Criticism 1st lecture 

We are going to take our first text "ION" by Plato.    
So you will know more about Plato and about his style, what he said and how he was received by public. Was he admired or was he attacked? 
 I don't admit wrong spelling especially of names or titles, so be careful when you study the titles and the names, e.g. Aristotle, Sydney, and Apology. 
 
The text we have here is titled ION by Plato        
Who is ION? What is the meaning of the word ION? 
It is a Latin word. ION is a rhapsode. He is a reciter of poetry and this was job at that time. The reciter was not just a person who memories poem and he come in front of the people and say it. No. the reciter was a person was able to interpret the poetry of the poet. Ion here was a rhapsode of Homer. Homer was a great poet at that time and Ion was one of his rhapsode. Now in order to understand the whole situation, you have to know something about the back ground of that time. At that time there was quarrel between philosophy and poetry {this is for your own information so when we speak about poetry and philosophy we know why Plato is telling us all this ideas}.
Philosophy and poetry were two different genders and there was a big debate between them "who was better than the other. The philosophers claim that they are better than the poets. The poets defend themselves and they say no we are better than philosophers and each tries to prove his point through his work. Plato is a philosopher and he was also a poet but he doesn't admit that. How did we know that? Because he uses poetic methods in his teaching of philosophy. He uses metaphors, he uses examples and he use very poetic style, why? Because poetry is easy to remember and if he wants to explain something as difficult as philosophy, he wants people to understand and to know the information he is saying. So he makes use of poetic style, but as theorizer and as a philosopher he was against poetry.
 
What was the kind of poetry he was against?
 
He was not against poetry. He was against the use of poetry, and how the poetry is used at that time. He was against the power of poetry. So he was trying here in this text to show {this text is originally a lecture given to his students} to prove and explain to his students that philosophy is better than poetry, it mean that he is a teacher, so he use the methods of teaching. 
 

What are the methods of teaching?
1. Examples related to your life.
2. Equipments {black board, projector …..}
3. Argumentative questions {I ask you so when you answer the information will stay in your mind}.  
4. Repetition {if I say something you didn't understand I will repeat it in other ways in order to understand.
5. Commentary 
At the end, there are presentations and researches. 
You must divide your text into topics in order to know how to answer in the exam. 
So before going through the text I'm going to tell you the main topics in the text:
 
1: The debate between philosophy and poetry.
 
2: The state of the poet while receiving inspiration.
 
3: The relationship between those who are involved in the act of inspiration.
 
 
1: The debate between philosophy and poetry 
{Plato is a philosopher so he will stand for philosophy}. 
 
Who do you think at the end of the text will win the debate?
Of course philosophy. Because it is given to us by philosopher. So, from the very beginning we know that it will end by Plato's success.
Plato here is not using his name, he is using one of his students’ names; Socrates. So he makes use of the name of his students as representing the philosopher and we have ION is a rhapsode. He is a reciter and interpreter of poetry, and then we have conversation, argument, question and answers till at the end  Socrates proves to ION that he has no art, he is only inspires, and he proves that poetry is not an art  because it does not have rules but it is simply inspiration.
He never says it directly that philosophy is better than poetry but he says it indirectly, and we will see how.
 
What is poetry?
INSPIRATION
According to Plato poetry is INSPIRATION
 
INSPIRATION is something we don't see. It is abstract. It is not concrete. It has to be something that we feel not something that we see.
How does inspiration reach the poet?
We have here another point concerning the poet.  While the poet receiving inspiration, what does he do? Does he go to have the inspiration? Or does he sleep to have inspiration? What does he do? What is PLATO telling us next?
 
2: The state of the poet while receiving inspiration.
 
3: The relationship between those who are involved in the act of inspiration.
 
The poet receives inspiration and writes words. How does he receive inspiration? How does he affect the audience? How does the audience receive the poetry?
Here we have a connection from the top , God of poetry until it reaches the audience. We have different people involved. How does the inspiration move from one to the other until it reaches the audience? What is the relationship between those who are involved in the act of inspiration? How does God send the inspiration to the poet? Is it through somebody or directly? How does the poet affect the audience? How does the meaning reach the audience? So we have here different people involved.
 
 
بالنسبه لكلمةbetween في ال3rd theme كان لازم نقولamong لكن احنا استعملناbetween لان relation حتكون بين كل اثنين .
 
So these are the main themes or topics that we found in this text.
 
Let us see how these themes are presented to us in this text.
From the very beginning we have the title ION and then we have the persons of the dialog, we are introduced to the characters. We know from the very beginning there is a dialog and there are persons {two people; Socrates and Ion}. We know that is an argument so we don't expect other persons. If we have a dialog we know there are questions and answers. There are two people, each one is telling the other something, asking him, answering him…… 
 
We start with Socrates and he was welcoming Ion. He is coming back from certain city and he was asking him where are you coming from? What did you do? So that audience understand would the situation.
Socrates: welcome, Ion. Are you from your native city of Ephesus?
Ion: no, Socrates; but from Epidaurus, where I attended the festival?
الاسماء باللاتنيه ليس هناك داع لحفظها فقط اذكري انه قادم من مدينه وذاهب الى مدينة أخرى. لماذا because of the festival
 The background of this age:
What is a festival? What they do in the festival?
At that time we said that where a debate between philosophers and poets.
 
Where was philosophy taught?
Philosophy is very difficult. Philosophy is taught in academies and schools, and we don't have philosophy taught to ordinary people, because it is high degree of knowledge it needs understanding and education.
 
Poetry was not taught in school that time. Poetry was said orally, they did not study it. They went to festival school. It was like watching plays, nowadays we go to theater to watch movies, in that time they did not have movies. The way of presenting poetry was on stage. The performer or the one who recite poetry is either the poet himself or one of the rhapsodes, and when he is presenting his poetry, he has to act, not just simply say it.
 
اذا لم يكن الشعر ملقى بشكل جيد يضعف القصيدة
 
Poetry at that time was presented orally so those who presented poetry should be very good in the way of presenting poetry. They have to act because most of the poetry at that time was epic, and then plays. They started with epic and then they acted the epic but then they found that it is too long to be acted, so they chose parts of the epics, incidences and situations and they made a play of it with the beginning,  middle and  end, and they presented them to the audience. At the beginning it was only one who was the reciter, only the rhapsode, and then when they did the play they started getting to one, two or three others, but before the theatre and before the drama, poetry was there and poetry developed into drama. At the beginning drama was written in verse, so when we speak about poetry is also drama, because drama at that time was also poetry.
 
The kinds of poetry written at that time were:  
Epic
Lyric
Tragedy
So how did people come to know about poetry?
 If you want to know about philosophy and you are studying in academy, so you are going to study philosophy. But where people enjoy poetry? Where would they go? 
They make competition and they give a prize {crown made of flowers or leaves}.
 
 سوق عكاظ  e.g. Of festival:  
 
التاج الذي وضع على رأس المسيح  e.g. Of crown:
 
 The Greek are fond of giving forms to visualize their ideas. Why? Because this is taken from Plato. Plato gives us in the theories which we are going to study that everything is only an idea in the head of God and everything in earth is a picture of that idea. So in order to understand anything you have to give a picture you have to see and to visualize. This is why the Greeks visualized Christ from the description, and Christ was tortured. They put a crown of thorns.
So given a crown was a part of their culture.
Here in this festival Ion is coming from a competition where he was given the 1st prize. He was crowned as the best rhapsode.
 
 
The word crown is going to be repeated in many places and also in Sydney, all over the history. The word crowns are taken as a metaphor. To be crowned for so and so. {Crowned as a king} we must say {to be crowned as a king}.
But anybody can be crowned as ……. But to be crowned as a king is totally different.
 
ION is coming from a festival and he says:
 Soc. And do the Epidaurians have contests of rhapsodes at the festival?
Ion. O yes; and of all sorts of musical performers.
Soc. And were you one of the competitors and did you succeed?
Ion. I obtained the first prize of all, Socrates.
Why do you think here Plato is presenting us with ION who has returned from a festival and he is the best, he is the one who has won the first prize of all?
 
Student: because at the end of the dialog Socrates win.  

Doctor: Yes, if he is able to convince the best that he is not good, what does this mean? What about the less, about the people who are less, who come after? if the best is only inspired, what about the rest.

Here we have Ion the best of the rhapsodes and Ion is the rhapsode of the best of poets "Homer". So what applies to Homer applies to all other poets. What applies to Ion applies to all other rhapsodes, so this is very clear from the very beginning. Did Plato tall us this directly? No, so this is a method of teaching poetry, because philosophy is direct or else it will not be understood. But being indirect this is a quality of poetry not of philosophy and this is one of the ways that Plato is making use of poetic methods.
The ways, the methods, in teaching, when I teach philosophy I have to be direct and clear, but when I'm reciting poetry, the poem itself cannot be direct or else it will not be poetry.
 
Here Plato is using indirect methods by not telling us directly what he wants, but he is hinting, telling us the situation, leaving the audience to derive at the point, so this is poetic method not philosophic method.
 
Student is asking:
If Plato is against poetry why he use poetic methods?
 
Dr. He is not against poetry, he is against the power of poetry.
  
Soc. Well done; and I hope that you will do the same for us at the Panathenaea.
 
Ion. And I will please heaven.
 
Soc. I often envy the profession of a rhapsode, Ion; for you have always to war fine clothes, and to look as beautiful as you can is a part of your art. Then, again, you are obliged to be continually in the company of many good poet; and especially of Homer, who is the best and most divine of them; and to understand him, and not merely learn his words by rote is a thing greatly to be envied. And no man can be a rhapsode who does not understand the meaning of the poet. For the rhapsode ought to interpret the mind of the poet to his hearers, but how can he interpret him well unless he knows what he means? All this is greatly to be envied.
 
Plato was envied by the appearance of the poet, why?
Is it because he is a good poet?
No, because he is wearing beautiful clothes.
There is another hint?
Poetry is interested in appearance but philosophy is interested in reality not appearance.
You see, the concept of appearance and reality is there in every point we discus in this text and in the other text as well
 
Soc. I often envy the profession of a rhapsode, Ion; for you have always to war fine clothes, and to look as beautiful as you can is a part of your art.
 
To look as beautiful as you can is a part of your art, so poetry is interested in appearance.
 
Then, again, you are obliged to be continually in the company of many good poets; and especially of Homer, who is the best and most divine of them;
You are always dressing well and you are always sitting with poets listening  to them, learning from them and repeating their words and interpreting their works specially Homer who is the best and not only the best but here he hints again in what he want to say "divine"  
 What is the meaning of "divine"?
He is hinting here to inspiration the poet here is divinely inspired. The inspiration here is a divine inspiration.
 
and to understand him, and not merely learn his words by rote is a thing greatly to be envied. And no man can be a rhapsode who does not understand the meaning of the poet. For the rhapsode ought to interpret the mind of the poet to his hearers, but how can he interpret him well unless he knows what he means? All this is greatly to be envied.
 
The work of the rhapsode is not only to memorize but to interpret, to explain, so the explanation here is not just saying a line and then explaining but acting it. So the meaning will be understood by the audience and no man can be a rhapsode if he cannot understand the poem. You cannot interpret anything without understanding. The rhapsode ought to interpret the mind of his poet.
  What he is interpreting? Certain words? Is he telling the audience the meaning of the words? 
He is telling what the poet wants to say. What meaning he intend, so he is interpreting the mind of the poet, but how can you interpret him well unless he knows what he means? 
You see there are always questions you cannot interpret without understanding, but can you understand? This is the question. What can we see here as a readers?
Now he is starting to make us doubt. Does Ion really know the mind of Homer? Does he really understand him?
 
Ion: very true, Socrates; interpretation has certainly
Been the most laborious part of my art; and I believe myself able to speak about Homer better than any man; and that neither Metrodorus of Lampsacus, nor Stesimbrotus of Thasos, nor Glaucon, nor anyone else who ever was, had as good ideas about Homer as I have, or as many.     
 
 
Socrates is flattering Ion to make his ego grows bigger and bigger and then at the end cannot confess that he is a liar or a deceiver. So he will accept being inspired.
 
 
Soc: I am glad to hear you say so, Ion; I see that you will not refuse to acquaint me with them.
 
I'm very glad but I'm sure that you will be happy to tell me about Homer and about his ideas, and of course this makes Ion very happy. Now he is going to displaying his art.
 
Ion: certainly, Socrates; and you really ought to hear how exquisitely I render Homer. I think that the Homer-idea should give me a golden crown.
When you hear me speaking about Homer you will give me a golden crown.
Does Socrates let him speak? No.
 
Soc: I shall take an opportunity of hearing your embellishment of him at some other time. But just now I should like to ask you a question: does your art extend to Hesiod and Archiilochus, or to Homer only?
{Socrates}Another time, but I should ask you a question. Can you explain other poets or only Homer?

Ion: to Homer only; he is in himself quite enough.
 
 
Soc: are there any things about which Homer and Hesiod agree?

You cannot explain Hesiod? Is he completely different from Homer? Or are there things in their poetry in which they agree? Are there any similarities between their works?
 
Ion: yes, in my opinion there are a good many
.
Yes, there are many similarities between them.
 
 
Soc: and can you interpret better what Homer says, or what Hesiod says, about these matters in which they agree?
 
Can you interpret better what Homer says or what Hesiod says about these matters in which they agree?
 
Ion: I can interpret them equally well, Socrates, where they agree.
I can explain both
 
 
Soc: but what about matters in which they do not agree?
For example, about divination, of which both Homer and Hesiod have something to say,-

What about the matters in which they do not agree for example, about divination? He chose a theme or a topic in which both Homer and Hesiod disagree {divinations}.
 
Soc: would you or a good prophet be better interpreter of what these two poets say about divination not only when they agree, but when they disagree?
Who would be able to explain this difference better, the prophet or the rhapsode?
Prophet of course, because the prophet understands religion and all the discrepancies {all the differences}. But the rhapsode is not well versed in religion so he cannot interpret religion he cannot explain divinity.
 
Ion: A prophet. 
 
So Ion answer: the prophet. And if you are a prophet, would you not be able to interpret them when they disagree as well as they agree? 
 
Ion: clearly.
Ion clearly, yes of course if I was a prophet I will interpret. 
 
Soc: but how did you come to have this skill about Homer only, and not about Hesiod or the other poets? Does not Homer speak of the same themes which all other poets handle? Is not war his great argument? And does he not speak of human society and of intercourse of men, good and bad, skilled and unskilled, and of the gods conversing with one another and with mankind, and about what happens in heaven and in the world below, and the generations of gods and heroes? Are not these the themes of which Homer sings?
 
How did you come to have this skill about Homer and not about Hesiod? You are not a prophet; you do not have the skill of interpreting the part where they disagree? Then how can you interpret Homer? Where did you get this understanding? You cannot understand religion. How did you understand poetry? You understand of your mind. Can your mind understand one thing and not the other? So definitely then you are not using your mind when it comes to understand poetry. You do not use your mind in understanding divinity. 
 
Homer speaks of certain themes as epic {hero, wars, and historical events}.
Not only Homer but all poets at that time spoke about the same things. Is not war the greatest argument? Does not he speak of human society? Men {good and bad, skilled and unskilled}.
 
Remember when I told you about that time they believe in many gods and those gods lived with them on earth and the god of gods was Zeus and he lived on mountain Olympus, and because they could see and talk with gods, they can even marry them.
E.g. Heracles had a mortal mother and a god as a father.
At that time they believe that the god can do anything, they can marry mortals, but if god marry gods, then their children are also gods, but if the god marry human being, the children are half gods {children will have certain skills as Heracles was strong}.
 
Student: They were really believed in that?
Dr.: This was written about them at that time. It may be only literature imagination.
 
When we study about Christianity they say that Christ was crucified, we know that he was not. We know this is not right.
So according to our mind 
اذا حكمنا عقلنا
There must be many things that are completely wrong. We only ask to know how they lived and thought. We are not asked to believe.
There were battles between gods and there were battles between mortals and gods, for example the story of Julys, the famous epic of Homer Iliad and Odyssey. 
 
Ion: very true, Socrates.  
Soc: and do not the other poets sin of the same?
Ion: yes, Socrates; but not in the same way as homer.
Soc: what, in a worse way?
Ion: yes, in a far worse.
Soc: and Homer in a better way?
Ion: he is incomparably better.
Soc: and yet surely, my dear friend Ion, in a discussion about arithmetic, where many people are speaking, and one speak better than the rest is somebody who can judge which of them is the good speaker?
 
Now he started to give examples from other activities and sciences of the time: like arithmetic, physic…. Telling him ok, if we take other sciences, we have all people in those sciences the same as each other, the same quality? Definitely not. We have people different from the other, but they all whether good or bad, apply the same rules. If I say an arithmetic problem and I ask from an arithmetician to solve the problem, he will follow the rules and he will solve the problem.
 What about poetry do we have rules in poetry? 
 
Ion: why then, Socrates, do I lose attention and go to sleep and have absolutely no ideas of the least value, when any one speaks of any other poet; but when Homer is mentioned, I wake up at once and am all attention and have plenty to say?
 
Tell me; explain to me why when we are sitting with other poets I fall asleep when somebody else is talking about any other poet? But when Homer is mentioned I wake up, I'm alert and I have many things to say why? Why is that?
 
Soc: the reason, my friend, is obvious. No one can fail to see that you speak of Homer without any art or knowledge. If you were able to speak of him by rules of art, you would have been able to speak of all other poets; for poetry is a whole.
 
Poetry like arithmetic, and like physic is a whole. If we have rules for that, you can speak of any other poets but, poetry does not follow rules. This is according to Plato.
 
The romantic school, the classic school has rules.""
 
This is Plato opinion that we don’t have to agree with it.
 
Ion: Yes.
 
If you know the whole art you can do anything. Why?
Because you know the rules of doing this art.
 
Soc: And when any one acquires any other art as a whole, the same may be said of them. Would you like me to explain my meaning, Ion? 
 
Ion: Yes indeed, Socrates; I very much wish that you would: for I love to hear you wise men talk.
 
Soc: O that we were wise, Ion, and that you could truly call us so; but you rhapsodes and actors, and the poets whose verses you sing, are wise; whereas I am a common man, who only speak the truth, for consider what a very common-place and trivial thing is this which I have said---a thing which any man might say: that when a man has acquired a knowledge of a whole art, the enquiry into good and bad is one and the same. Let us consider this matter; is not the art of painting a whole?
 
Now Ion starts to be flexible. Socrates is not going to stop there, he is going to take the words of Ion and use it.
You…… I'm……. {Wise}………
What is wisdom?  The doctor:  
Make use of your mind.
If you don't use your mind, you are mad, crazy, and insane. So if you have a mind, use it. This is wisdom. So wisdom is not only a quality that found in philosophers only, all other people who make use of their mind are wise.
 
Soc: I am a common man, who only speak the truth
But I have another quality; I'm a man who speaks the truth.
I'm wise and you are wise too but what makes me different that I speak the truth. 
Obviously he is saying Ion is a liar indirectly.
 
Again he starts to give him examples:
All arts like painting, music players, singers all those people do not have art, do not rules of arts and definitely they are not saying the truth, because they do not have rules.
Ion: I cannot deny what you say, Socrates.{HE AGREE HE SAY YOU ARE RIGHT SOCRATES} Nevertheless; I am conscious in my own self, and the world agree with me in thinking that I do speak better and more to say about Homer than any other man. But I do not speak equally well about others---tell me the reason of this.
He still insists that you are right, but I still have many things to say about Homer. Why can I speak about Homer better than any other poet if I don't have art and I don't have rules?
 
Ion is willing to accept what Socrates is going to tell him. Now I have a problem and I don't know the reason for it and you are wise and you say the truth, tell me I'm ready to listen.
Of course Socrates will give him the answer.
 
Soc: I perceive, Ion; and I will proceed to explain to you what I imagine to be reason of this. The gift which you posses of speaking excellently about Homer is not an art, but, as I was just saying, an inspiration; there is a divinity moving you, like that contained in the stone which Euripides calls a magnet,….
 
At that time Euripides discovered a stone which has the power of attracting iron and this is the magnetic stone. At that time they called it the stone of heaven.
What is the quality of this stone?
What is the ability of this stone?
What does it do?
It attracts iron but it does also another thing, this is more important than attracting. 
Let me try to explain this by asking you to imagine how magnates work.
If you have a magnates at home and put it some pines what will happen?
You will find some pins suspending from the magnates. If you take this magnet and the pines and put the pines next to the other pines, what will happen? 
The pines will be attacked to the pines. Now if the original magnate is strong, you can do this several times until the strength stops, every stone has different strength. If the magnate is strong, you can do 3 or 4 pines suspending from the same magnates.
Why does this happen?
The stone attracts the first ring and imparts part of its magnet to it. It does not only attract but it attracts and gives part of its power to that pines. These pin does what? It attracts and gives part of its power to the next pines and so on until the power end.
He gives this example to explain how inspiration moves from one person to the other. Who is the stone? The god of poetry. The first ring is the muse. At that time they believe there nine muses, some say 7 and some say 9; muse of arts, and the Muse is send by god of poetry to the poets. Now where does the poet receive this inspiration? The entire poet would go to a certain place where beautiful natural scenery and fountains but these fountains do not get water but honey and the poets are like bees going and collecting the honey. You see this is very metaphorical and this shows how Plato is describing. This is an example of poetic description, is a metaphoric language, and he even describes the poets here as flying like bees and having wings to fly not only like bees but also to upper levels. 
How does the poet fly?
By his imagination.
Have you ever ask yourself how this imagination visualized by the Greek.  Everything is visualized. What was the shape of imagination in the Greek mythology?
This is something you see in the logo of company…it is visualized as a horse with wings.
 
Then they carry those lines to the rhapsode and their students who carry these words to the audience.
How are they inspired? 
According to Plato, each one is taking the inspiration from the one before and giving it to the one after, it is like the magnates stone. Takes and imparts. 
It takes what and imparts what? Inspiration.
What is this inspiration?
Does this mean that the poet is inspired and the rhapsode is inspired and the audience also inspired? Yes, inspiration is in all of them. How? How can this happen?
According to Plato the muse takes the poetry to the poet and he cannot say his poetry unless he was inspired then and only then he can tell his poetry to the rhapsode. 
How can Ion memorize Plato but he cannot memorize Hesiod?
How can Ion explain Homer but he cannot explain Hesiod?
If he has art, he can explain both but why can he do this and cannot do that. Because he is inspired by Homer not by Hesiod. Then when he explains, he is able to explain and to understand and to act but Does all the audience reacts in the same way to all poems? If I react to this poem then I'm inspired by this person who said this poem.
Ion said when I say my poem I see it in the faces of the audience, if they cry than I'm successful and I'm able to make them cry. If they don't, it means that I didn’t succeed. It is all a matter of inspiration, every part or every ring of the chain. Why chain? It has to be connected. If you break the connection, it will drop. So they have to be connected. So this is inspiration moves from one ring to the other taken and given.
So when you are asked of the power of inspiration you have to mention the magnetic power. It is a given and taken power, is not only taken it is also given. The stone not only attract iron ring but also impart to them a similar power of attracting other rings and sometimes you may see a number of pieces iron and rings suspended from one another.

But which is commonly known as the stone of Heracles. This stone not only attracts iron rings, but also imparts to them a similar power of attracting other ring; and sometimes you may see a number so as to form quite a long chain: and all of them derive power of suspension from 
The original stone. In like manner the Muse first of all inspires men herself; and from these inspired person a chain of other persons is suspended, who take the inspiration. For all good poets, epic as well as lyric, compose their beautiful poem not by art, but because they are inspired and possessed.
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They tell us that they bring songs from honeyed fountain, culling them out of the gardens and dells of the Muses; they, like the bees, winging their way from flower to flower. And this is true. For the poet is a light and winged and holy thing, and there is no invention in him until he has been inspired and is out of his senses, and the mind is no longer in him:
 This is the stage of inspiration
 
They do not speak of them by any rules of art: they are simply inspired to utter that to which the Muse impels
 
 
Had he learned by rules of art, he would have known how to speak not of one theme only, but of all; and therefore God takes away the mind of poets, and use them as his ministers, as he also uses diviners and holy prophets,
 
This is another explanation and what we are going to take it next week.
The End
1

