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Today we will start with Shelley. He is a continuation of the Romantic but on his own way because though he believes as Coleridge and Wordsworth in the romanticism, but he has his own approach/ his own ideas to show what Romanticism is. You remember when we discussed the two poems of Wordsworth and Coleridge, we have concluded at the end that both of them though they differ, but they have the same target and they believe in the same ideas, but they express them in different way. Shelley is another example of romantic attitude. He is a poet and a critic. Shelley is more philosophical than other romantic critics. He died at early age. The period of his literary production was very short. Though it is short, but he has produced recognizable poetry as well as critical essays.
Shelley belongs to the upper class/ aristocratic class. He was rich but because of his social attitude, he was banished; he was cut off his family because of his social attitude which was at his time not acceptable at all. He lived with a woman without being marriage and this at that time was totally unaccepted. He got married later on to Mary Shelley. She is a novelist. She wrote a well-known novel ‘Frankenstein’. We can see that both of them, one is a poet and the other is a novelist, are the representatives of the romantic attitude. We have to know that Shelley is a thinker, a critic, or a poet who has a moral philosophy regarding people.
The test that we are going to study is entitled ‘A Defence of Poetry’. We can say that for the same reason that Sidney wrote his article, Shelley has also written his article. Sidney wrote his ‘Defence of Poetry’ is response of another essay accusing poetry of being immoral and not useful. The same thing happened with Shelley. Shelley wrote this essay in response to another essay written by Peacock. Peacock had written an essay saying that poetry is useless and harmful. It is useless because we cannot get anything from reading or writing poetry or art in general. And it is harmful because it is a waste of time and because it sometimes corrupts the moral of people due to things that we have in art. He also divided the literary ages into periods >>> (the Iron Age, Silver Age, Golden Age, Brass Age). Each age represents the name he has given it. For him, he believed his time the early 19th century was the brass period because he felt that poetry was going down. It was not creative. It was not glorious as the Golden or even as the Silver Age of poetry. So, because of these reason, we should concern of ourselves by studying science, politics, or social rules but not engage ourselves in writing or reading poetry. For Shelley, in response of these accusations, Shelley has written his article. His article is divided into parts. One part is to respond to these accusations and in another part in which he defines the meaning of poetry which is in relation to the moral philosophy that he has. This is for the style of the division of Shelley’s essay.
 (Peacock ---- that the poet is useless and that the honor of poetry ------utility. Poetry is essentially the most worthless of all intellectual exercise. It may be said it is highly ornamental, and deserves to be cultivated for the pleasure it yields. Poetry is condemned as a mere amusement, a mere waste of time and energy and the supremacy of reason over imagination is asserted. Shelley’s essay is divided into three parts. In the first part, poetry is defined and it is true nature studied and elaborated in the most abstract and comprehensive manner. In the second part, the --- nature of poetry and its moral and ethical significance to society is examined and elaborated. In the third part, Shelley defends poetry against ------ that have been ------against it by ---.  
Before starting reading the essay, I would like to explain to you what the moral philosophy of Shelley is. This morality that Shelley had is in historical evolution. What is the meaning of historical evolution? It is to believe that throughout historical period, there has been always a struggle between two forces, the force of the liberty and the force of despotism. Each one of them wants to overcome the other. In each historical period, we can see that one force overcomes the other. In one time, we can see that the force of liberty is overcoming and in other times, we can see that for of despotism is overcoming. Let us take an example. In the Greek time, we have philosophers like Plato, Aristotle, Socrates and we can see there is an atmosphere of freedom of thought/ of an intellectual discussion. In that time, the force of liberty is in control because people of that time are on the control of expressing themselves. There is no control of their ideas or the way they lives their time. When we come to the Roman period of time which follows the Greek one, what happened in the Roman period of time? The Romans were great warriors. You remember the play ‘Julius Caesar’ in which we know that that the nation has been based on controlling other parts of the world. One of the places that they had conflict with is the Greeks. In the Roman time, we have forces are controlling the nation/ controlling to period of time because there is not space of intellectuality/ for liberal ideas. It is always about authority. It is always about imposing authority upon other nations and people even in the way they live their lives. This is two examples showing how these two forces are struggling against each other. Later on the Romans realized that they need to be more intellectual. They realized that a civilization needs thought. So, they went back to the Greek writings. They translated them into Latin and they studied them which originated their own kind of civilization. 
What do you think for the time of Shelley in the early 19th century was? Which force was overcoming the other? The force of liberty was in control and this was because of the French Revolution and the American independent war. S, to major things happened at that time which shows that people are seeking to be free and liberal. The French Revolution is based on the slogan that has been taken from the French philosopher Jean-Jacques Rousseau. This slogan was three things: equality, justice and freedom. Al these qualities are to feel free/ to express yourself as human being and an individual, it is not the authority of aristocratic class or the king; there is no authority. The only authority that man should have is his own freedom to express himself. For the American independence, it is about seeking their freedom independence from the English rule. America at that time was not the United States. It was the continent which was in control of the authority of England. And at that time, there was a war because the Americans wanted to be free the English rule. This time is a time of liberty. Forces of liberty are in control. That is why Romanticism has appeared. One of the characteristics of the Romantic attitude was self-expression. It is not the general society. It is about individuals; how you express your emotions and feelings. So, it is expressing/ telling others about what you feel; it is not about controlling your emotions and feelings. Each one is entitled to express his own emotions and feelings and not to talk about others as group. This is one of the main characteristics of Romanticism which shows that forces of liberty are in authority over the forces of despotism. Shelley was influenced by this idea of the historical evolution. 
Shelley was against any kind of authority. He was seeking liberty from any kind of authority like religion. Religion imposes certain views and ideas upon us as people. Whether they are right or wrong, we should be under the control of this kind of authority. And there is politics of the nation (the authority of a nation). Also there is economy>>> we are under the control of economy. And we are under the control of parental authority (the mother and the father authority. We have to obey these rules that control our lives. Marital authority>>>is the authority of marriage. So, our life is about different kinds of authority imposed on us. These authorities surround us and make us unable to be free/ liberal. Shelley believes that it is to be liberal from inside; it is not of the action, but it is to be free and think about yourself. He wanted this kind of freedom because he believes that the nations/ the families and all these constitutions that we live are about human beings. So, the human being is the basis of everything. Man is the target. Man is important and because he is important, then all kinds of authority should be banished or removed these forces that make people unable to think of themselves to have their rights and to express their feelings. They should be excluded from our lives. For Shelley, he lives a life that was totally different from the life of his own society because he has his own believes and he feels that he is entitled as a human being to express ideas in which he expresses his freedom. This is my idea about relationships and I am not afraid of the authority of my class/ of my society; I believe in this and I will practice it. Shelly believes this kind of freedom should not be on the expense of the destruction of the freedom of others. There should be a kind of freedom for everyone to express his attitudes and his feelings which means because, for example, I belong to rich class, it does not give me the right to feel free/ to practice my own attitudes and ideas on the expense of others who should follow me or should do the same as me. Each individual should have his own freedom and express his attitudes of liberation, but it should not be on the expense of other people. This is the moral philosophy of Shelley who was influenced by the historical evolution and he has his own idea about trying to struggle against authority. 
So, because the target is man, these kinds of authority should be removed because man is important. We seek man and because the target is man, man should have this freedom/ this liberty of any kind of authority to express his own attitudes towards the life around him. Here we can see that Shelley is expressing the soul of Romanticism which is self-expression>> to be free to express whatever you feel and it is not about feeling because feeling has relation with our ideas and thoughts. What we think of we feel and express.
The main inspirational force in Shelley’s work is his theory of historical evolution. The essence of this theory is that history is essentially a struggle between two sets of forces, the forces of liberty and the forces of despotism. Sometimes the despotic forces were in the ascendant and sometimes the forces of liberty. The moral law that governs Shelley’s mature thought and action insisted upon both the right and the duty of each individual to rule his destiny. Each human being was entitled to the liberty to seek his own happiness, but, at the same time, he was obligated to do all in his power to secure this freedom for the less fortunate. Shelley dedicated his effort to the destruction of tyranny in all its forms, the tyranny of marital, parental, political and religious authoritarianism, the tyranny of poverty and ignorance. He believed that the individual human spirit was the major of all values within the limitations of mortal experience and that institutions were good only insofar as they promoted the welfare of the individual. Societies and institutions were abstractions whereas men were real, and a family, a church, or a nation derived its only value from the benefit it conferred on the men and women who constituted it.) 
Let us move to the essay itself. He defined poetry as the expression of imagination. This definition is general abstracts but it includes all the ideas about imagination. For example, you remember Wordsworth and his idea about what nature is. His ‘Daffodils’ was not only to appreciate the external beauty of these flowers; it is about how nature influences and affects our souls and we learn the teachings from nature and how it counsels ourselves and how his soul that was wandering as a lonely cloud and how he was distracted from his life >>> everything was calmed down/ was soothed by the lesson that he gets from nature. Coleridge also had his own view/ way of seeing how we as human beings become better. For example, in ‘The Ancient Mariner’, the ancient mariner was punished because he destroyed nature/ he killed nature/ he changed nature by killing the Albatross. And he gains forgiveness by appreciating nature and it was ugly, small and it was nothing in our eyes, but still this appreciation of nature made him gain forgiveness of what he did. This is what they mean by imagination. It is this power that made him as poet to have this ability to make creations/ to feel in contact with the surroundings and this contact in not superficial; it is very deep. For Shelley, poetry is an expression of this ability to be able to create, not only to imitate nature/ not to see and copy it. It is to make a creation. Though Shelley was influenced by Plato (he was one of the writers that he was influenced by the philosophy of Plato), but in the point in which Plato was against the inclusion of a poet in his republic. Plato did not accept poets to be in his republic and he felt that they would make a kind of a harmful influence among people because they are led by inspiration because their production is a third times away from the divine truth/ from the ideal. They cannot grasp the real truth in life. Here Shelley disagrees with Plato. He believes that poets are not imitators and they are the one who are able to catch and to represent the divine truth in its reality because they do not imitate, they create. They have their own creation which is for him is the divine truth. It is a divine truth and not a copy of it because it is a creation. For this also he made a comparison between poetry, philosophy and history.
Shelley believes that poetry has great influence on people that would change them. Philosophy works with abstraction. In real life, we as human beings do not have a problem to know that virtue is good and evil is bad. Everyone would agree on this. This is what philosophy is doing, but when it comes to practice, we become confused which is virtue and which is evil because in real life, they are intermingled with each other and sometimes we are unable to realize which is the virtue and which is the evil. It is confusing because real life is not like a theory. It is not this is virtue and this is evil. They are altogether coming and we must have the consciousness to go deeper, so that we can differentiate between virtue and evil. A philosophy cannot do this because it is concerned with abstractions/ with perceptions only. Poetry can do this. If you go to another critic, this idea explained in his definition to be able to differentiate in art. You remember Aristotle and his definition of tragedy. What part of it that suits this idea? Of being able to differentiate and to learn. What was the function of art or tragedy? Pity and fear. We fear that we might have the same fate as the hero because the hero is like us. Usually in tragedies, the heroes are humans like us belonging to a higher rank, but at the same time, they are having a flaw in their characters and this flaw causes their destructions. We feel that we have the same destiny because they are human being just like us and we might have the same weakness in our characters. And pity >>> we feel sorry for him as if we feel sorry for ourselves. This is called catharsis. How do we reach this catharsis? If we have pity and fear, then we have sympathy. If you sympathize, you can feel pity and fear and if you do not, you cannot. Shelley was influenced in this part by Aristotle. He believes philosophy is different from poetry in this manner because in the construction of art, there is always a kind of clarity in practice, so it becomes materialistic, it is not abstract now. This confusion that we have between evil and virtue is transformed into material explanation or expression in which we are able to differentiate between them. It becomes clear to us which is evil and which is virtue. So, it increases our consciousness about the differentiation/ about the confusion between them. Because of the sympathy that arouses in ourselves changes us into being better human beings because we have more realization. The sympathy that we have to those people who are destructed by the evil in life or the evil in themselves makes us have more awareness. This consciousness/ awareness and this sympathy with the tragedy of others make us better human beings to be able to differentiate between the virtue and the good to be better human beings. So, we go back to Peacock and answer him that poetry is not useless. It is useful because it changes people into better human beings through the example it shows to us which makes us able to differentiate clearly between the virtue and evil which is not clear in philosophy because it depends on abstract and not clear in history, because in history, you cannot differentiate the good and the evil together and we are controlled by facts/ we cannot change the facts. So, when it comes together, you cannot see which is virtue and which is evil, but in art/ in poetry, we can do this. And this leads to sympathy/ to a consciousness/ to awareness and to be better human beings. This is how his moral philosophy is all over the essay because his definition of poetry which is an expression of imagination/ his discussion of the differences between poetry, history and philosophy is all depending on making people better. It is working on us as human beings. Morality is a big word in which it includes to be free, to have moral awareness and consciousness and which enables us to act in a virtuous way. This is true in one way or the other because all civilizations were not built on sciences. It is not about scientific development. It is about thought. It is about intellectuality. It is about people who think of a better living or situation/ intellectuality. You can see that leaders throughout the historical period were not scientists; they were intellectuals. They were people with thought/ with mind. They can build nations and nations enlarge into being civilization. So, if have quickly view, you can see this all over the history. That is why poetry is not useless and it is not harmful.

Shelley defines poetry as the expression of imagination and considers that all are poets who express imagination in life. All the ---- their imagination, but rhythmical language provides the highest kind of poetry since language is itself created by the imagination and is a medium in its substance which is not true of any other. Shelley accepts Plato’s theory that all things in the world are only copies of divine ideas, but he claims that poetry gets the --- copy and images directly to divine idea. It is the revelation or expression of the idea itself. This ----- of the secret of a sense of exaltation produced by poetry since it expresses a deeper reality than that of the world. Shelley says that poetry does not instruct by direct percept and it is only patchily that it instructs by example. The highest moral effect of poetry lies in its appeal to the imaginative and emotional faculties. In the development it gives to these, it enlarges the powers of the mind itself. Imagination always plays an important role in the in the growth of moral sense. Men have never lacked excellent moral percepts, but they have lacked the understanding to apply that knowledge in day-to-day life. Want of imagination means want of sympathy and want of sympathy produces cruelty, thus, the morality of poetry is higher than any that a teacher directly in context. To teach morality directly is wrong because some moral conceptions are limited in time and place. It is for this reason that didactic poetry has always been an inferior kind. Eternal moral effect of poetry lies in the …… value it gives to ordinary human life.)
      


	
	Page 1
	

	
	
	


T.N.S
