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The whole essay is entitled "Ion". It is a name of a rhapsody= a person who recites the poetry of a poet. Ion is the rhapsode of Homer. He had many rhapsodes and Ion was one of them.

We have two characters who are making a conversation SOCRATES and ION.

Socrates is representing the philosopher and Ion is representing the poet.

The argument is going to be about philosophy and poetry. Every one tells us which is better from his own point of view. Each one is going to try to prove his point.
Plato is not stating directly what he wants, but indirectly he drives Ion into believing in what he wants to believe.

Plato through Socrates does not tell Ion directly what he wants to say. In this way he is more convinced. He makes him reach the conclusion himself. This is the technique used by Plato through questions and answers, making Ion reaches the conclusion himself. 

The basis of philosophy is argument. The way usually used by philosophy is argument; the argument gives us reason, examples. If we are not convinced, the philosopher keeps repeating the same idea. Part of the argument is repetition.  

This is exactly what is Plato doing here as a philosopher. He is following this argumentative way of discussion.

He starts by praising, flattering Ion, how good is he. He is flattering his appearance, not the content. He starts by flattering his appearance not reality.

This is the first point that is tackled in the essay. It is concerned with appearance and reality.

Socrates starts by flattering Ion's appearance not his reality, not his poetry, not what he is doing but how he looks.

We have a dialogue. Plato , as a philosopher, e is following this argumentative way of discussion. In this argument, we have two characters, 
· Ion= rhapsode= he represents poetry, 
· and Socrates= philosopher. He represents philosophy. 
Ion is a rhapsode= a recite of poetry. Every good poet had a reciter. He doesn’t only recite poetry but he explains it. Ion is the best rhapsode of Homer. 

Plato is choosing the best representative of poetry, not an ordinary man. The comparison here is between a philosopher and a poet. He represents to us an argument. 
· The first idea in the argument is the idea of inspiration, poetry is inspiration. 
· Second: the state of the poet during the act of inspiration. How is the poet at the time of inspiration? How does the poet receives this inspiration and in what situation. 
· Third: the relation between different people who are involved in the act of inspiration. 

Plato is trying to see the difference between the style of Homer and Ion, are they similar or different, if Ion has an idea about these differences.

Both Ion and Homer have inspiration. Plato is trying to prove that Ion's lack of knowledge of Ion of his under poets is not coming because Homer is better, is because Ion likes Homer. So, it is personal. It is not an objective critical view of the poet.
The point Plato wants here to say is that critics should be objective. They have to look for and search for knowledge wherever it is without falling under the false of personal likings. Critics should not be subjective. They should be objective. What Ion is doing is that he is close to his emotions. He loves Homer's poetry and loves everything about it. While for other poets, he has no clue. He does not know anything about it.  It should not be the right way to be a critic. A critic should have knowledge of all poets. Then according to the knowledge of all poets, he can evaluate and say that Homer is better. He should praise him not because he likes him but because he has certain qualities which make his poetry better than the poetry of other poets.

So, the critic should be objective and he should have knowledge. His evaluation of a writer should be the outcome of knowledge and search and investigation, not of personal emotions or liking. 

He is giving a comparison between painting and poetry. All arts have rules. We should know the rules so that we can follow and decide which is better and which is worse.
Poetry is the outcome of inspiration. It means that the poets do not have control of what they say. It means that they are unconscious of what they say. Unconsciousness is harmful from the moral interview of Plato. He thinks that if he allows this kind of unconsciousness in his Republic- it means that he is allowing a kind of disorder. As the poets are unconscious in writing poetry, they are not following rules, or they have their own rules, rules of their own which makes a kind of disorder in his state.

Though, Plato feels that it will cause a kind of disorder, but at the same time, being an inspiration, it means that it is a power above human. It is very precious, very important because this kind of inspiration is above the power of ordinary human being. Yet, it would lead to a kind of order because it is a state of unconsciousness. Poets, being in state of unconsciousness may say things that are not his beliefs or applies to moral conduct. 
   Plato says that we should use our reason to judge. Ion is not using his reason. He is following his emotions. He is out of his sense when he imitates Homer. All this to reach the point that Ion is not following his reason, but he was following his emotions. That is not the right way. Plato makes fun of this way. It means that it is not right. He does not approve of it. By making fun and teasing Ion, reaching to the point showing him that he is contradicting himself in the idea of liking Homer without knowing why, this is to show that it is not right. He wants to show that the right way for criticism whether good or bad is to follow reason, not emotions. 
DR***  as the Muses- gods of poetic inspiration, they have been expressed in his essay " Ion" many art the noble works in which poets speak concerning the actions of men, but when speaking about Homer, they do not speak of them by any rules of art, but by power divine. Had he learned by rules of art, he would have known how to speak not of he only but of all and therefore, god takes away the minds of poets and uses them as his ministers as he also uses diviners and holy prophets in order that we who hear them may know them. To be speaking, not of themselves, who utter these priceless words in a state of unconsciousness, but that god himself is the speaker and that through them, he is conversing with us. 
Each profession knows more about their rules better than other people. Rhapsode does not mean that he knows everything about all people. It means that a rhapsode knows more about rhapsody. He knows how to personate the words of poetry. This is his job as a rhapsode. His area of knowledge is to personate, not to know the details of other professions. This is what Plato wants to make clear; that rhapsody does not mean that one knows about everything. He knows about the rules of poetry but he does not know the rules of other professions. If he writes about them, it does not mean that he knows about them.
For the two texts we dealt with- Plato" The Republic" " Ion" we have two main ideas:

· theory of inspiration

· theory of imitation  
We have the idea of getting knowledge, being a good critic. It means that a person should have certain skills. The most important one is to be objective and to search for knowledge.

DR*** this is the most elaborate presentation in the ancient world of the notion of poetry as pure inspiration; a notion which survives even today with modification. The poet speaks divine truth while he is divinely inspired like prophets. Poetry is not a craft which can be learned and practiced as well. It is the result of inspiration, the divine speaking through the poet. Plato, here, says nothing about the poet's lying and it would seem that he all praises for poetry as being a divine truth.

 Poetry is nothing rational and that is why, even the poets themselves do not understand what they write, therefore, poetry can not be relied upon as it is not the result of conscious considered judgment but the outcome of the irrational and the implosive within us. Poets may express divine truth but often by their very nature assumption truth remain beyond the comprehension of ordinary people. 
Plato's achievements- contributions:

4-He makes significant advance in his views of inspiration when he regards it as aesthetic power of a form of spiritual exultation which tends the soul a quest of ideal beauty. It liberates the soul from the bondage of custom and convention and carries man nearer to truth. 
5- Poetry is an inspiration, but it is also an art and Plato breaks new ground in laying down basic principles for its practice as an art. The artist must take those . He must select and organize his material. a poet must have knowledge of the rules and techniques of his art . He must follow the law of order and restrains and study exercise and learning what is essential.   
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