py o AEd
ol7} “THEA o|ch BHEALE ul3srl A, AgA 4z} PAgle] v A K
Agos ools) obdel, Al e adE o Feoloh 2@ Amolde °l 3544
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AlE§422 Burke & WAIfich FHBAes o Solt g Eelole)Sof aEd AH HYYe
B3tstn, Fa, Al FAol A Hog WY 4 e T5oA ¥]g A4E nHstn 4
°FE Uy HE &73lt Arnolde) £t VEso] Q.

UEe a2 o AAe g4 Yt Wz BE: solg. ofg) Homeroll g% 33204
Arnold& ®139) Bde “dl4g Ut aWE T st xH(CPW, 1: 1) olsn Els 23
2+ °]AE “Function of Criticism at the Present Time™ o] A& R 2ollA] YhEsio] ez
A odE e 2z 27 A E BA Aozvy AHas F2B ok shul, WAL Qe
T2 Eohe e AR A2 2 oY 289 Aol SRS a7 He Relch wal
A wH7he AUE Fol Mg sted wBol YA (provinciality) & Z1u]E HBolal =& o)
°k 3= (CPW, 3:252) R0l olyz} thide) MM E Molo §}: Ho|ch

a2y A AAME vE Aglos Y AL ol W€ Ue adle o) a4
< e A& BA o4 molo} sEul o] HL FAoj 289 g HAEE e oz 8
kel 3= AL vl ttct(Arnolde HYH “HEE 229 nlE A Ad4E FUE 4 9] oL 4
BHY W S5z AFsed 293 AMNE Fastn Yoh). 2o} obyz} MF e A oAl
HANA Lofol goh olu] 2k AL AW T, ofa] wab A|hol e HAg NdE AT
¥+ Aolok ¥okm 2z @ u} deol, So] Bt wnslay ol sl dolel oA Eag o
3 3lefok 3oy o] Fatalel] A 4oz ‘@ Alvie T speu) e T8 F8 ZEL 4y
3o o] BEE Fadr ¢ & THY = 3loloF e} (To ascertain the master current in
the literature of an epoch and to distinguish this from all minor currents is one of the critic’s highest
functions ) (CPW. 3:107 2t e}k of Aol ulz Arnolds} FAlstt u]3r}el 75 F9 3l
O TEE A elsE s ol chakg ol A Ale] UAE Folgtn 23 Fg 35
HY Agul, 2207) A4 wHAE e Abm gAlo]u AS) A S ol AF3A dm slsd g
© ZEolM T2y A4E 2Bl E ol Buckley 54) 9 ol Aol B4E FlA ok giope
Aolch ol 2 ¥l Abol 4 413} uirbe Wy FAS Az lojob gri o)y ma}
°biet AA2 2 A5 AEE of o4 deho] A )] %7 gl 2 15 S ohelx R
ot AHE dolo} ¥rhe ojujolr s,

T ok viHste AP A FY LolA h4E Bofo} s T¥ s|Hrlely g2o
THol E}Fe] FHE Yolol Yok FE RE AL ¢ 4= Bz v Al oL A Ay
el 7b3 Fo3ictn AZASIE oHAle)l BAL WZaAA U =% 8|H7lE= Coleridgest
Joubert & £2 A F Falod AL £55: 25 chAo] Al A gz 2

11) Arnolde “4Hbe 2 Atopsl&= A" (living by ideas)o] 2oz Burke® =2 3la Al4te] 4§
Af2E AN 5 Y, FHSAY Brldes Husin ed, ojREL FIFHe=
HAolzte Mg 2TF3e A€ ojgct. B2 : Dan Ritchie, “The Literary Significance
of Edmund Burke to Matthew Arnold” Vidorian Newsletter (75) (Spring 1989), pp. 28~35.
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Matthew Arnoide] s|3&

(free play of mind) & 8o Fojcl ¥} o)A 42 A E # ¥ + e vried e
HAE 9t 2l # 4 UL 29 obda AL d + Yde FHE 9
AF2e ¥ L viHo| Aol e o Fol i HEE AF F APHFE Aolth
A" ol ulslo)e §54, ‘el Alg] £ (sweet reasonableness) o] ¥L¥ ZHUd w|Ho]
Ao A42e BFolgtn ¢ FAL FAl FAMG Ah £l Arnold7t dubvt FA1H, A
A A E £9PEstE AN Fv B0, 2Af2 2 A4 BFE AUGAA YA Oscar Wilde
8} Geoffrey H. Hartman, Roland Barthes 52| u]3-g& ol A% oleln ¥ 4 Slth(Riede 23).

olM3 wimeo] AL HF ALY oA HAZ wopxol s+ AU, Arnolde o] ¥ vl
B Ol eE 2 FAl AAAA vjH L “u|Ho| o} e RE A Ay FAY AKEL
PEolale = H9 HA" (the law of its own nature, which is to be a free play of mind on all
subjects which it touches) (CPW, 3:270)& =t2& Zoletz Folstx, wig& "Alel ¢izlzn
w2 HAe AE e m A= FTHFAR ™ (a disinterested endeavour o learn and propagate the
best that is known and thought in the world)(CPW, 3:283)cl2tz A olRch ol9} Ze] tiAHE 9le adlE
BE 71e Arnoldz} A Zshe ele] 243 sledld SdA DAz § 4 ok

a2 wEshE A3 BARSL ol u|Hrlrt FH Tk st A€ Bddte
o] uimeo] EAg B st £odolaty ¢ of Ak B ATE Ul AF Fulo
Holztz & 4 AUch whabA Arnold ®]He A JEulA AdA dAle BE FaAolo

23 o] FFF FE L AHdHE ALY ArnoldE % 2HFE Udo2 4P3n 9
Lt lo|c}. 1+ Eugenin de Guerin, Keats §& #4384 A& A7t Aoisid A&
Aoistz L5tn $EFol wiAcky =HPch =2 2E $EF #iAE AUEY 71AE =Y
A g5 2 Aoz vod, ¥HriE 23g & ok A4, olnl 2+ 1864
4ol =&~ 24 (French Academy) & =3lE HEA L =9H +Fo] Adsld Y4
o] vehdcin A% u gledl, FHAoP $EFol wiA HIAE FAU3n AR JHAE
FHAss AREY 4 Yok mebd B e | YrlEo] Yol s FLY SR AHH}
et

az{ez v thAlel Bg Arnoldel DAl wiAke] olEchgel ohel s 4ol Ut
g 4 Uk wisY ML ¥ oshe w4 woid Aztg ez AASA st AT (the
great art of criticism is to get oneself out of the way and to let humanity decide.) (CPW, 3: 227)
“Pagan and Medieval Religious Sentiment’ o]7]= #ic}. 2o} U AMAE 3l Yol
Arnold~} 34 Zz=sle $£89 SRo|7|= 3ich. mabA Arnoldel wiHel TAL AU 8
Foll Bgsjod A, T8 geln Aoz APk ¢ FA YL Eoledl Yoy
ae) ue A ASE o@A Ag vPez YAsAl Yok

)
A
2
oo
r)~
©

12) £, A18A 7158 4 Arnolde] sl 3ol thsle] Rene Wellek® “Arnolds Fio] 2 &
Pohe A, & 2do] AZE Awsin AL 2A s, 2 AAE WA Yeo=H H2E
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A4 Arnold+ Roebuckd] M&44¢ wa ¥ 4+ 9lgdor} ) 4] Roebuck®] ¢idde] 2p4l
o ehete el Q@& MAIRch ] wabw, Arnolde Wraggele &8st An Qe 8
Ul e, & FUEA YHoz Yraol A AUB G vle ¥ AL 27U Aolg)
olMF vBe uige AN WolA molAol ¥ ot olia} zes] A4 uBIE M2
A4E FHolol gokn ZFzsn Yoh. 2z el diaAgE, PAolA WAL o] WAL W)
Bt AL oW o4 dEsln AAHY BPY 4 U9 =obE FPoz 5§ 45 Ys] o
o, ulgrbh dele Hae oS AU Aolofok 3o e of Akl Usjxz Az
ol Ao Ag pHsteln c¥sloiol 3lm2 ofd o] WA AAE ‘MY £E AL
# 3l BS (to welcome everything that is good) (CPW, 1:199) 8 =Iuio} b Zo|c}

U eigobe S8 AR $E o8 vYslEo| o YA AT ojo} i v
7zt Miss Francis Cobber} Bishop Colenso2] M-& Fa83 Aoz, & ‘didd 58, 3
a2lx &4 (great ability, power and skill) (CPW, 3:278) 2 ol#jslxlat, §9 x|4le)SojA| =
of Mol XgA2 ol (CPW, 3:40) E33lcte A= U3 Qojof gk

The English critic of literature, therefore, must dwell much on foreign thought and with
particular heed on any part of it, which, while significant and fruitful in itself, is for any
reason specially likely to escape him. (CPW, 3:282-83)

# A E o & Q%el, wHItE L AMeE £2E Sowy Tl $Y s s
AE shAol gickn Zzsy Yok wsslE dALE Y% adlE slelsin ofw Hebg WY
¥ OAZLE A} JE o2 dgold 2H4S 4L nFH ok g o] Holofatz Al |2 3
¥+ vigoln wddolat vig e e 2 ohg WAl ok A “w]Be 4o o2 ]
T A7 e A e stn del Yl s FHSAG w27 (CPW, 3:283) 0labn
Arnolde Ao}

EE 714 A2 & A AL Qo] Yo R e v x|y shx|u} i ol &
AH3 eizol A u)R " AolZlE slch Arnold: ‘X 27hx)e] wiHE xHol mio)a] o A7t
o] @F3}e}] (---criticism has so little in the pure intellectual shere---) (CPW 3:27) 8tz x| A3}nix] z)
H HEYE SEse Yoz i g AW Foloh A A AW A (intellectual
provinciality) ol 4 Mojub He vl Wol Fdo & slrto] shn Bal w|srlE o 29
ARE ARID Aol 3in) Be] A YL FAoR ¥ 4 Fsirl Adsiolo} s Holztn
F3stz e, Arnold9) oldl wHAAL Ews oS 9 At oot

Fo glce AdE AF $83led Fasta Ut elz A AdYch: Rene Wellek, A History of
Modern Criticism 1750~ 1950 : The Later Nineteenth Century (Cambridge : Cambridge UP, 1965), p.
156.



Matthew Arnolde] ®|HE

a2y E. K. Browng v|3He] AE Frha] dAlE £F3ln A2 AgulF L 3t duslan
Uct?. & Brown viH7tot 3 FAs7) fsted A4S Qe ade 2UgE o 2 AAR 3
FFAE 4 Yokn A ek A4 Browno] %ol e EFL £33l Udv Yelw Amold =
g w1 ool A FH FABIZE FEEA AR o AL FH 5] okt n vl Elo
5 3tA|gh, Colliniz} A 31%0o}, HubH o2 Arnoldel v)se 3dax AA3es Fwolxn gle
o 2352 A)|FE 2Y3o Hdsis oJolF Z=oH(Collini 57).

T H Aol PR o EL chdslicin & 4 otk aely o] okt o F KollA] HAE AA
v dol HFE UE +5 3ok ofd ejvlo4] *The Function of Criticism at the Present
Time™ & wEgjolQlE2] A zo] HFe xAoll mte} FF s A3 FEsioixe G A
29 #4g FAzE Eel7lx stk Arnolde olv) FHFALE LA AQ oujz AIFHA
oA HAE Walsle Ao Augct o4l L3, Amolde S Ao MY ¢
€ Al 29%¢ 4 ddz A AL oldch o+ 233 AFEZLPAR 5430 5
Holz ¢& HEF Hz v, olAL A4 AFo] o] FA thzz HAolgde ¥
A Id =g g4 sled Aol ohdate AAE olgl Jid B9y af Folg

2888 FHFAGE AL 2o F& A sk v Yotz ¥ 4+ Uk $4 3
T2 og djAE dstn A HdE dels Aol viHste wxoln o|FPA Yoy
‘A Aol ot Az Y whe] Ak ATE A& 47 U] dFolch oy Y 8t A
A ol MY Fcdd ol FHFAY 4 lertebs Hol FA7l sicul olo] disjA w|Hs}
= MYl gzMg Hd2 FHFAE 4 otz Arnolde A1 3tx Qi

utetA] w|Holzl A9y 4 Qe Ao AUos "2Adln A ¢hol A4S Helda A
#+ elx2le]l A4 (the Indian virtue of detachment and abandoning the sphere of practical life) &
4 3lch. Arnold+ o]u] 16\ @A Cloughele] 3 =|ol| 4] Bhegavad Gita & =3tH4] “gd=de
4 rEs £59% A4S TR ez AYE Adsie A3 A4 Az, & 23 AdAA
AMdste AE FHEc opAY e geld WYolch " (The Indians distinguish between

i

meditation or absorption-and knowledge : and between abandoning practice and abandoning the fruits
of action and all respect thereto. This last is a supreme step---)'Y&lx AF§ ul QYKo], 2dY
lzole] BE4E AHARE $EF a0 2 EE Hod 2] Adslieln & Heol ofel A
AAA YL Helsletn &7 AHolo

AFAl Essays in Criticsm (1865) & A# 2w Arnold”t ofE AEEL d3Ugel ofdch o7

el

13) Browno] 714 wls wye o€ o : “In acquiring or developing a disinterested
disposition one must learn, in one of Arnold’'s famous phrases, to see life steadily and
see it whole or, in another, to see things as they really are.” # = :E. K. Brown, Mar-
thew Amold: A Swdy in Confit (Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press, 1948), p.90.

14) Matthew Arnold, The Letters of Matthew Arnold to Clough, H.F. Lowry ed. (Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1932), p.71. ol3} o] Mol 2] 18& (Letters o Clough, p.-) £ 22 HAEUe] B4
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o A §=lo] Buckler 60) UzZIcHE &) AL ¥o) FE 715 L Zw Yok
Hio Aol |28 Qssiol ¥ Bt olyz} of AL 94 =3
Zelct. atzbA Trillingol x| #f%ol, Arnold®) 8%l 7|50 #o] 23 odztsio] Yef v o]
A8, Fae oz wAHSILE EHehE Yol ofych(Triling 24).

A2 olgrte A A A E BYsln FHFAY vl A" Er)doe gAS
Ae 22 B2 xy3ln Aol dn A2Y My AL wSeln #o} ¥ ¥k oy
2 f4olate o] 4E 27PN HA AL Ao} Pohe At pxof ek ojAL

A<l (total being) o] 7] HF Ao FUUE =W L w3h= Ay Arnold®] s]H o 54§
Sidney Coulling-& c©}&3 o] ZH3aln Qlic},

It pointed toward the future rather than toward the past - not toward a dead
controversy, but toward the idea of man’s perfection that he (Arnold) would explore more

fully as the concept of criticism evolved into the concept of culture. (b 54)

# AEolX BXol, Arnolde} w|He vlel g, EMHo|oj R5EE % Holzn ¥ &
Ach. E=F w|H 2 Qe AHE BIF2 e Fio Ado wAsin gEo] sl oja g
T = dolell 712ste] A ol Y 4 Ut Holojof 3tz Arnolde] v HL o AALH
A dol obvzt Y A4 WER, & sve x3, Az adn 232 M4Asn Yot
(Coulling b 53). =t2t4] Arnold®] w]3.& Ewe] A=l FEAojate “WHA o4 (general
reason) & FA7lE Aolrlx 3t

¥ Arnold®] u]H9 Adel QoiN Fe2|A BHL wsHo| s} n Az PRo|g:
A A2zt vl E Yoz gobe AHoloh dFo] 2t w|3o] &R st ks el o] Fol B

Hz& Aoz "The Function of Criticism at the Present Time" & & £ 93 Qich iﬂﬂl‘d%
Hay U H2d vie) HA4e] AL A 471 Uk 2o wisste Al AL uA
ol EER Yol FE AF, F FANE u2 FolFE Faln Yy & o, waby

Arnold®] vl A4lg el WHAIE HHo2 A9 Pug Aol HLE AT
she AMdolstn ¥ 4 ok ol ol S Arnolde] w3 AL Woholg ZHHAIF|Ae] 2
*4 Aol

FE A4 A€ AN Heo) oid vIHA YAgto] Amolde] FEZAa # erolake
& ohuch wEelo} Althe) AolM olal Arnolde] w% HEE aw-m-c =) 4 J%i A
21‘4. 2% cdol ol2BME A% A4 Aol 5k e 1 WA YL Aol

A ol 4z HY, 53 wigrlelAA 2 7§ 3ok} (Farrell 110).

16) A= :Fitzjames Stephen in the ‘Saturday review, December 1864, in Matthew Arnoid The
Critical Heritage, Dawson & Pfordresher ed. (London : Routledge & Kegon Paul, 1979),
pp. 117~26.
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Matthew Arnolde] wlE

=% Arnoldt slale ¥4 A2 FAe sFsoz “¥Hd AAT, “Add oy HAY 8
4", "Fa 3F T2 v¥ AL A4Ud HAoloh aeln MR E UF A3E Yol Fv)
§ 3t Aol vy dFeln AP Ed olv 8¢ 4ke] AlZolAE wlde] o4x)7} Qe
Wgojetn YxE Azgct o2tA Jonathan Araco]l AAF x|, wimrsies F4d Seoxlg)
Zloche Ad=iate Agleje] F3e] dlE ALEr) sl %ol ARte 4dx|2te] Q)£ 5§ Fof ulo} v
Holl Aol HHE Folsl Agdolatn ¥ 4 3Uch(Arac 144).

v FlEe 8 Al EEolzts ¥ue g7 =} ARE = Aolxgl, =z} Fyo
fejghe A= Zoluz wige EAgte Qalol] ot} HEtcln ¥ 4 ok a2 Arnold
€ " GE AANA viHe SEE AT vl wiFol 25 v AANA 4
Al ZuE 4 g £A0]7]% 3ct Farrellol 9)3lsd, Arnolde AA2 vw|Hrle] &4lvslals
ztqjol] QloiA] ZAA = AgE HWr) wiFell, iAW 25 ¢ AL dHYcn & 4 UG
(Farrell 4). ©-%-o] Arnold+ 219} v|sio] AA, zeln Yesjo} Ajthe} slabrix]z WAl
= $2)EY BAY el B4 f8 ZAE whA b =]l 4 A& BYsAl
3£ viHrlojcl aatd dAo| glelA e Arnolde| 7]%-&, Riedert AP Xel, Arnold”}
Hzz AdPd FAEQ U443 o oS AZIANA FdA AL e =] FAldl G
o} glck+ AMdolztn & 4 Utk (Riede 25).
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Summary

A Study of Matthew Arnold’s Criticism

— *The Function of Criticism at the Present Time”

Sun~Hee Kim

This paper attempts to unravel the importance of the function of criticism through the
analysis of Matthew Arnold’s “The Function of Criticism at the Present Time”. Chapter
one introduces the paper and an outline of Arnold’s thoughts as a critic.

Chapter two and three analyze the development and the concept of Arnold’s criticism.
He argued for the importance of criticism, the “critical spirit’, which he made the chief
characteristic of a modern age. It is suggested that his insistence on the function of
criticism is meant for the coming age of the people. He proposed the power of criticism
as an activity performed as an activity worthwhile in itself. He tried to show the activity
of criticism - in its broadest sense the examination of ideas and of life itself - is a
productive work.

Chapter four deals with the process of criticism which Arnold proposed. He asserted
that a critic has the responsibility to interpret the main movement of mind and make the
best ideas prevail in the world. Showing the criticism not as an abstract lawgiver but as
a sort of companion and clue, he emphasized the activity of criticism on disinterestedness
and the free play of mind.

This paper concludes with a brief discussion of Arnold's importance to the literary
criticism. In an age of religious uncertainty, he offered criticism as a source of the total
perfection of humanity. His insistence on “the best that is known and thought in the world”
has been a stay against artistic, intellectual and moral anarchy in his time. Like Arnold,
we must try to learn and remember what the common reader wants and needs from
criticism, and should not forget that the critic’s object is not an abstract and utopian

knowledge but “the best that is known and thought in the world"
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