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} ?3.&'39'3 ‘é;zi&zs %nﬁ‘h emocracy.  Wanether

Flato mme@, his bias ageinst eiememcy emly in his
youth or whether it was s direct result of Socrates®
exscution seems to be & guestion yet to be discovered.
Bub we are warned by A.E., Taylor thet if Plato "hed
guch a bies /egainst demoeracy/ it is not to be ac~
counted for by the influence of his eayxyly swremz.-
im%“a ; :

‘ At this point one thing seems to need some
explanation. If we exclude Jocrates from the early

‘surroundings of Flato, the sbove statement is well

warranted. Infect, Plato's stepfather Pymlam;a% was
a "prominent figure of the Periclean r@gima"

Since Perictione and Pyrilampes married 3.3& Flato's
childhood it seems obvious that Plato spmﬁs hig

early yvears in the household of his %‘S;@@famar.

This belsnp the case it may even be supposed that
Plato was indoctrinated with wriczl%m; polities.
However if we include Socrates® into Flato's early

4 ‘ s A >
J;,.E;&. Taylor, Plate /dew York, 1956/, p.2 .

“When Plato's father Ariston died in Flato's
childhood, Perictione meyried her uncle Pyrilampes.
Fyrilampes was o porsonal intimate of Pericles

as well as a supporter of his policy. ‘

ﬁg%,g,.. Taylor, Plato /iew York, 1956/, p.2

ﬁm “@assz@m% Alexandrian hiagmpmm“ fized the
date of Plat first hearing of Socrates some-
where a:mwzé 4@9—? » That is to sasy when Plato
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surroundings we face an important guestion. Would
this inclusion mean Plato's bias against democracy.
The proper solution of the problem seems to rest onm
the assumption that if Socrates had preached against
democracy, Plato heving heard his master's ideas
might have been influenced by nim., However this
assumption seems to become doubtful /only at the first
si@ht/ if we consider the seventh letter of Plata
where he states that the "previous reg;ggﬁ/@@gfgggggg
/raey/;g§§*§_§e}§§§;age bes§§§wtmis one” /meaning
"the Thirty/. But this does not necessarily wmean that
Plato even sympathised with demecracy. At any rate
the fact that‘anﬁt'prefereﬁ the rule of democracy

on this certain occasion is evident from what he says.

Hewever Plato's preference of damoeraey in his seventh
1etter is a rather yartieular case in its eennectlas

was about elghtean or ﬁwenﬁy. Bﬁt th;s is impassxble
since it is known from Plato's own letters that in
431 B.C., at the begining of the Palegennssi&n.wars,
Socrates had made the close acquaintance of Plato's
maternal uncle Charmides. According to this Plato

wast have heard about Socrates very early in his childe

hood. For the date of Plato's first acquaintancs
with Boerates some scholars believe that this falls
to the peried of Plato's adolescence. That is botween
the ages of eighteen or twenty. But since Plato
in his 3evenzh letter, refering to the Thirty in 404,
speaks of macraﬁes as his elderly friend, it seens
that he knew Socrates sometime before the ag@ ef
twenig fe&r.
i
The seveath letter of Flato, one ef the series of
letters wr;tten in his later life, gives a picture
of Plato s political caereer in Atheuns.

®7.A. Sinclair, A History of Greek Politicel Thought
/Lancian, 1952/ , p.l22



to the treacheries of the Oligarchy and hence must

not be thought of either as an example to Plato's
views on demoeracy or to the impossibility of Soerates!
influence on him.

The evaﬁence which shows Socrates preaﬂhxng
against aemecraay is to be found especmally in a
dialogue between Anytus and Socrates, in the leno,
where Anytus warns Socrates when he /Socrates/ speaks
of the famous Athenian leesders from Pericles to
Tremistocles as being unable to transmit goodness
to their sons, that he /Socrates/ should be careful
not to speak as such.® But the fact that Socrates
contimued to speak likewise becomes clear when his
bold remarks ended in his execution. Furthermore,

/ the problem of orgenising the society according

to individual capecities and talents, thet is to say,
to determine everyman's function in the society as
soldier, statesman ete., according to aptitudes,
understanding and charascter was the Socratic ideal
@enfrazy to the freedom allowed in the Athenian
democracy where anyone who was willing to serve the
state was accepted. The faet that this antieipates
the idea which appears in Plato's account of his
ideal city in the Republic is yet another point
suggesting to the possibility of Plato's blas against
demoeracy during his youth,

Finally it may be said that Plato's bias if
not to be accounted for by his early surroundings,
nevertheless may be a point in question if his
association to Socrates is considered.

lPlatc, mena transl&ﬁloa.by 2 E D, Rouse,
/Tew Ycrk 1956/, p.éI
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| Geperally accepted beliefs. It seems to be
generally accepted to think of Soerates! execution

as the cause of Plato's attacks on democracy. However
before going into the problem of how and where Plato
attacked democracy, and whether these so called
attacks were infact Plato's own eriticism or not

a2 point or two ﬁeemé to peed some explanation,

The- tenﬁeaqy to think of Socrates'! execu-
tion as the ceuse of Plato's attacks on democracy
have been extended by some authors to include alsc
the cause of Plato's seecking for a method whereby
the just society would be possible. This seems
to be the natural result having anslysed Plato's
seventh letter which describes his politiecal carcer
in Athens. However Mr. Durent's statement that
Socrates'! execution filled Plato with "such a scorn
of democracy, such e hatred for the mob..../that/
it led him %0 & Catonic resolve that democracy must
be destroyed 1 seems to say more then what can be
- evaluated from the evidences we have,

In the first place it seems doubtful
whether we can detect a definite bilas against
democracy from what Plato has to say in his letter.
Plato edmits the fact that the "restored democracy
/had/ behaved with great'fairﬁ@ss“g until Socrates.
was brought to trial and was put to deeth. The
rest of his remark is that the charge brought
against Sccrates was most unfair and inappropriate

“§ill Durant, Story of Philosophy /Bew York, 1953/,
p.I0
QT.A Sincleir, A History of Greek Politiecal Thought
/Londen, 1952/, p.123
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‘to him. But we near nothing in.partlenlar against
denocracy.

- Secondly the fact thet Plato comes to the
conclusion that "all modern states without exception
are badly governed"' seems to be e result not solely
of Soecrates' execution but also of his reviewiﬁg
to himself various other facts like the Oligarchical
revolution of 404 B.C., and the crime of the Thirty
to send Socrates for the unfair srrest of Leon of
Selamis., : | -
. It seems then, that according to the
evidences we have from this letter, it would be a
mistake to assume Socrates' death being the only
couse of Plato's partieular conclusion that all
wmodern states are defiecient. : :

Attacks exposed &g‘ﬁhe'ﬁearatic dialogues.
The execution of Socretes was in 399 B.C. From the
way of its delivery the second half of Plato's
letter where he is reviewing to himself the previous
events and thinking about law and morality seems to
point out to the years following 399 B.C. At this
time Plato had withdrawn to Megara with some of
the friends of Soerates, and had settled himself
on the writing of the Socratie dialogues,

‘At the age of forty, in 388, Plato visited
Sieily for the first time, To this period belong
some of his works like the Gorgias and the Republie.
Both of these dialogues contein severe ju&gements

.A. Sinclaar, A History of of Gresk Polztieal Thoucht
/Lenﬂen, 1952/, p.123




on tae fifth century Athenian democracy and the famous
ﬁthenian leaaers like Pericles and Themmstaeles‘ Put

the question is, to what extent the criticisms @xpaseé e |

: 1n aergzas and the He Hblxe are a result of Flata s
own thznkzng. To a eertain.&euree it would ‘be

possible to say that the analysis of democracy as a
deficient form of goverment appearing in the Republic
is the direct answer of Plato intended for the democ—

rats who executed Socrates. This much does not seem

to vmolate the truth as far as part of the purpose in
Plato's analyala is concerned. But reviewing the
metter from a closer angle we Seem to have more prob-
lems . ' |

Teken as a whole in such dislogues like the

Phuaedrus, Protogores, Meno, Republic, Gorgias, Politics
and the Laws there are definite references to democracy.
But the 1ﬂﬁares%ing point about these dialogues is the
fact that there seem to be gertain inconsistencies
gmong them. Whet has been established about Pericles
in the Fhaedrus, forexample, is contradicted in the
%ﬁgg.g This is somewhat true for the rest of the dia-
logues; the only difference being the variation in

the nature of the inconsistencies. It follows then,
thet the evident inconsistency between ﬁh@ﬁﬁeguhlie-
Gorgias group and the Laws-?glztlcs group is that the
former group presents & severe Jndwement on aemaeracy
wWhereas in the latter group the atmosphere is more
wild. Why is this so. Are we to blame Plato for what
it seems to be certein contrsdictions in his own works

*In Phaedrus 1t is said that Pericles thrcu&h his
relations with Anaxagoras had some philosophy.
However in the Meno, Socrates blames Pericles for
his inability t0 transmit his goodness to his sons
due to his /Perlcles’/ lack of knﬂwl@ﬁge.

6



or is there a particular reason for this?

~ It is believed thet the dialogues written

before 5%& B.G. put forward & good deal of renl
Secrates.® To this period belong Crito, Apology,

%arglaﬁs part of E@yublle and frategar&s, And the
dialogues written in & later period, after 386 B.C.,
are m&iﬁ“yﬂﬁlﬁﬁ@.g This being so in Gorgiss ampd in
some parts of the iepublic the real person speaking
is Socrates rather than Plato himself,

To be able %o clarify the above point we have
to examine the chapier in Plato's Republic where
Socrates makes & severe judgement on democracy, and
which seem:to be an allusion to the domocreey of the
Periclean ithens. However the best way is to ezamine
the dialogue of Socretes, in the Republiec, together
with the famous Funeral @ratiqa’@f,Eaxggleaﬁ
recorded in Thuoydides® History of the FPeloponnesisn
Hors,

E@y@aé&a?‘Euﬁwmaln@xaﬁigﬁ v.5. Plato’s
‘ Pericles, in his famous
Tuner: &1 axwiaaﬁg @mgﬂ%%zs@ the sar&rlsfi@g of ﬂ@m@@»

raoy oo grggﬂag that in a %f stem of this %Fﬁ %mmmﬂa

one is able to ﬁ&?@;@l=&%% &g,%ﬁ@ gffair@ of the stote.
Thet 18 %o say all citizens have & certe 1ﬁ‘ﬁ?b@ﬁﬁl

‘and it 1B this ifﬁﬁﬁﬂm that s@r@gs@@ %ﬁl@%ﬂ and ability

*%.A. Sinclair, 4 History of Greek Political Thought
. JLondon, 1952/, p.127

g@h@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@@&iv@?&ﬁiﬂ& ﬁfn?ﬁﬁi@ g8 delivered over those
rald : iesctne 1@&%18 of the
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when it comes to the selection of leaders. We under-
stanﬁ further that in a democracy neither the class

ﬂiff@remees nor the finaneial position are belnm
allewed to interfere with merit. - This 1s clear v when

L

"Pericles 8a78 "......if a man is sble to serve the
é%ggéxgg_is not hindered hy the obscurity of hlS con-
gggggiﬁéiwit was this equality for the 1ike or unlike
§E§“’é the gffazrs af thaA§§§te which made Athens
uniqa@ iﬂ its day. ﬁhe elﬁy 88 & whole resembled

a mﬁral belnw'wiﬁh a set charscter of its cwnJa
This is ‘rather ‘elear when Pericles says M .e.l0ur
qanstitutlen does not copy the laws of nsiahbsurlmg
states ?rand more definitely whenihs adds, “‘...we
are rather a pattern to others than 1m1taters

Quraelves” o
The Athenian eons%itatlcn,was of the many.

It was what is now called a direct &emaeracy in whieh
“the "whole body of population assembled for the
pnr§o se of rmllﬂg in one congregation”. 2

R The raﬁreseﬂxaﬁive é@mecxdey being the wale
of someone else had no appesling to the Athenians
sznce they ”struggled te abclzsL to be governed b#

Sﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬂ @339“

é?ﬁhucydléaa, The Pelegannesian'ﬁars, translation hy
Crawley, p.104 .
Jarnest Berker, Gzeek Political Thought, 2™ ed.,
’ /L@nﬁoa, 1925/, ps:b
kw%hucyaldes, The Pelagenmesian.ﬁara, translatien by
Crewley, p.104 . |
Ibld., p.104 a

2y

’Huszar and Steveasea; Political Science /Iowa,

¢ 1955/, p.64

H.D.F. Kitto, The Greeks /London, 1954/; p.129
8 ' :




The insistence on eiir@et éemeeracy was rather
é.ae %o the fact that the Greck conceived the state as
‘a superfamily.> Since the family life meant & élreet
p&rtlezpatian‘in the family affairs the individusl
Athenian felt imliﬁed t@ t&ke e direct pert in the
affair& of the stat But insrdar to m&inﬁain this
raﬁher iﬁeéiugg;;fgiJgavernmenx “the eity had to "have
8 rather easy atmosphere®. 2 The esrganic stmetuzra of

" the state ought therefore be free from eny rigidity,
mgr submission to law and authez‘ity

end to the accepted code of behaviour were of 'the first
importance.”’ This point is well illustrated by Pericles

e cscsrmnn®
i:a his speeeh, ﬁh@n speakzmg eﬁ' freeaam hs says th&t ,

also to em- ez'ehnary lifecses.s ‘there f‘ar frem axer—-
cising a jeleus surveillance over each other we do not
feel ealleéi upon to be angry with our neigh‘b@ur for
é@lzsu what he likes", 4 and also when he says ".... .‘bu‘%:
all this ease in our grivat@ r@:ﬂ.ati@m do not moke us
iaﬁless as citizens......our chief safeguard teaches
us to @b@y t}m maﬁi@tramﬁ and the laws 13art1ealarly

to t}w prataetien of “s;he, immg&ﬁ > B

3.D.F. Kitto, The Greeks /London, 1954/, p.129
®p.A. Sinclsir, A History of Greek Politicsl Thought
: mem@n, 1’.952/ , DsI0I
3Ibid., p.I0I
ﬁfhney@ié.ea, The Peloponnesian Wars, translation by
Crawley, p.105
’Ibid., p.105




’n4§% B Another feature to note in the Athems of
fm@&) Pericles is the general attitude towards treining and
— warfare. Pericles "rejects the hard narrow Sparten
school®.> He holds thet education is what is necessery
for the eitizens and not simply herd training. We see
at once that the strict self control which is accepted
to be the foundation of Athenian democrecy holds true
for warfare as well. It is, according to Pericles,
& strong character and not just eoursge that counts
in wertime. To this effect he says ".....we live
exactly as we please and yet we are ready to encounter
aéyriegitimate danger”.? But as it takes character to
‘manage the well being of such a state it also takes
the building of this cherscter. %This was due to the
general education of the Athenlan citizens, whose aim
it was to create characters. Such characters that, es
Pericles puts it, "though occupied with the pursuit
of industry are still fair judges of public m&tt@rs”i§
But it is inbteresting %o note that whereas a liberal
education generslly tends to result in the softness
of imdividusls, Pericles thought thet this should
not enter awong the Athenians. Therefore it was seen
that the attention paid to literature and other arts
were not to be excessive. This is very clear when
Fericles says, "we cultivate knowledge without effemi-
na@y“.4

1.4, Sinelair, A Histoxry of @reek Political Thought
/London, 1952/, p.I0I
, zThaey&iées, The Pelopommesian Wars, translation by
’ Crawley, p.105
% Ibid., p.105
10



‘Having seen the &haraet@risﬁi@slaf Periclean
Athens let us now turn to the picture of democracy in
Plato's Republic. We will at once see that the ways of
life which Pericles selects in his Fupersl Oration es
evidences for democracy's superiority over other
govermments are dwelt upon by Socretes just for the
opposite purpose. Infact Socraites® picture is a
"satire on Athenian life and manners......aimed
directly agaigst the imperisl democXacy ..cs..0f
Pericles®.® What was versatility for Pericles is
instebility for Socerates. %The manifold characteristics
of democrecy are not approved by Socrates. His
belief the unity of a common ideal was altogether
impossible in a democracy because there are as many
different ways as there are wany different individuals.
"therefore in & demoeracy any single or agreed rule
is imp@g&ibl&“¢2 Socrates speaking about the freedom
in & democracy says that everyone is allowed to do what
he likes so thet everymwan will arrange his own manner
of life to sult his own pleasures. The wresnlt ie
a greater wvariety of individuals then under auny other
form of comnstitution. The freedom extends even %o
ones position in wartime. Tims Socrates points out
that one nesd not fight when his fellow citizens are
at war, In a democracy enyone isnﬁraa'ta enter politics,
and opes background does not matter the least. Henece

A.E. Taylor, Plate /New York, 1956/, P.296
Earnest Barker, Gresk Salitieal Thegg@@,’zﬂ@ ed,,
/London, 1925/, p.255

I



Boerates says that the democratic regime with a
"megnificient indiffercnee to the sort of life a
- man has led before he enters polities will promote

40 honour anyone who merely call himself the people's
friend".? :

Plato or Socrates. But why should Plate
heve eriticised democracy So as to meke Pericles’
Athens an object of satire. Infact from what we know
about Plato's life it seems that he should not have
acted as such.

Plato was born in 428-7 B.C., two years
after Pericles' death. The great war had slready
started in 431. It is elear that Plato had only
been a c¢hild during the war, He had neither the
chance to gee the brilliancy of the Pericleen Athens
10T to realise to the full extent the tragedy of the
Peloponnesian wars. It is said that Plato must have
observed the fate of Melos in 4I6, and the tragic
Sicilien exp&éitl@ﬁ.in.éiﬁ—élﬁ But since he was
a boy of 13-15 during these %vagts how t&ey had seemed
to him is doubtful.

Socrates on the other hand was born in
469 B.0. and when the grest war had started he was
thirty eight years old. Thus it is more likely that
Socrates should have observed and even commented
sbout the eyents that heve taken place during this war.

It is interesting at this point te note the
moral breskdown Q? the Athenian people described by

‘F.M. Cornford, The Republic of Flabo /@xfar@ 1924/,
D278
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Ehﬁﬁ?éﬁ.ﬂ,@s in his history of the ?elagé"m%iaﬁ BELH
ém@ ’ﬁl‘i&@i’i fﬁii@??& ‘i:.irlfs bz‘iillzmﬁ pieture of ?erm},&;m
' ‘ "ﬁm aem;ﬁ z;mtmcz is that of m@ #‘@ riclean
Athens now %f‘mmm under the terrible plosue, It is
" @;ﬁg‘ e yeanr after thet ”ﬁez:*mles has delivered his
famous muﬂﬁi‘&l Oration and the changes that have tcken
place are si:m**izsg. a%“gthizzg of the brilliaency of
Periclean Athens con be seen in this gloomy zzieiz&m
of Athens, %ﬁ@y&iéﬁf‘ razﬁsrta that obedience to law
‘and religion, traits like honesty and decency had all
,wmsiwé ina &azy%m%l:; short tim@a _Desth we la.w
) sgall w&z' “the z;ﬁhemaﬂ zseapl@ eané s0 m*ﬁ &mmr%
“what wes to become of themselves people forgob about
B.aw mﬁ. aﬁ@mﬁfv and indulged in waxlz&ly pleasures,

It seems probable that & Sooretaes has in ,:;:a
wind the Athens during the plague when he blapmes
Pericles in Sorgiss for having feiled to teach morals
to the people. People with stronz morals do not fail
to beheve in the rishit way even vhen they are foced with

Cdifficult situetions. If the Athenian people had sivons

morals they could certeinly have @m;m;“é, irn obedience
Lo law, worality and x: roligion even during this terrible
plage. , i ,
i% is alsc possible to sce the swift process
of den rﬁiww%mi of the Athenians from two pariticular
m;‘{ g that Thucydides reports.
the Tirst event was the mwﬁ:& of itylene
whe gnisf city of Lesbos . he qmzmmn of how the
mw%u% eity shoyld b@:mﬁ:’mﬁé}é was Lo be deeided
g the é;%%m o 3:%; happened that iﬁ"l@a..i; formoxly

3




& lesther mamfacturer, was the lerding figuve at
ﬁag \.,;}“E &%@@m@l@’. Cleon, an &'ﬁl@ z?saz§.§ was 8

fssf wlgar mind.? His &@sim wa% to g@rs&aé@ 't;ha

_Athenlans t&mﬁ *%;my should put to death ﬁm
&%yleniaﬁs thereby teaching the rest of t@@%ﬁi@me )
%ﬂé that Athens would punish S@%ﬂg any city

: %%hmﬁa ﬁw@ﬁ to stend : S&iﬁﬁﬁﬁ her. In the @11& of M&N
“long telk Cleon says, “.“.fgaszy 'ﬁham hew ixz their
turn without yielding %o Presert s s pUNL S
t}aﬁm &s thoy deserve, and teach your &"

gemlt}; of rebellion is é.sat%;"g/

Athenians Emma at ﬁr% persusded by Cleon's
speech. That mmzzg they sent a slaip to Miylene.

Paches the commander of the vessel, caxried orders
%o put to “desth all the men and onslave and sell the

‘é‘*@ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ% ‘and the children. However the n@:&“ﬁ: day

Athenians f@m:ﬁ} themselves b@w& bothered by theiy
g&ﬁ&%@wm&‘ They could not ;;ms )3.5513? comnit such a
nmASSGCTo ] they ﬂ;@r@ m‘t a8 ﬁmaﬁsi m E%l%%j i;@:z? whole
of & polis. immedistely the &zgmm%ai ¥ got together
éaxzéa% more. This time :E;z,e:;e:lﬁ%ms% a:z@a;@?@é Gleods f&m&‘k%;

e i s

He ﬁ’iﬁweﬁ to the .g;;t enians the &f&“am of giving

\
&gmmmm @@s%éﬁ. m, 233”53.‘5’3@ faw@ rather then _on poliey
am mibié? :i.s., &f‘t@r this it was é@@ii’i&ﬁ ‘Eha‘% whe dec Ef‘ﬁﬁ?

ggﬁ,}% . Kitte, The Greeks /Londen, 3{95?@/ » Do 144
Thucydides, The Pelloponnesian Uaps, transletion by

) | ‘
W Crawley, p.107
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vl 7 ; . . iyf‘\LL
ghould %3@ @a&@e&l@éi ’therz a ss@eezﬁi @% was s@ﬁ%

M . ‘=\$&—€,\(;\\

%o the island to overteke the first shd to prevent
% ‘e messacre. it is 1@*&@?%‘5%@; w/ note the eagex=

nese of the people in the vepentance of their ?zﬁ%‘%&iifi@t
Q@ Thueydides E‘é%}}ﬁl“’%% the Athenlans were so esger t0
prevent the massacre that '&h@y provided wine and
barely cskes for the v&g’ sel. DBesides great promises
‘were made to the crew if they arrived on time which
caused the men o use such diligence upon the

voyage that thay took their meals of bavely cakes
knesded with oil apd wine as they rowed, and omly
slept by turns while others were at the oar.®

The vyessel arvived s¢ 1little before the first that

m@}zes ﬁh@ ﬁam?m@a the amiws of @m@uﬁmﬁ }mﬁ @El:?'

Just Es:a.é. "aw@ ‘a@ :s*eazz% tk:aés decree and m zm@m% to

execute the sentence when 'ﬁw %ﬂaxﬁ Bﬁi}} pub im;@

T e e e T
@@m and pmv%m@é *i;h@ ?ﬁaa%ﬁ&ﬁz’@s

Vlw}»ﬁﬁé@?ﬁé .&ﬁ i‘:irm; they remaine d nen ﬁmi an@ ‘a@g‘%‘;
ao part in the strugsle, btut afterwards upon the

f.%:& henlans using force and wsrmiwx%e thj assumed an

attitude of open g@ﬂs‘s;f%}%i}g.j Helian @@ﬁéﬁ*@ﬁ@@

reported 333‘ ueyﬁi@eas in his histery is Veﬁm@s'mﬁ

with the proposel of the Atheniens thet the ueliens

m@ﬁ;@. aubmi‘%; to th%i&“ x’*ul@. %h&:a %ﬂiﬁ i%' mﬁzw@é

‘hueydides, The Peloponnesian ?é’&rss, translation by
| - Crawley, ?ei‘}’z

°Ibid., p.172 |
;I;%;i;ég s D330
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and even fousht egainst by the ﬁ@l&&ﬁﬁﬁ ﬁﬁhsﬁ;aﬁs
&eta& mﬂﬁﬁ vi@l@aﬁlg by “9&tting to death all the
srgwg.mﬁa:::;..aﬁﬁ selling the women end childven for
vl&vaaﬁ e Bmt h&xzng acted thus there was no fecling
of repentance or sorrow. In & span of twelve yvears
there hed cowe to be a strizing change over the
Athenians,

These were but some of the thinge yyshably
observed by Socrates during the war period. In
deciding whether it was Plato or Socrates who oriti-
glised demoecracy it wounld be helpful to remember the
above points. Thus it seems more likely that the
verdict belongs to Socrates rather than to Flato. '

The gemocratic men. At this point we have
another prehlem. Hemely the criticism on democratic
‘man also appearinc in Bgpublic. it is infect a pert

af the 3@&@%@? on éameeracy hux'§E§“F§§§3§T@@”§E§aﬁgﬁ ’

\j%iéﬁi}&iﬁﬁ:&ﬁ@féﬁﬁhﬂf3&1@. 48 we h&v& gtated previcus-
1y these dislogues altough writincs of Plato some

of © &m,ﬁanxag the thinking of Socrates. But to |
think of them siumply o8 evidempes for Soeratic

philosophy woul be & rather superficiesl considerstion. -
e sust also try to realise the purpose of the diae
logues, if not as & vwhole at least in pert. It wounld
be o mistake to think of Hepublic merely by Plato,

for is it ecorrect to think of the purpose which

save birth to Republic merely as Plato's |

*Thucydides, The Peloponnesian Wars, transletion by
Grewley, D.337 ‘
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desire to honcur Socrates' philosophy. However the
same works when considered in parts rather than as

s whole seem to throw some light upon several problems
which otherwise would have remsined unsolved. This
point is particulerly true with the democratic man.

Assuming that the dialogue belomged to
Secrates, then the question is whether he actuslly
knew someone similar to the person described in the
dialogue. In another words, es far as Socrates!
suthorship is econcerned can the dislogue be alluded
to some actual person who was living or had lived
in Athens. This seems to be rather doubtiul.

" If some think that there wes infact Alcibiades who
@oﬁlﬂ have been a model for the democratic man,

even this point seems to be doubtful when we kﬁa%
that . Alcibiades wag a very close associate of Socrates
and not only this but also his beloved, Therefore
it is doubtful that Soerates would have anything to
say against Aleibiades. But now let us consider
Plato's position in relation to the authorship of

the democratic man. The first that comes to our
sttention is that there is & good reason why Fl&%@
should have criticised the democratic man; the resson
‘heing'tha exeeutien of Socrates. Secondly there
seems to be & person aﬁ'wham the allusxeu nghﬁ

have haen aimed.

If we examine the steny of Socrates?
execution we will see that the above Pﬁlﬁ$$ are highly
possible. The event, briefly, ran as follows. The

restored democracy brouohi Socrates to trial and
' charged him w;tﬂ 1mpa1ty amﬂ w1tn the corruption

1Secrates was blamed of not worshipping the Gods of
the state and of intrcducing new deities into the
gtate relegion.
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of the young. The point was in any csse to get rid
of Socrates. His presence in Athens meant danger
for the state. The restored democracy remembered
the Oligarchic revolutions of 411 and 404 B.0.> am
probebly fesred a third one, ""‘imzr !&m@ th&aﬁ; %h@z@
was an alimsm%:&iﬁwpwt, Ain Atheps which sympshized
A';fei'i;h S@wm, And they mast haw alm kﬂwn ‘%;33@

cheracter of the oligerchic circles; that they
/s}ﬁ.gg&r&hs/ fevoured the rule of an expoert stetesman.

They must hove known how Socrates went around
eriticising the rule of the mob which was enough
evidence to stamp him as an antidemocrat. They
thought he might at any time become the leader of
yet another revolution. |

" When Socretes was brought to trial the

demoerats folt sure that they had the most
convenient charges to he brought ageinst him. Bubt
the demcerats could not have accoused and condemned
Soerates for what he had preached if it was not
" for the treacheries of Aleibiades. Aleibiades had
rendered Athens the most barm. He was a close

essociate of Socrates and if the preschings of
Soerates produced such hermful persons the demoos
rate thought that they hed & good point on which
to base thelr asccusations. OSocrotes was a corrupter
of the young. 4nd after all the democrets thought it
was not very hard to prove that Soorstes busied
himself with 'Lh@ @emmwm ﬁf individuals, Sima,

‘Zm m‘%‘@ be r@membmﬁ that irn the rw@m‘%mn of
404, two of Socrates® assceiales were imlwés.,
Gz‘i‘tias anfl Charmides. -
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he had heen abstaiming from renﬁer;ng gny open
service to the communaity. :

Ofcourse we must remember that in reality
%;gggiﬁgfglyﬁreaeh&ries had nothing to do with
Socrates' teachings. He was spoiled by his family

/&nﬁ fellow citizens ané.he recegnise& no principal.
If he had done so much harm for Athens it must be
accounted for’his weak character. But the democrats
drew a veil over the truth and they used Aleibiades!
treacheries as & reason to accuse Socrates. But iﬁ
is obvious that Flato knew Socrates better than
anyone else in Athens. And thus he could not have
accepted such false claims against him. Infact
the democratic man in Plato's Republie, if we ‘
accept it as his own eriticism, seems to be a direct Wﬂ®“¢K§
enswer of Plate to those who held that it was ' !
Soerates! teachings which caused the treacheri®s of
oy Aleibiedes. Hence speaking of the democratic
'~ person in the Republic, Plato refers to him as a
_Fficle who makes into principle the absence of
principle”.t A person whose life is subject to
Q&\?rﬁer/ag resﬁr&;nﬁ anﬁ s§ent iﬁéﬁlgiag in ﬁh@,
pleasures of the m@m@n& 2 Such a persen is a

: ééi}mgé;king person eaxing 5%1}7EE§'hls own
g?@éiéélty. “Actually there is mo difficulty in
fitting Alcibiades into this deseriytlan. He was

_& spoiled person and he recognised no prineiple.

Ho invelyed him mea_in the violation |

- Earnest Barker, Greek Political Th ought, 2™ eq.,
/’Lendan, 1925/, p.25é
2p.. Cornford, The Republic of Plate /Oxford, 1924/,
p.eae
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of lew and custom. He lived a life of extrawagance
which made him to extend his tastes beyond what his
- real means could support. This was true either of
bis keeping horses or any other aspect of his life.
Plato describes such a person as the one "spending
as much time, pains and money on his superfluous
' pleasures as on the necessary omes".” But Alcibiades
defends the right of the rich to use :bis wealth
Zlavisﬁy because he thinks it contributed %o the
“credit of his country. This particular point is
evident in one of his speeches recorded by Thucydides
in bis history of the Pelagemesiaxz wars. Here
Alel‘bia&as addressing to the Athenians 8878, Meonne
on e .the things for which I am abused brins fame
%o my ancestors and to myself apd to the country
profit besides. The Hellenes, after expecting to
gsee our city ruined by the war coneluded it to be
even greater than it really is by reason of the
magnificence with which I represnted it at the Olympie
Goemes when I-sent inte the liste seven chariots, ‘
o mumber never before entered by eny privete person, }
end won the first prise......custom regerds such \
display es honorable and they cannot be made without |
leaving behind them an jmpression of pa'@*aer‘*.g ‘
But all this to our minds ag it was to that of
Plato's seem to be rather showy; commited more ox
less for personal recognition and interest. In
ganeral t}:u@ @g@i@ti@ attitué@ is pm;;ect@d 'ta

ip.u. ﬁorafsr(‘i The Republic of Plato /@gfora, 3:924;,
p.280

aihuey&:a.d@%, The Pelopopmesien Wars, ‘tmnslatmn by
Crawley, .;64‘7
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all of Alcibiades' ambitions. When coupared with
Pericles 'there soems to be a great difference bet-
ween the two. Alcibiades lacked the firmmess of
purpose which on the other hand was so pz'aminén‘t
with Pericles. It is mostly éue to this lack of
firmness of purpose that Plato asbased the aemec- C
f:mti@ man, deseribing him this time as a pergen
whose mnél is an "unstable equilibrium ¢ ﬂf all
@@aires“ 1 ,
Attacks exposed in in the argia . The severe
@@maemmtian against the famous leaders of the Athenian
democraey which appears in Gorgias is based on the
Soeratie conception, ®the tending of the soul®.
Socrates begins with the tending of the body which
is conceived as & combipation of two seperate arts,
namely, keeping the body in health, and the tending
of the soul which in turn ineludes aenother pair of artis.
The care of the body is basically physicsel education,
gymnastics and medicine which has as its scope the
restoration of the unfit to health.® However the
- tending of the soul utilises a single name, state-
@amhip.} But under & single title there are two
seperate bxﬁ%@h@s, legislation which sets the standerd
of spiritual health and justice or rightecusness.

%arneat Eaxker, Greek Political M, 284 oq,,
/Lsnden, 1925/, p.252 ,

"A.E. Taylor, Plato /New York, 1956/, p.Iil

. ,

“Ibid., p.I1II

1Y)

21



which cures the disease in the soul. Each one of the
four branches is ceaﬁelvsa as baxng a gemine art
Taken 88 & whole thezr scope is the maintenance Qf the
best condition of both the baay and the soul. Like the
rules of physical education and medicine are based on
knowledge of what is good and helpful for the body,
those of the legislator end the judge are based on
knowledge of waht is good for the soul. It is also
shown that the basic difference between the true art |
and the eauaterfeit rests on the fact that the eanaxer-
feit takes as its standerd the §leasan$1 vwhereas in
the true art the standard is not what is pleasant
‘but what is good. Thus we learn that the counterfeit
of the physician is th@,eenfeetiener.g The reason
being that whereas the doctor gives his patients
‘certain diets in order to maintain & healthy state
the confectioner does the opposite. He gives as much
as he can afford to please the togues of his customers.
The philosopher then is not merely a man
who indulges himself in sbstract values but an |
educator who appears in Gorgiss as the perellel to
& doctor. The philosopher's interest is like that
of the doctor’s. He is primerily interested in
- well being. ILike the doctor whose job it is to
maintain the health of the bedy, the philosopher
tries to restore the health of the soul. His art as
we have mentioned earlier i8 a gemine art resting
@n,knﬁwlaége of the good and the evil.,Kﬂ@wiﬁagé

1A.E Tayler Plato /E@w York, 1956/, g.lII
®Ibid., p.III
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is not contemplation of truth divorced from life.
It is closely limked with life and it is & technigue,
en art or skill of roasoning the good apd the right.
in the Republic ‘the Good eppears to be the highest
objeet of knowledge. There are various other fields
in whieh kwieég@ flourishes but abeve all of them is
the “R@yal e%r'i;“ " This is wha‘& we have proviously
called the art of statesmanship. This certein field
conceives the rest of the arts as special ends
contributing to well being,heppiness. 'The philosopher
whose job is now to direct the individusls of the
state to the pursuit of wisdom, %o the kpowledge of
what is good and right does not function es a real
stotesmen snd philosopher if his efforts are directed
on "unlinitted wealth er at ean imperisl domination®.?

~ The state is an educetioanl institution

end helps the individusl %o develop the best #wt is
in hiwself. From this point of view ary individusl
or state believing that pleasure, power and wealth
would have been sufficient for mwen heppiness ere
at the midst of & great wmistake. This had been the.
come with vany of the Athenien leaders. IHemce in
Gorgias it is cleimed by Scerates thet neither of
the leaders from Themistocles to Pericles hsd the
proper knowledge of the Geood. The severs condeme
mtions ageinst these leaders were due to the fact
that M@y are eamaﬁw«i by Boerates &s baxﬂg the

%f;.z;;, %@zfmm E’l&'@@ fm York, 1956/, g.IIE

%5, Gornford, The Republic of Plato Z@z;fm‘ﬁ, 1924/,
|  p.207
d1bid., p.207
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servants of the state. Socrates claims that they hed
filled the eity with ships, docks etc., but not with
righteousness or justice. They made Athens powerful
and wealthy but they did nothing for the moral of the
' people. Hence they were no more than the body servants
of the state. Like the confectioner they had served

to please the people and therefore they were far from
being real physicians of the state, and real statesmen.

We see in lieno a somewhat similer passage
to that in Gorgiss. Taken by itself the ciiticism in
Gorgias presents a possible doubt about its suthorship
but the dielogue b@twesn. Anytus and Socrates, in lieno,
assures us that Seerates had infact spoker in Athens
about the leaders of the Athenien democracy in the same
wey as he is made to speak in Jorgias. In Memo, Socrates
criticises Pericles and other leaders for their lack
of the knowledge of the Good. The answer of Anytus to
Socrates is that he should betier not speak as such
about the mational heros. If we remewber Seocrates!
condemnastion by the restored democracy it will be quite
eyident that Qﬁe of the reasons why he was brought to
trial wes possibly the way he used to spesk about the
leaders and govermment in Athems, Therefore it is
likely that the judgements on the democratic 1&&&@:3,
in Gorgias , belongs to Scorates as well, :

Later works of Plato. The later works of
Flato such as Politics and the Lews written several
yeers leter than Socrates' execution are free from
Socratic influence and this is one resson why in such
| later works of Plato we dont find any severe judgements
on democracy. It is also true that in these later
dialogues Plato even sympathises with democracy.
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