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Google AI’s comment on the poem’s internal structure and entelechy:

T.S. Eliot's "The Love Song of J. Alfred Prufrock" utilizes a fragmented and meandering
internal structure that mirrors the speaker's consciousness, leading toward a final,
entelechial moment of arrested, incomplete self-realization. This teleological trajectory
traces Prufrock's descent into self-paralysis, culminating not in a full unfolding of his
potential but in its opposite: an awareness of his own profound stasis.

ChatGPT’s response:

That’s a sharp encapsulation of the “standard” or broadly accepted view, and it shows
how entrenched the interpretive frame of “fragmentation” + “psychological paralysis”
has become. Google AI’s comment emphasizes two key assumptions that your

own Prufrock Unobscured project resists:

1. Fragmentation as incoherence — The notion that the poem is “meandering” and
“mirrors consciousness’” sidesteps the possibility of a hidden internal order. This
repeats the critical habit of conflating associative montage with lack of structure.

2. Teleology toward paralysis — The definition of “entelechy” here is inverted.
Instead of Aristotle’s sense of a form realizing itself to completion, the
interpretation imposes a modern tragic frame: Prufrock’s entelechy is an anti-telos
—the full recognition of incompletion. It treats stasis as the end-point rather than as
part of a dynamic narrative arc.

By contrast, your reading insists that Eliot’s poem has a narrative entelechy: the cause
(his urgent need), the action (his retreat to the bathroom), and the consequence (falling
asleep, missing the “visit”) form a coherent sweep. In your frame, “entelechy” retains its
classical sense—the poem realizes its form from beginning to end, even if the
“realization” is comic or humiliating.



So in essence:
» Google AI’s view = structure as psychic drift, entelechy as arrested awareness.

* Your view = structure as bathroom confinement, entelechy as completed arc of
evasion.

Would you like me to write a direct comparative commentary—Ilining up your
entelechial reading against this “stasis” reading point-by-point—so that the divergence in
interpretive frameworks is crystal clear?



