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A Defence of Poetry

Percy Byssle Shelley
Like Sydney, Shelly was defending poetry against an attack that was raised against poetry that time by a critic called Peacock. Sidney was answering the accusation of Plato; Shelly is answering the accusation of Peacock. 

Peacock said that poetry was useless, it is the most worthless of all intellectual exercise. It has no use, no value and that it is a mere waste of time and energy.  He asserts the supremacy of reason over imagination. He said that poetry depends on reason not imagination.  He calls poetry all these things because it depends on imagination. He said that reason is much better than, superior to imagination. Shelly defended poetry against all these accusation.
Peacock based his attack on Plato. 

In 19th century, when Shelly was writing poetry, the objection against poetry that time, it was the Age of Reason, imagination was attacked. Poetry depended on imagination that is why people at that time attacked poetry because it was based on imagination not on reason. 

There were some objections to the rules that were not followed by the Romantics. They did not follow the neo-classical rules. They were attacked for this. 

Peacock wrote an article attacking poetry of that time, which was the Romantic poetry. He said that it is useless, not something important; it is worthless because it is not intellectual.  He said that it was the most worthless of all intellectual exercise. Although it is worthless, it is interesting for some people. He says that it is because it is highly ornamented, decorated  and it cultivates , adds to our pleasure.

According to Peacock, people read poetry merely for pleasure, for entertainment. He condemned poetry because it is not something useful.  Although it is full of decoration, it pleases the senses, some people might find it interesting, but at the same time it is useless and it is only used for pleasure. He condemned it as a trivial entertainment, a mere waste of time and energy= the most worthless of all the intellectual exercises. 

Peacock attacked poetry as being frivolous, only for entertainment, it has nothing to do with using the mind, it is only for amusement, it is a mere waste of time and energy. He says that we should not waste our time and our energy in reading poetry. He asserts the supremacy of reason over imagination.   He said that reason is more important than imagination. He asserts the supremacy, the importance of reason over imagination. 

   Shelly defended poetry against all these accusations. Shelly devoted        the first part of his essay for the defence of poetry and the defence of imagination in a particular against reason. His essay is considered one of the best defenses of poetry.
 In this essay, he gives us the philosophy of poetry. He starts his essay by contradicting Peacock’s attack. He starts his essay with the point that Peacock stopped at; that is reason is more important than imagination. He starts his essay by contradicting Peacock and saying that imagination is more important than reason. He makes a comparison between reason and imagination.
He proceeds to establish the nobility, the dignity and the social utility of poetry= that poetry is socially useful.  

 In the first part of his essay he gives us the difference between reason and imagination and why imagination from his point of view is better than reason. He contradicts Peacock by saying that imagination is better than reason. For doing so, he establishes the nobility and dignity of poetry. He also asserts the social need for poetry; that is poetry is necessary for the society. He also asserts the moral utility of poetry= how poetry is morally useful- how it gives, teaches moral lessons.  In order to show how poetry is useful, He gives us two things in his essay, the nature of poetry and the value of poetry. He says that the nature of poetry depends on imagination. The social value of poetry, how it is useful, not a waste of time. He defines the two nature of poetry. 

Shelly’s essay stands as a theoretical statement of the nature and the value of poetry. in order to show that poetry is not immoral and that it is useful, so, he explains the nature of poetry  and the value of poetry. 

The whole essay is identical of Plato. Shelly is following the footsteps of Plato. Sidney was answering the accusation of Plato; Shelly is answering the accusation of Peacock. 

The essay is about two things; the nature of poetry and the value of poetry. 

There is a great similarity between Sidney’s essay and Shelly’s essay. But Sidney was only defending poetry. Shelly is not only defending poetry, but also to describe and give us the nature of poetry, the philosophy of poetry. So Shelly’s essay is deeper and more philosophic
He plans his essay in the same way Sidney planned his essay.

He adds a forth part to his essay at the end. He sums up the whole discussion in the forth part of the essay. 

First he defines the two natures of poetry, then he says how it is built on imagination and what the use of imagination is, then he gives us the ethical and the moral use of poetry, the significance of poetry. Then he defends poetry against the charges of peacock. Then in the forth part, he sums up the whole discussion and makes analogy of poetry. 

Shelly, in order to show how poetry is useful, he has to give us the nature of poetry. In order to know why it is useful, we must first know what poetry according to Shelly is. So he gives us the nature of poetry.

These are the different points tacked in Shelly’s essay. 

Although he followed Sidney’s ideas and division, Shelly’s essay is more philosophic and deeper than that of Sidney. 

Sidney was in the 16th century; Shelly was in the 19th century. 

1- The difference between reason and imagination:

 ACCORDING to one mode of regarding those two classes of mental action, which are called reason and imagination, 
 He starts by contradicting Peacock’s view of poetry. He starts by giving us the difference between reason and imagination.  He is making a comparison between reason and imagination which are two mental processes.  In order to make the comparison, He considers both actions of the mind, both are, two faculties of the mind, both are mental actions .The reason and imagination both take place in the mind. But each has its own characteristics. This is why they are different. He starts by giving us five differences. 
The first difference :

The former may be considered as mind contemplating the relations borne by one thought to another, however produced, and the latter, as mind acting upon those thoughts so as to color them with its own light, and composing from them, as from elements, other thoughts, each containing within itself the principle of its own integrity.
It is the ability of the mind to contemplate, to think, mediate the relation between one thought    to another.  Reason according to Shelly is the relation between one idea and another. It depends on ideas; when we try to find relations, to connect between ideas. This is how reason works. Reason has to do with understanding.  whereas imagination is the mind acting upon those thoughts so as to color them with its own lights and composing from them other thoughts.  It is also the action of the mind.  Imagination takes those ideas and colors them with its own light.  Imagination is a mental function. It is the function of the mind. It does what reason does but it adds to it its own light. It is the same that Wordsworth said.  Shelly is repeating the same words said by Wordsworth as they are both romantic poets. All the romantics agreed on this point that the poet should add from his own imagination. 

  Imagination is the faculty of the mind that colors the ideas with certain characteristics. Imagination works on ideas, coloring them. The result is that it creates new thoughts. It is not the original idea any more. It is something different, something more valuable.  It is a new idea. It is an idea plus imagination.   Reason gives us the idea, the imagination colors it. It gives the original idea plus new ideas. So imagination is better superior according to Shelly. 

The idea which is created by imagination, this new idea contains within itself the principle of its own integrity. It is new but at the same time, it is valuable.    

The second difference:

The one is the [Greek], or the principle of synthesis, and has for its objects those forms which are common to universal nature and existence itself; the other is the [Greek], or principle of analysis, and its action regards the relations of things simply as relations; considering thoughts, not in their integral unity, but as the algebraical representations which conduct to certain general results
The principle of Synthesis, = it depends on finding the meaning. 
 Reason depends on synthesis= meaning, but poetry depends on analysis. 

There is a difference between finding the meanings of words and the meaning of images. 

We find the meaning of words in the dictionary. The meaning of an image is found in imagination. 

This is the difference between synthesis and analysis. 

When we analyze, we do not only give the meaning of words, we try to find what the author wants to say, why he is using those particular words. We try to find the hidden meaning. 

We start by finding the meaning of the words of the poem. This does not lead to understanding the poem. In order to understand the poem, we have to go beyond the dictionary meaning by using imagination because the poet himself uses his imagination in creating this particular image. In order to understand it, we have to use our imagination. 

This is the difference between synthesis and analysis.

Reason depends on synthesis, the dictionary meaning, but poetry depends on analysis, going beyond the dictionary meaning, to find the relation.  

Forms of existence= names of things. 

Synthesis depends on the common relation of things that are found in existence. 

The dictionary is built on the meaning of objects as they exist in reality. 

We find the explanation of –for example- the word chair. We have the definition of it as it is found in existence.  

 Imagination colors a particular idea. We do not take the idea as it is, we analyze it, take it into parts, try to understand it, then put the parts together and try to make something new.  Reason is the principle of synthesis, while imagination is the principle of analysis.  Reason takes the idea as it is. It does not analyze it.  Imagination takes this idea and analysis it into parts trying to connect between each part and the other. Its action regards the relations of things. Imagination analyses things.  By analysis it particularizes. It gives things particular shape.

 Integral unity is that of reason. With reason the idea is a whole, one. But imagination tries to cut it into parts, finding the relation between the parts and the original, considering these parts to the original one. 
We have to use analysis in algebraical situations, we analyze it, and then we reach the conclusion. We can not reach the conclusion without analysis. This is the same of poetry. It is not enough to synthesize, but we have to analyze. In order to reach to the meaning we have to go through analysis.  
The third Difference:

 Reason is the enumeration of qualities already known; imagination is the perception of the value of those qualities, both separately and as a whole

 Reason works on things that are already known. Reason counts things, it depends on numbers. It depends on the quantity of our knowledge; the number of the original thoughts that are already known; already stored in our mind; while imagination is the perception of the value of those thoughts. It works on the value, the quality of the ideas. It is the perception of a value both separately and as a whole. Reason is interested in how many ideas we have= the quantity, but imagination takes its idea, cuts it, analyses it = the quality of each part alone and the quality of each part, separately and of the whole, as one item or a part of a genre. 
The fourth difference:  

Reason respects the differences, and imagination the similitudes of things. 

Reason sees the difference between ideas, but imagination is more interested in the relation between the parts and each other, the parts and the whole. Reason gives us ideas; it gives the difference between them. Imagination finds the similarity, the relation between them. Reason gives us the differences between several ideas while imagination finds the similarity. Imagination depends on the quality not the quantity, the value of the separate parts and the relation between these parts.
Poetry depends on both reason and imagination, but science or philosophy depends only on reason. 

Similitudes= they appear to be similar 
The fifth difference:

Reason is to imagination as the instrument to the agent, as the body to the spirit, as the shadow to the substance.
According to Shelly, imagination is the instrument and reason is the agent- as the body to the spirit. Reason is the shadow, but the material itself is the imagination. 
Reason to the imagination is the instrument to the age. If there is no agent, the instrument will be useless. 

A human body with no spirit is a dead body. 

Reason is the shadow. It is not original. The original is the imagination. 

The shadow should be close of the body. The shadow is a replica, identical reflection. It is exactly identical but without the spirit, only the outside, not the inside. The shadow is the outside of the body. We do not have the specific details, just the outline. 

These are the five differences between imagination and reason. 
First he makes a comparison between reason and imagination. Then he moves to says that all people have imagination. Here he is very close to Coleridge- every human being has imagination- a child- a savage person- man in society- man of law- man of science  
He discussed the differences between reason an imagination in the first paragraph. The second paragraph starts with a very important   sentence. He started by giving us the importance of imagination. 

  Poetry, in a general sense, may be defined to be “the expression of the imagination”:
Imagination is important because poetry is the expression of imagination.

In order to defend poetry, to explain how it is important and how it does not depend on reason and how it is better than reason. 

Science depends on reason. In order to show that poetry better than any other intellectual exercise. He is defending poetry because he thinks that poetry is the worseless and useless of any other intellectual exercises. It is intellectual because it depends on imagination which is a mental faculty. 

In order to defend poetry he starts by showing the differences between reason and imagination and tells tat poetry is the expression of imagination. 
and poetry is connate with the origin of man. Man is an instrument over which a series of external and internal impressions are driven, like the alternations of an ever-changing wind over an Æolian lyre, 
Poetry is not only depending on the expression of imagination but it started with man when he was born, it goes to the origin of man. The first man was born with imagination. 

Poetry is as old as the origin of man. 

Sidney in his essay refers to the antiquity of poetry. Shelley depends his essay on Sidney’s essay. 

Here Shelly says the same, that poetry is connate with the origin of man. 

He starts to explain how people at the very beginning of creation used to sing with the help of their musical instruments. They sang poetry, rhythmic words, words that are rhyming= poetry. 

He gives examples saying that the child when he is expressing his delights through songs. The savage man, the uneducated man can sing.

The first oral works that was sung were poetry.
Man in society is expressing his passions and his feelings through poetry. 

Then he gives social exercise like written Laws that are written in forms of declaration that is poetic so that we would be able to memorize them.

He says that all activities of all people include poetry.

Poetry is born with man since the origin of man, poetry has been there. 

He considers all people who use their imagination poets because poetry is the expression of imagination. 
Poetry to Shelly is not only the words written in a poem, it is anything that is coming out of the imagination.
Any man who is expressing his imagination is a poet. 

   But poets, or those who imagine and express this indestructible order, are not only the authors of language and of music, of the dance, and architecture, and statuary, and painting: they are the institutors of laws, and the founders of civil society, and the inventors of the arts of life, and the teachers, who draw into a certain propinquity with the beautiful and the true that partial apprehension of the agencies of the invisible world which is called religion.
The poets are all those people who express their imagination. They are not only the people who write poetry and produce music and dance. 
But any one who can express his imagination is a poet. He imagines and he expresses through his imagination. 

He gives variety of artists, music, dance, architecture, statue making painting. These are arts. They use their imagination. But also the institutors of law, the founder of civil society and inventors of arts of life, all use their imagination. Even the religious people who preach religion are poets according to Shelly. Any prophet, any messenger of God in order to explain what he wants to convey he has to address the imagination of people. 

Those people in all fields who use their imagination to bring something new are called poets. 

He considers all those who express their imagination poets. 

The highest kind of expression according to Shelly is poetry, the metrical language. 
But poetry in a more restricted sense expresses those arrangements of language, and especially metrical language, which are created by that imperial faculty, whose throne is curtained within the invisible nature of man.
Poetry is a metrical language, the metrical arrangement of language which is created by words, images, created by imagination.

For language is arbitrarily produced by the imagination, and has relation to thoughts alone; and has relation to thoughts alone; but all other materials, instruments, and conditions of art have relations among each other, which limit and interpose between conception and expression.
In order to dedifferentiate between poetry and all other arts, poetry is the best. Poetry is the highest of all these arts in the use of imagination. 

The language is restricted to ideas, but language is not only made of words, it is made of other things that are related to imagination. 

Poetry is not only words. It is made of other things that are the outcome of the imagination. 
He finishes the comparison between reason and imagination to reach the conclusion that poetry is the expression of imagination which is superior to reason. 

The distinction between poets and prose writers is a vulgar error. The distinction between philosophers and poets has been anticipated. Plato was essentially a poet—the truth and splendor of his imagery, and the melody of his language, are the most intense that it is possible to conceive. He rejected the measure of the epic, dramatic, and lyrical forms, because he sought to kindle a harmony in thoughts divested of shape and action, and he forebore to invent any regular plan of rhythm which would include, under determinate forms, the varied pauses of his style.
He mentions Plato. He agrees with Plato that all things are copies of the divine. He accepts this but he adds to it. He says that poetry gets behind the copy.  The poet goes beyond nature and expresses the idea itself. He does not take the copy which is found on earth. It goes beyond it to express the original idea. 

Plato said that poetry is three times removed from reality. His theory based on the idea that things are only copies of the ideal. Shelly agrees with this; that every thing found in life is only a copy of reality. He disagrees with Plato in what he said that art is only a copying of the appearance not reality. He said that it is not copying appearance. The copy is an image of the ideal. It goes back to the ideal. It is a difference between Shelly and Plato. He agrees with him that every thing is a copy of something on earth, but he said that the artist is not copying something on earth, he goes with his imagination. He goes back to the ideal image and he copies this ideal image. What the artist creates is an image of the ideal itself. According to Shelly, a work of art is a revelation, an expression of the real itself. 
When Sidney was defending poetry, he was comparing poetry to other works of art.  He says that poetry is different from other arts. 
Shelly is comparing between the structure of a poem and the structure of the story. Stories are novels; 

He gives the differences between a poem and a story. 

A poem is the very image of life expressed in its eternal truth. There is this difference between a story and a poem
1-the first difference between a poem and a story: 

A poem is expressing an eternal truth through an image. The poem tells something and the story tells another thing. A poem is the image of life. It expresses life through imagination in the form of poetry. So, it is the image of life. There is a theme, but the way the theme is handled is different. 

, that a story is a catalogue of detached facts, which have no other connection than time, place, circumstance, cause and effect
The story is made of certain events. These events are related to each other time, cause and effect. Something happen that leads to another thing. An event is the result of what came before it. They have to happen in chronological order according to time. There is a connection in time, a connection in the development and also in place. The connections between one event and the other are time, cause and effect, place and circumstances. These are the collecting elements that are found in a story. that a story is a catalogue of detached facts = facts that are not connected. They are catalogued together. What connect them together are the elements of the story…….

Yet the poem is 

; the other is the creation of actions according to the unchangeable forms of human nature, as existing in the mind of the Creator, which is itself the image of all other minds
A poet creates something that is not found on earth. It is based on the unchangeable human nature. The poet gets his image from his own imagination and his own mind. This image sounds in all other minds. When he speaks about truth, virtues, they are the same truth and virtues in the minds of the other people. He is not copying, he is creating something. The poem is a creation not an imitation.

In a novel, we have creation of action, but in a poem. In a poem, the poet makes up events, certain actions according to – the relation between actions and events in a poem according to Shelly- the unchangeable forms of human nature= love- friendship 
According to Shelly, poetry deals with the original nature of man, before gaining experience, original state, the human nature as created by God. It does not depend on ready made facts. A story is a collection of events, man after gaining experience, after growing. Poetry is the creation of action according to the forms of unchangeable human nature. It is the original, natural creation, human nature as created by God, finding oneself in nature as created by God. The mind of the poet represents the minds of all human being. The creator-the poets- collects facts according to his mind.
Poetry does not deal with facts at a certain time, but it deals with actions that depend on the unchangeable forms of human nature. 

God when He creates man, He gave him certain truths that are unchangeable. 
The second difference between a poem and a story: 

The one is partial, and applies only to a definite period of time, and a certain combination of events which can never again recur; the other is universal, and contains within itself the germ of a relation to whatever motives or actions have place in the possible varieties of human nature.
 The story gives us partial- comes from part- events. It gives us only a part of humanity. It doesn’t give us humanity in general. It applies only to a definite period of time. It tells about a certain time and a certain situation.  It is confined to a certain event that is taking place in a certain time, in a certain place. When we read a story, we read about an event that happened to a certain person at a certain time. This event happens to this particular person and not liable to happen to another person.  What happens to a person can never happen again to another person. It is not recurring. The event of the story is not recurring. It does not happen again. The story is limited to a time, place and circumstances. 

The poem is universal. It contains the relations of all humanity, of all places. It doesn’t speak about a particular person or a particular time.

He is talking about the romantic poetry, what he believes that poetry should be. According to this believe, he wrote poetry. 

Poetry should deal with universal ideas. Love is an idea, according to the neo-classics is it the idea of love, according to the romantics, it is the feeling of love. 

 The poem contains within itself the germ of a relation to whatever motives or actions have place in the possible varieties of human nature.
Love is a motive that can make you do something, hate is a motive, and these are feelings, although they are found of degrees. 

Germs= the seeds of all those human feelings are found in all human feeling. These are universal.

 Varieties = feelings are not the same.

We have varieties because human nature is not the same in every person. The germs, the bases are the same, but the motives are not the same.
The third difference between a poem and a story: 

Time, which destroys the beauty and the use of the story of particular facts, stripped of the poetry which should invest them, augments that of poetry, and forever develops new and wonderful applications of the eternal truth which it contains. Hence epitomes have been called the moths of just history; they eat out the poetry of it. A story of particular facts is as a mirror which obscures and distorts that which should be beautiful; poetry is a mirror which makes beautiful that which is distorted.

We have time in story and we have time in poetry. But in story it is different from in a poem. Time in a story destroys the beauty, so we have to tell in a story in which time did this person live, when he died. We have an exact time. The story ends and we know the end. After we finish the story, we know what happened. There is no place for imagination. The story is speaking about a particular person. In poetry, we don’t have this. When poetry speaks a bout man, it speaks about man in general, not a particular person. We don’t have time which destroys the beauty in a story. Poetry is not applied to a particular person in a particular time. It can be applied to any person in any time. This is the beauty of poetry according to Shelly.

In a story, every thing is described in details. We do not have place to use our imagination. Every thing is specified for the reader. Exact time, exact event and exact place in a story destroy its beauty. We do not have things to imagine. 

 augments= to enlarge,  make bigger.

 In a poem, time is augmented, not limited as in a story. It does not speak about a certain person at a certain time or a certain place. Poetry covers all times. In poetry, every thing is given freedom. We are free to imagine, free to think. 

According to Shelly, poetry is universal and eternal. 
4-The fourth difference between a poem and a story:

Hence epitomes have been called the mouths of just history. they eat out the poetry of it

Epitomes= poetry, wise sayings, lessons

Poetry gives us history but in a correct just way. It doesn’t give us facts

In story telling, we do not have the universality and the eternity of poetry. 

 a story of particular facts is as a mirror which obscures and distorts that which should be beautiful; poetry is a mirror which makes beautiful that which is distorted
 Story gives particular facts. It destroys imagination. It copies nature as it is. It copies facts and what is happening. All events are mirrored. A story is a mirror of reality. This mirror obscures and distorts what is beautiful Whereas Poetry presents reality better than it is. It is a mirror that gives more beauty. Both a story and a poem are mirrors of reality. Story destroys this beauty as it is limited to time and place. The beauty of reality is distorted. It is not as beautiful as it is in reality. Poetry does the opposite. When there is something ugly in reality, poetry beautifies it. It is a mirror that makes things look more beautiful than reality. The artist gives us a good image of reality. In writing a story, you should give all the facts including the bad ones. A story mirrors every thing whether good or bad. It obscures and distorts the beautiful. It makes the beautiful looks bad. Whereas poetry beautifies what is distorted.

These are the four differences between a poet and a story according to Shelly.

Plato stressed the antiquity of poetry saying that poetry is the first kind of writing. All philosophers used poetry. Here Shelly is saying the same. 

He is comparing between a poet and a historian. 

He is using the same argument of Sidney saying that all the historians were poets. All books of history and of philosophy are written in a poetic way. 

He gives examples of books of history. 

All the great historians, Herodotus, Plutarch, Livy, were poets
All these are historian but they wrote their books in poetic forms. 

Historians make use of poetry, philosophers make use of poetry. 

He moves to another point showing the utility of poetry, how poetry is useful. Poetry according to Shelly is useful. He says that poetry is superior to history and philosophy.
He is going to explain how poetry is useful. 
Having determined what is poetry, and who are poets, lets us proceed estimate its effects upon society
The utility of poetry, the effect of poetry upon the society.

All critics agreed that poetry gives two things pleasure and knowledge. He agrees with this saying

poetry is ever accompanied with pleasure; all spirits on which it falls open themselves to receive the wisdom which is mingled with its delight 
Poetry gives delight and wisdom. 

In order to know the importance of poetry we should know that it is always combined with the pleasure that is found there.

It is the aim of poetry found by all the Romantic writers, to teach and delight. It can not teach without giving delight.

It is one difference between the Neo-classics and the Romantics. 

The Neo-classics said that poetry should teach. But with the Romantics, they insisted on the delightment given by poetry. They said that the more one is delighted, the more he will learn.

It is taken from Aristotle.  

a poet is a nightingale who sits in darkness and sings to cheer its own solitude with sweet sounds; his auditors are as men entranced by the melody of an unseen musician, who feel that they are moved and softened, yet know not whence or why

The poet is like a nightingale that sings in darkness. He doesn’t go in front of people saying that this is my poetry. No body knows about him, He is writing for himself. Like a nightingale, he is not seen but heard. People are moved by his melodies but they don’t know how or why they are moved. They can’t tell exactly what is in that poem that moved them.

He goes back to Homer and different classical poets giving examples how their poems were beautiful and they lived for a long time. 

Poetry gives wisdom but it is not a direct way of education. It is given through melody that teaches people without their knowing .the knowledge go to them without their knowing, but they are delighted. Through their happiness in receiving it, they receive this information. So this is the effect of poetry, the function of poetry. 
The utility of poetry reaches people without their intention because it is mingled with delight. 

Poetry has a moral function. It teaches us a moral. 

We move to the moral function of poetry. 

Poetry has been accused of being immoral. 
The whole objection, however, of the immorality of poetry rests upon a misconception of the manner in which poetry acts to produce the moral improvement of man
There is a misconception that poetry is immoral. It is not true. People who think so are deceived because it is not true. 
He makes a compassion between poetry and ethical science=علم الأخلاق
Ethical is anything that is given for the purpose of teaching. Ethical science is clear and direct. But teaching directly is not the only way of teaching morality. This is not the way that poetry acts. It is the way of ethical science. It teaches directly, but poetry works in a different way. Poetry depends on the expression of imagination. 

Ethical science takes elements that are already there and just arrange them. It is limited. It dos not have space to add. 
but poetry acts in another and diviner manner. It awakens and enlarges the mind itself by rendering it the receptacle of a thousand unapprehended combination of thought. Poetry lifts the veil from the hidden beauty and makes familiar objects be as if they are familiar; it produces all that presents
Poetry works in an indirect manner. It works in a different and more divine manner. It awakens the mind. It addresses the mind and makes it thinks of what it hears. It is acting on the ideas and thoughts and it enlarges the mind. 

 He is repeating the same idea of the stimulant. 

When we read a poem, makes the reader thinks. This act of thinking makes the mind find a connection between past and present experience, between different related subjects, ideas, connotations. This what makes poetry moralistic? It makes the mind thinks and then the morals reach the mind. Poetry unveils the beauty of life. It makes unfamiliar things look familiar. This is the moralistic function of poetry= similitude in dissimilitude  
It teaches the mind to add by connecting two ideas it gets a third one. It is not just cataloguing. 

Ethical science is limited to the well-known ideas. It is only arranging these ideas and combining them. But poetry is adding new ideas. 
Plato accused poetry of being unuseful and immoral. Shelly is answering this accusation saying that poetry is useful and moralistic.

The faculty in the mind that works in the mind to give a moral lesson, to make poetry beneficial is imagination, not reason. 

The great instrument of moral good is the imagination; and poetry administers to the effect by acting upon the cause. Poetry enlarges the circumference of the imagination by replenishing it with thoughts of ever new delight, which have the power of attracting and assimilating to their own nature all other thoughts

 The imagination is the instrument of moral good. It is imagination that combines all things together and gives them extra delight. It is the part of the mind that makes the moralizing function. 

We choose between good and evil with our mind. In order to be good, we have to use our mind. 

He gives a historical survey of poetry, how it is used by historians, philosophers and men of religion. 
It is the faculty which contains within itself the seeds at once of its own and of social renovation

It is imagination. Poetry is imagination. 

He gives examples from different kinds of literature.

He makes a historical survey. In history, there are good examples of good works of art that show the importance and the utility of poetry, how poetry is useful to man. It is socially useful. It has the seeds in it of social renovation. 

He says that the masterpieces of the works of art should be read and studied. All works of art are building upon these masterpieces. 

He also says that religion makes use of poetry. 
The ancient system of religion and manners had fulfilled the circle of its evolutions. The world would have fallen into utter anarchy and darkness, but that there were poets among the authors of the Christians and chivalric system of manners
Even in religion, we have books of religious men who give their teaching and they are moralizing in verse. Not only history, not only philosophy, but also religion makes use of poetry. All kinds of religions made use of poetry to explain to people religion. 
He gives us examples of all the prophets who became before Sidney’s time used verse in their teachings of religion and of morality. 

Even Christianity was affected by the poetry of other religions. 

He mentions also Dante and Milton…..

We talked about the moral function of poetry, and the historical and the religious, now, he talks about the social influence of poetry. 

But let us not be betrayed from a defence that is a critical history of poetry and its influence on society

it is admitted that the exercise on imagination is the most delightful, but that of reason is more useful.
Some people admit that poetry is delightful but reason is more useful. This is the accusation of some people.

In answer to that he says

Let’s examine as the grounds of this distinction, what is here meant by utility

We all have intelligence, common sense; we all seek to have pleasure by doing well. 

There are two kinds of pleasure, one durable, universal and permanent; the other is transitory and particular.
Anything that gives pleasure and it is good, we all look for.

There are two kinds of pleasure, the permanent and the transitory, which is more useful?

We can use either of these two kinds of pleasure. 

For example some people find permanent pleasure in music. 

It is something that you do and stay with you for ever, this gives permanent pleasure- art for example gives permanent pleasure, but eating and drinking give us transitory pleasure.

Both kinds of pleasure are useful. Utility applies to both. 

Those who abuse poetry do not see the permanent pleasure in it- that it can teach people. Poetry is both useful whether it gives permanent pleasure or transitory pleasure. 

The last point he speaks about is the poet, who is the poet? The nature of the poets? What are they doing? 

Poetry is indeed something divine. It is at once the centre and circumference of knowledge; it is that which comprehends all science, and that to which all science must be referred. It is at the same time the root and the blossom of all other systems of thought: it is that from which all spring, and that which adorns all; and that which if blighted denies the fruit and the seed, and withholds from the barren world the nourishment and the succession of the scions of the tree of life. It is the perfect and consummate surface and bloom of things; it is as the odour and the colour of the rose to the texture of the elements which compose it; as the form and splendour of unfaded beauty, to the secrets of anatomy and corruption.
Poetry is immortal. It outlives human beings. It immortalizes beauty. It adds beauty to the beautiful things and it beautifies the deformed or the ugly things.  

Poetry is the record of the best and happiest moments of the happiest and best minds

Poets are not only subject to these experiences as spirits of the most refined organization, but they can colour all that they combine with the evanescent hues of this etherial world; a word, a trait in the representation of a scene or a passion will touch the enchanted chord, and reanimate in those who have ever experienced these emotions the sleeping, the cold, the buried image of the past. Poetry thus makes immortal all that is best and most beautiful in the world; it arrests the vanishing apparitions which haunt the interlunations of life; and veiling them or in language or in form sends them forth among mankind bearing sweet news of kindred joy to those with whom their sisters abide---abide because there is no portal of expression from the caverns of the spirit which they inhabit into the universe of things. Poetry redeems from decay the visitations of the divinity in man. 
  Poetry turns all things to loveliness: it exalts the beauty of that which is most beautiful, and it adds beauty to that which is most deformed: it marries exultation and horror; grief and pleasure, eternity and change; it subdues to union under its light yoke all irreconcilable things. It transmutes all that it touches, and every form moving within the radiance of its presence is changed by wondrous sympathy to an incarnation of the spirit which it breathes: its secret alchemy turns to potable gold the poisonous waters which flow from death through life; it strips the veil of familiarity from the world, and lays bare the naked and sleeping beauty which is the spirit of its forms.

a poet , as he is the author to others of the highest wisdom, pleasure, virtue and glory, so he ought personally to be the happiest , the best, the wisest, and the most illustrations of men

The poet is presenting what is all beautiful and lovely so he must have all these qualities himself. If we want to test the immortality, his faith, we have to wait to see how long his poetry will live. If his poetry lives for a long time, it means that his fame will live for a long time. It depends on his poetry. If his poetry is good, it will be immortal. His fame will never die. Poets represent virtue so they are virtuous. They have wisdom. We can see this in the interior of their lives. They are the most fortunate of men, of what they have and what they make of themselves. They immortalize themselves, become famous. 
hat he is the wisest, the happiest and the best, in as much as he is a poet, is equally incontrovertible: the greatest Poets have been men of the most spotless virtue, of the most consummate prudence, and, if we would look into the interior of their lives, the most fortunate of men: and the exceptions as they regard those who possessed the poetic faculty in a high yet inferior degree will be found on consideration to confine rather than destroy the rule

Poetry is different from logic. We don’t have control over the power of the mind. We don’t have a conscious power or will over imagination.
The first part of these remarks has related to poetry in its elements and principles; and it has been shewn, as well as the narrow limits assigned them would permit, that what is called poetry in a restricted sense has a common source with all other forms of order and of beauty according to which the materials of human life are susceptible of being arranged; and which is Poetry in an universal sense. 
  The second part 20 will have for its object an application of these principles to the present state of the cultivation of Poetry, and a defence of the attempt to idealize the modern forms of manners and opinion, and compel them into a subordination to the imaginative and creative faculty.

A summary of the entire essay. 

He divides the essay into two parts.

The first part is related to poetry and its elements and principles. Poetry is concerned with beauty

The second part of the essay in which he gives applications, examples of what he said, the comparison between poetry and logic, poetry and mathematics. History, religion, philosophy….

Finished 

All the best 
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