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Socratic method Perhaps his most important contribution to Western thought is his dialectic method of
inquiry, known as the Socratic method or method of "elenchus", which he largely applied to the examination
of key moral concepts such as the Good and Justice. It was first described by Plato in the Socratic Dialogues.
To solve a problem, it would be broken down into a series of questions, the answers to which gradually distill
the answer a person would seek. The Socratic method has often been considered as a defining element of
American legal education. The Socratic method is a negative method of hypothesis elimination, in that better
hypotheses are found by steadily identifying and eliminating those that lead to contradictions. An alternative
interpretation of the dialectic is that it is a method for direct perception of the Form of the Good. Little in the
way of concrete evidence exists to demarcate the two. The lengthy presentation of ideas given in most of the
dialogues may be the ideas of Socrates himself, but which have been subsequently deformed or changed by
Plato, and some scholars think Plato so adapted the Socratic style as to make the literary character and the
philosopher himself impossible to distinguish. Others argue that he did have his own theories and beliefs.
Consequently, distinguishing the philosophical beliefs of Socrates from those of Plato and Xenophon has not
proven easy, so it must be remembered that what is attributed to Socrates might actually be more the specific
concerns of these two thinkers instead. The matter is complicated because the historical Socrates seems to
have been notorious for asking questions but not answering, claiming to lack wisdom concerning the subjects
about which he questioned others. When he is on trial for heresy and corrupting the minds of the youth of
Athens, he uses his method of elenchos to demonstrate to the jurors that their moral values are wrong-headed.
He tells them they are concerned with their families, careers, and political responsibilities when they ought to
be worried about the "welfare of their souls". Socrates also questioned the Sophistic doctrine that arete virtue
can be taught. He liked to observe that successful fathers such as the prominent military general Pericles did
not produce sons of their own quality. Socrates argued that moral excellence was more a matter of divine
bequest than parental nurture. This belief may have contributed to his lack of anxiety about the future of his
own sons. Also, according to A. According to Xenophon, he was a teleologist who held that god arranges
everything for the best. He mentions several influences: Prodicus the rhetor and Anaxagoras the philosopher.
Perhaps surprisingly, Socrates claims to have been deeply influenced by two women besides his mother: The
following are among the so-called Socratic paradoxes: No one errs or does wrong willingly or knowingly.
Virtue is sufficient for happiness. Therefore, Socrates is claiming to know about the art of love, insofar as he
knows how to ask questions. For his part as a philosophical interlocutor, he leads his respondent to a clearer
conception of wisdom, although he claims he is not himself a teacher Apology. Perhaps significantly, he
points out that midwives are barren due to age, and women who have never given birth are unable to become
midwives; they would have no experience or knowledge of birth and would be unable to separate the worthy
infants from those that should be left on the hillside to be exposed. To judge this, the midwife must have
experience and knowledge of what she is judging. These virtues represented the most important qualities for a
person to have, foremost of which were the philosophical or intellectual virtues. Socrates stressed that " the
unexamined life is not worth living [and] ethical virtue is the only thing that matters. It was not only Athenian
democracy: Socrates found short of ideal any government that did not conform to his presentation of a perfect
regime led by philosophers, and Athenian government was far from that. The Tyrants ruled for about a year
before the Athenian democracy was reinstated, at which point it declared an amnesty for all recent events. He
believed he was a philosopher engaged in the pursuit of Truth, and did not claim to know it fully. It is often
claimed much of the anti-democratic leanings are from Plato, who was never able to overcome his disgust at
what was done to his teacher. In any case, it is clear Socrates thought the rule of the Thirty Tyrants was also
objectionable; when called before them to assist in the arrest of a fellow Athenian, Socrates refused and
narrowly escaped death before the Tyrants were overthrown. He did, however, fulfill his duty to serve as
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Prytanis when a trial of a group of Generals who presided over a disastrous naval campaign were judged; even
then, he maintained an uncompromising attitude, being one of those who refused to proceed in a manner not
supported by the laws, despite intense pressure. Irvine argues that it was because of his loyalty to Athenian
democracy that Socrates was willing to accept the verdict of his fellow citizens. As Irvine puts it, "During a
time of war and great social and intellectual upheaval, Socrates felt compelled to express his views openly,
regardless of the consequences. As a result, he is remembered today, not only for his sharp wit and high
ethical standards, but also for his loyalty to the view that in a democracy the best way for a man to serve
himself, his friends, and his cityâ€”even during times of warâ€”is by being loyal to, and by speaking publicly
about, the truth. In the Symposium, Socrates credits his speech on the philosophic path to his teacher, the
priestess Diotima , who is not even sure if Socrates is capable of reaching the highest mysteries. Further
confusions result from the nature of these sources, insofar as the Platonic Dialogues are arguably the work of
an artist-philosopher, whose meaning does not volunteer itself to the passive reader nor again the lifelong
scholar. According to Olympiodorus the Younger in his Life of Plato, [] Plato himself "received instruction
from the writers of tragedy" before taking up the study of philosophy. These indirect methods may fail to
satisfy some readers. It was this sign that prevented Socrates from entering into politics. In the Phaedrus, we
are told Socrates considered this to be a form of "divine madness", the sort of insanity that is a gift from the
gods and gives us poetry , mysticism , love , and even philosophy itself. Today, such a voice would be
classified under the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders as a command hallucination. In the
play, Socrates is ridiculed for his dirtiness, which is associated with the Laconizing fad; also in plays by
Callias , Eupolis , and Telecleides. Other comic poets who lampooned Socrates include Mnesimachus and
Ameipsias. In all of these, Socrates and the Sophists were criticized for "the moral dangers inherent in
contemporary thought and literature". Prose sources Plato, Xenophon, and Aristotle are the main sources for
the historical Socrates; however, Xenophon and Plato were students of Socrates, and they may idealize him;
however, they wrote the only extended descriptions of Socrates that have come down to us in their complete
form. Aristotle refers frequently, but in passing, to Socrates in his writings. Although his Apology is a
monologue delivered by Socrates, it is usually grouped with the Dialogues. The Apology professes to be a
record of the actual speech Socrates delivered in his own defense at the trial. In the Athenian jury system, an
"apology" is composed of three parts: Plato generally does not place his own ideas in the mouth of a specific
speaker; he lets ideas emerge via the Socratic Method , under the guidance of Socrates. Most of the dialogues
present Socrates applying this method to some extent, but nowhere as completely as in the Euthyphro. What is
the pious, and what the impious? The soul , before its incarnation in the body, was in the realm of Ideas very
similar to the Platonic "Forms". There, it saw things the way they truly are, rather than the pale shadows or
copies we experience on earth. By a process of questioning, the soul can be brought to remember the ideas in
their pure form, thus bringing wisdom. Cyrenaics Immediately, the students of Socrates set to work both on
exercising their perceptions of his teachings in politics and also on developing many new philosophical
schools of thought. Aristotle himself was as much of a philosopher as he was a scientist with extensive work
in the fields of biology and physics.

Page 2

DOWNLOAD PDF SOCRATES BOOKS
Chapter 2 : Plato's Socrates - Thomas C. Brickhouse, Nicholas D. Smith - Google Books
Socrates was an Athenian citizen, executed by hemlock poisoning in BC, at the age of He was the son of a stonemason,
Sophroniscus, and a midwife, Phainarete, who lived all his life in Athens, only leaving the city on rare occasions on
military campaign. His life was lived in the.

His search was so radical, charismatic and counterintuitive that he become famous throughout the
Mediterranean. Men â€” particularly young men â€” flocked to hear him speak. Some were inspired to imitate
his ascetic habits. They wore their hair long, their feet bare, their cloaks torn. He charmed a city; soldiers,
prostitutes, merchants, aristocrats â€” all would come to listen. As Cicero eloquently put it, "He brought
philosophy down from the skies. But then things started to turn ugly. His glittering city-state suffered horribly
in foreign and civil wars. The economy crashed; year in, year out, men came home dead; the population
starved; the political landscape was turned upside down. And so, on a spring morning in BC, the first
democratic court in the story of mankind summoned the year-old philosopher to the dock on two charges: The
accused was found guilty. The man was Socrates, the philosopher from ancient Athens and arguably the true
father of western thought. Not bad, given his humble origins. The son of a stonemason, born around BC,
Socrates was famously odd. In a city that made a cult of physical beauty an exquisite face was thought to
reveal an inner nobility of spirit the philosopher was disturbingly ugly. Socrates had a pot-belly, a weird walk,
swivelling eyes and hairy hands. As he grew up in a suburb of Athens, the city seethed with creativity â€” he
witnessed the Greek miracle at first-hand. This "demon" would come to him during strange episodes when the
philosopher stood still, staring for hours. We think now he probably suffered from catalepsy, a nervous
condition that causes muscular rigidity. He lived in a city-state that was for the first time working out what
role true democracy should play in human society. His hometown â€” successful, cash-rich â€” was in danger
of being swamped by its own vigorous quest for beautiful objects, new experiences, foreign coins. The
philosopher also lived through and fought in debilitating wars, declared under the banner of demos-kratia â€”
people power, democracy. The Peloponnesian conflict of the fifth century against Sparta and her allies was
criticised by many contemporaries as being "without just cause". Although some in the region willingly took
up this new idea of democratic politics, others were forced by Athens to love it at the point of a sword.
Socrates questioned such blind obedience to an ideology. For Socrates, the pursuit of knowledge was as
essential as the air we breathe. Rather than a brainiac grey-beard, we should think of him as his
contemporaries knew him: According to his biographers Plato and Xenophon , Socrates did not just search for
the meaning of life, but the meaning of our own lives. He asked fundamental questions of human existence.
What makes us happy? What makes us good? How should we best live our lives? Socrates saw the problems
of the modern world coming; and he would certainly have something to say about how we live today. He was
anxious about the emerging power of the written word over face-to-face contact. The Athenian agora was his
teaching room. Here he would jump on unsuspecting passersby, as Xenophon records. The young man
responded politely. With the same pleasant manner, the young man told Socrates where to get wine. The
young man was puzzled and unable to answer. When psychologists today talk of the danger for the next
generation of too much keyboard and texting time, Socrates would have flashed one of his infuriating "I told
you so" smiles. Our modern passion for fact-collection and box-ticking rather than a deep comprehension of
the world around us would have horrified him too. What was the point, he said, of cataloguing the world
without loving it? Socrates was withering when it came to a polished rhetorical performance. For him a
powerful, substanceless argument was a disgusting thing: Interestingly, the TV debate experiment would have
seemed old hat. Public debate and political competition agon was the Greek word, which gives us our "agony"
were the norm in democratic Athens. Every male citizen over the age of 18 was a politician. Each could
present himself in the open-air assembly up on the Pnyx to raise issues for discussion or to vote. Through a
complicated system of lots, ordinary men might be made the equivalent of heads of state for a year; home
secretary or foreign minister for the space of a day. Those who preferred a private to a public life were labelled
idiotes hence our word idiot. Socrates died when Golden Age Athens â€” an ambitious, radical, visionary
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city-state â€” had triumphed as a leader of the world, and then over-reached herself and begun to crumble. His
unusual personal piety, his guru-like attraction to the young men of the city, suddenly seemed to have a
sinister tinge. And although Athens adored the notion of freedom of speech the city even named one of its
warships Parrhesia after the concept , the population had yet to resolve how far freedom of expression ratified
a freedom to offend. When the city was feeling strong, the quirky philosopher could be tolerated. But, overrun
by its enemies, starving, and with the ideology of democracy itself in question, the Athenians took a more
fundamentalist view. A confident society can ask questions of itself; when it is fragile, it fears them. His
influence in Islamic culture is often overlooked â€” in the Middle East and North Africa, from the 11th
century onwards, his ideas were said to refresh and nourish, "like. So it seems a shame that, for many, Socrates
has become a remote, lofty kind of a figure. When Socrates finally stood up to face his charges in front of his
fellow citizens in a religious court in the Athenian agora, he articulated one of the great pities of human
society. Rumour never disappears entirely once people have indulged her. It was a slide in public opinion and
the uncertainty of a traumatised age that brought Socrates to the hemlock. Not to hide behind the hatred of a
herd, the roar of the crowd, but to aim, hard as it might be, towards the "good" life.
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Online shopping from a great selection at Books Store. Socrates is a licensed architect, public speaker, relationship
blogger, partner and father having never anticipated becoming any of these, but there he finds himself.

The Socrates of the Theaetetus looks more like the Socrates of the Apology than the Socrates of the Republic,
which many think was written between the Apology and the Theaetetus. The Socrates of the Republic is in
control, and takes the main role in the elaboration of what is said; and although what is said there is often
marked as tentative or provisional, the dialogue is not one that ends in impasse, or aporia. The Theaetetus, by
contrast, provides what seems to be a thoroughgoing impasse, and descriptively reminds us of the represented
figure of Socrates as we saw him in The Apology and some of the earlier works. But that makes us think
rather harder about the Theaetetus itself â€” how it is constructed and whether the Socratic representation is
here integrated with the heavy-duty arguments about knowledge. So this opening offers a theme and variations
on the figure of Socrates offered by the Apology, or the Euthyphro, or the Laches, focussing on how we go
about philosophical discussion, how we tackle philosophical enquiry, and how we engage with each other.
Then some even more dense argumentation on knowledge and belief ends the dialogue in a final impasse. And
why does Plato â€” interested as he clearly is in the representation of a philosopher, whether an historical
figure or a stereotype â€” juxtapose that rich material here to the highly abstract discussions of knowledge and
reality. We seem to have a series of different paradigms here, some of them identified with Socrates and some
identified with other figures Socrates produces for us â€” but all of them are somehow inconclusive. The
inconclusiveness of these models of philosophy mirrors the inconclusiveness of the dialogue, and invites the
reader to think not only about knowledge and ignorance, and how we are disposed towards them, but returns
us, in the figures of the philosophers, to the question of how that sort of inquiry is, or should be a part of a life.
The Theaetetus is the most extraordinary version of that. I think it may be undermined, though, by the features
of the Theaetetus I was mentioning, as well as by the connections between the Theaetetus and other dialogues
â€” Apology, Phaedo, Republic, for example. How best to live? But reflectiveness like this is not the same as
scepticism â€” the running puzzles and impasses and uncertainties of the dialogues, and of the figures
represented in the dialogues, are not, I think, just an enormously sophisticated system of scepticism. Rather
Plato repeatedly puts the paradigm of knowledge, of philosophy up and makes us see how the paradigm might
fail. The purpose of that, in my view, is to make us think about the paradigm, rather than make us think that
knowledge is impossible and that we should just go and sit in a barrel. There is a lot more of the second in
Plato than we might think or the tradition would have us believe. Indeed, he often sets up a critical relation
between one dialogue and another, again perhaps to make us reflect on the arguments and claims they offer,
rather than to demand commitment to some particular thesis or another. So it may be well worth thinking
about a triangular relation between the figure of the philosopher in The Apology, the Socrates figure of the
Republic, and the two philosopher figures given in the Theaetetus, in the context of the Theaetetus question
about whether we understand what knowing is, the conditions we put on knowledge: You get stuck trying to
give a general account of what, for example, beauty is, but Socrates suggests conditions that must be put on
the answer. One of the things that Plato makes clear in the process is that that is largely what philosophy does:
Philosophical enterprise is at that level:
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Socrates (/ Ëˆ s É’ k r É™ t iË• z /; Ancient Greek: Î£Ï‰ÎºÏ•á¾°Ì•Ï„Î·Ï‚, translit. SÅ•krÃ¡tÄ“s, [sÉ”Ë•krÃ¡tÉ›Ë•s]; c. - BC)
was a classical Greek philosopher credited as one of the founders of Western philosophy, and as being the first moral
philosopher, of the Western ethical tradition of thought.

The extant sources agree that Socrates was profoundly ugly, resembling a satyr more than a manâ€”and
resembling not at all the statues that turned up later in ancient times and now grace Internet sites and the
covers of books. He had wide-set, bulging eyes that darted sideways and enabled him, like a crab, to see not
only what was straight ahead, but what was beside him as well; a flat, upturned nose with flaring nostrils; and
large fleshy lips like an ass. Socrates let his hair grow long, Spartan-style even while Athens and Sparta were
at war , and went about barefoot and unwashed, carrying a stick and looking arrogant. Something was peculiar
about his gait as well, sometimes described as a swagger so intimidating that enemy soldiers kept their
distance. He was impervious to the effects of alcohol and cold weather, but this made him an object of
suspicion to his fellow soldiers on campaign. We can safely assume an average height since no one mentions
it at all , and a strong build, given the active life he appears to have led. Against the iconic tradition of a
pot-belly, Socrates and his companions are described as going hungry Aristophanes, Birds â€” In the late fifth
century B. Although many citizens lived by their labor in a wide variety of occupations, they were expected to
spend much of their leisure time, if they had any, busying themselves with the affairs of the city. Other forms
of higher education were also known in Athens: One of the things that seemed strange about Socrates is that
he neither labored to earn a living, nor participated voluntarily in affairs of state. Rather, he embraced poverty
and, although youths of the city kept company with him and imitated him, Socrates adamantly insisted he was
not a teacher Plato, Apology 33aâ€”b and refused all his life to take money for what he did. The strangeness of
this behavior is mitigated by the image then current of teachers and students: Because Socrates was no
transmitter of information that others were passively to receive, he resists the comparison to teachers. Rather,
he helped others recognize on their own what is real, true, and good Plato, Meno, Theaetetus â€”a new, and
thus suspect, approach to education. He was known for confusing, stinging and stunning his conversation
partners into the unpleasant experience of realizing their own ignorance, a state sometimes superseded by
genuine intellectual curiosity. Socrates claimed to have learned rhetoric from Aspasia of Miletus, the de facto
spouse of Pericles Plato, Menexenus ; and to have learned erotics from the priestess Diotima of Mantinea
Plato, Symposium. Socrates was unconventional in a related respect. Athenian citizen males of the upper
social classes did not marry until they were at least thirty, and Athenian females were poorly educated and
kept sequestered until puberty, when they were given in marriage by their fathers. It was assumed among
Athenians that mature men would find youths sexually attractive, and such relationships were conventionally
viewed as beneficial to both parties by family and friends alike. A degree of hypocrisy or denial , however,
was implied by the arrangement: What was odd about Socrates is that, although he was no exception to the
rule of finding youths attractive Plato, Charmides d, Protagoras aâ€”b; Xenophon, Symposium 4. Socrates also
acknowledged a rather strange personal phenomenon, a daimonion or internal voice that prohibited his doing
certain things, some trivial and some important, often unrelated to matters of right and wrong thus not to be
confused with the popular notions of a superego or a conscience. The implication that he was guided by
something he regarded as divine or semi-divine was all the more reason for other Athenians to be suspicious
of Socrates. Socrates was usually to be found in the marketplace and other public areas, conversing with a
variety of different peopleâ€”young and old, male and female, slave and free, rich and poorâ€”that is, with
virtually anyone he could persuade to join with him in his question-and-answer mode of probing serious
matters. Socrates pursued this task single-mindedly, questioning people about what matters most, e. He did
this regardless of whether his respondents wanted to be questioned or resisted him. Who was Socrates really?
The difficulties are increased because all those who knew and wrote about Socrates lived before any
standardization of modern categories of, or sensibilities about, what constitutes historical accuracy or poetic
license. All authors present their own interpretations of the personalities and lives of their characters, whether
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they mean to or not, whether they write fiction or biography or philosophy if the philosophy they write has
characters , so other criteria must be introduced for deciding among the contending views of who Socrates
really was. One thing is certain about the historical Socrates: His comedy, Clouds, was produced in when the
other two writers of our extant sources, Xenophon and Plato, were infants. In the play, the character Socrates
heads a Think-o-Rama in which young men study the natural world, from insects to stars, and study slick
argumentative techniques as well, lacking all respect for the Athenian sense of propriety. The actor wearing
the mask of Socrates makes fun of the traditional gods of Athens lines â€”48, , â€”24 , mimicked later by the
young protagonist, and gives naturalistic explanations of phenomena Athenians viewed as divinely directed
lines â€”33; cf. Theaetetus e, câ€”d, eâ€”a; Phaedo 96aâ€”a. Worst of all, he teaches dishonest techniques for
avoiding repayment of debt lines â€” and encourages young men to beat their parents into submission lines
â€” Thus, what had seemed comical a quarter century earlier, Socrates hanging in a basket on-stage, talking
nonsense, was ominous in memory by then. Comedy by its very nature is a tricky source for information about
anyone. A good reason to believe that the representation of Socrates is not merely comic exaggeration but
systematically misleading is that Clouds amalgamates in one character, Socrates, features now well known to
be unique to other particular fifth-century intellectuals Dover , xxxii-lvii. That Socrates eschewed any earning
potential in philosophy does not seem to have been significant to the great writer of comedies. Aristophanes
did not stop accusing Socrates in when Clouds placed third behind another play in which Socrates was
mentioned as barefoot; rather, he soon began writing a revision, which he published but never produced.
Aristophanes appears to have given up on reviving Clouds in about , but his attacks on Socrates continued.
Xenophon was a practical man whose ability to recognize philosophical issues is almost imperceptible, so it is
plausible that his Socrates appears as such a practical and helpful advisor because that is the side of Socrates
Xenophon witnessed. Although Xenophon tends to moralize and does not follow the superior conventions
introduced by Thucydides, still it is sometimes argued that, having had no philosophical axes to grind,
Xenophon may have presented a more accurate portrait of Socrates than Plato does. But two considerations
have always weakened that claim: He left Athens in on an expedition to Persia and, for a variety of reasons
mercenary service for Thracians and Spartans; exile , never resided in Athens again. And now a third is in
order. Plato was about twenty-five when Socrates was tried and executed, and had probably known the old
man most of his life. The extant sources agree that Socrates was often to be found where youths of the city
spent their time. The dialogues have dramatic dates that fall into place as one learns more about their
characters and, despite incidental anachronisms, it turns out that there is more realism in the dialogues than
most have suspected. It does not follow, however, that Plato represented the views and methods of Socrates or
anyone, for that matter as he recalled them, much less as they were originally uttered. There are a number of
cautions and caveats that should be in place from the start. Even when a specific festival or other reference
fixes the season or month of a dialogue, or birth of a character, one should imagine a margin of error.
Although it becomes obnoxious to use circa or plus-minus everywhere, the ancients did not require or desire
contemporary precision in these matters. All the children born during a full year, for example, had the same
nominal birthday, accounting for the conversation at Lysis b, odd by contemporary standards, in which two
boys disagree about who is the elder. This is a way of asking a popular question, Why do history of
philosophy? One might reply that our study of some of our philosophical predecessors is intrinsically valuable,
philosophically enlightening and satisfying. The truly great philosophers, and Plato was one of them, are still
capable of becoming our companions in philosophical conversation, our dialectical partners. Because he
addressed timeless, universal, fundamental questions with insight and intelligence, our own understanding of
such questions is heightened. That explains Plato, one might say, but where is Socrates in this picture? Is he
interesting merely as a predecessor to Plato? That again is the Socratic problem. Inconsistencies among the
dialogues seem to demand explanation, though not all philosophers have thought so Shorey Most famously,
the Parmenides attacks various theories of forms that the Republic, Symposium, and Phaedo develop and
defend. In some dialogues e. There are differences on smaller matters as well. A related problem is that some
of the dialogues appear to develop positions familiar from other philosophical traditions e. Three centuries of
efforts to solve the Socratic problem are summarized in the following supplementary document:
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Contemporary efforts recycle bits and piecesâ€”including the failuresâ€”of these older attempts. The
Twentieth Century Until relatively recently in modern times, it was hoped that confident elimination of what
could be ascribed purely to Socrates would leave standing a coherent set of doctrines attributable to Plato who
appears nowhere in the dialogues as a speaker. Many philosophers, inspired by the nineteenth century scholar
Eduard Zeller, expect the greatest philosophers to promote grand, impenetrable schemes. Nothing of the sort
was possible for Socrates, so it remained for Plato to be assigned all the positive doctrines that could be
extracted from the dialogues. In the latter half of the twentieth century, however, there was a resurgence of
interest in who Socrates was and what his own views and methods were. The result is a narrower, but no less
contentious, Socratic problem. Two strands of interpretation dominated views of Socrates in the twentieth
century Griswold ; Klagge and Smith Although there has been some healthy cross-pollination and growth
since the mid s, the two were so hostile to one another for so long that the bulk of the secondary literature on
Socrates, including translations peculiar to each, still divides into two camps, hardly reading one another: The
literary-contextual study of Socrates, like hermeneutics more generally, uses the tools of literary
criticismâ€”typically interpreting one complete dialogue at a time; its European origins are traced to
Heidegger and earlier to Nietzsche and Kierkegaard. The analytic study of Socrates, like analytic philosophy
more generally, is fueled by the arguments in the textsâ€”typically addressing a single argument or set of
arguments, whether in a single text or across texts; its origins are in the Anglo-American philosophical
tradition. Hans-Georg Gadamer â€” was the doyen of the hermeneutic strand, and Gregory Vlastos â€” of the
analytic. Thus terms, arguments, characters, and in fact all elements in the dialogues should be addressed in
their literary context. For both varieties of contextualism, the Platonic dialogues are like a brilliant
constellation whose separate stars naturally require separate focus. Marking the maturity of the literary
contextualist tradition in the early twenty-first century is a greater diversity of approaches and an attempt to be
more internally critical see Hyland Analytic developmentalism[ 6 ] Beginning in the s, Vlastos , 45â€”80
recommended a set of mutually supportive premises that together provide a plausible framework in the
analytic tradition for Socratic philosophy as a pursuit distinct from Platonic philosophy. The evidence Vlastos
uses varies for this claim, but is of several types: Finally, Plato puts into the mouth of Socrates only what Plato
himself believes at the time he writes each dialogue. The result of applying the premises is a firm list
contested, of course, by others of ten theses held by Socrates, all of which are incompatible with the
corresponding ten theses held by Plato , 47â€” Many analytic ancient philosophers in the late twentieth
century mined the gold Vlastos had uncovered, and many of those who were productive in the
developmentalist vein in the early days went on to constructive work of their own see Bibliography. To use
them in that way is to announce in advance the results of a certain interpretation of the dialogues and to
canonize that interpretation under the guise of a presumably objective order of compositionâ€”when in fact no
such order is objectively known. And it thereby risks prejudicing an unwary reader against the fresh,
individual reading that these works demand. As in any peace agreement, it takes some time for all the
combatants to accept that the conflict has endedâ€”but that is where we are. In short, one is now more free to
answer, Who was Socrates really? In the smaller column on the right are dates of major events and persons
familiar from fifth century Athenian history. Although the dates are as precise as allowed by the facts, some
are estimated and controversial Nails When Socrates was born in , a Persian invasion had been decisively
repulsed at Plataea, and the Delian League that would grow into the Athenian empire had already been
formed. Assuming that his stoneworker father, Sophroniscus, kept to the conventions, he carried the infant
around the hearth, thereby formally admitting him into the family, five days after he was born, named him on
the tenth day, presented him to his phratry a regional hereditary association and took responsibility for
socializing him into the various institutions proper to an Athenian male. Athens was a city of numerous
festivals, competitions, and celebrations, including the Panathenaea which attracted visitors to the city from
throughout the Mediterranean. Like the Olympics, the Panathenaea was celebrated with special splendor at
four-year intervals. After an initial battle, a long siege reduced the population to cannibalism before it
surrendered Thucydides 2. As the army made its way home, it engaged in battle near Spartolus and suffered
heavy losses Thucydides 2.
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I assume you are referring to the best books on Socrates, and not his best books. There are three that stand out for me:
The Trial and Death of Socrates by Plato. This is the combination of four dialogues detailing the end of Socrates life.

The Latin form elenchus plural elenchi is used in English as the technical philosophical term. According to
Vlastos, [5] it has the following steps: Socrates then argues, and the interlocutor agrees, that these further
premises imply the contrary of the original thesis; in this case, it leads to: One elenctic examination can lead to
a new, more refined, examination of the concept being considered, in this case it invites an examination of the
claim: Most Socratic inquiries consist of a series of elenchi and typically end in puzzlement known as aporia.
Having shown that a proposed thesis is false is insufficient to conclude that some other competing thesis must
be true. Rather, the interlocutors have reached aporia , an improved state of still not knowing what to say
about the subject under discussion. The exact nature of the elenchus is subject to a great deal of debate, in
particular concerning whether it is a positive method, leading to knowledge, or a negative method used solely
to refute false claims to knowledge. Guthrie in The Greek Philosophers sees it as an error to regard the
Socratic method as a means by which one seeks the answer to a problem, or knowledge. Guthrie writes,
"[Socrates] was accustomed to say that he did not himself know anything, and that the only way in which he
was wiser than other men was that he was conscious of his own ignorance, while they were not. The essence
of the Socratic method is to convince the interlocutor that whereas he thought he knew something, in fact he
does not. Such an examination challenged the implicit moral beliefs of the interlocutors, bringing out
inadequacies and inconsistencies in their beliefs, and usually resulting in aporia. In view of such inadequacies,
Socrates himself professed his ignorance, but others still claimed to have knowledge. Socrates believed that
his awareness of his ignorance made him wiser than those who, though ignorant, still claimed knowledge.
While this belief seems paradoxical at first glance, it in fact allowed Socrates to discover his own errors where
others might assume they were correct. This claim was known by the anecdote of the Delphic oracular
pronouncement that Socrates was the wisest of all men. Or, rather, that no man was wiser than Socrates.
Socrates used this claim of wisdom as the basis of his moral exhortation. Accordingly, he claimed that the
chief goodness consists in the caring of the soul concerned with moral truth and moral understanding, that
"wealth does not bring goodness, but goodness brings wealth and every other blessing, both to the individual
and to the state", and that "life without examination [dialogue] is not worth living". It is with this in mind that
the Socratic method is employed. Socrates rarely used the method to actually develop consistent theories,
instead using myth to explain them. Instead of arriving at answers, the method was used to break down the
theories we hold, to go "beyond" the axioms and postulates we take for granted. Therefore, myth and the
Socratic method are not meant by Plato to be incompatible; they have different purposes, and are often
described as the "left hand" and "right hand" paths to good and wisdom. Socratic Circles[ edit ] A Socratic
Circle also known as a Socratic Seminar is a pedagogical approach based on the Socratic method and uses a
dialogic approach to understand information in a text. Its systematic procedure is used to examine a text
through questions and answers founded on the beliefs that all new knowledge is connected to prior knowledge,
that all thinking comes from asking questions, and that asking one question should lead to asking further
questions. The inner circle focuses on exploring and analysing the text through the act of questioning and
answering. During this phase, the outer circle remains silent. Students in the outer circle are much like
scientific observers watching and listening to the conversation of the inner circle. When the text has been fully
discussed and the inner circle is finished talking, the outer circle provides feedback on the dialogue that took
place. This process alternates with the inner circle students going to the outer circle for the next meeting and
vice versa. The length of this process varies depending on the text used for the discussion. The teacher may
decide to alternate groups within one meeting, or they may alternate at each separate meeting. In Socratic
Circles the students lead the discussion and questioning. The structure it takes may look different in each
classroom. While this is not an exhaustive list, teachers may use one of the following structures to administer
Socratic Seminar: Students need to be arranged in inner and outer circles. The inner circle engages in
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discussion about the text. The outer circle observes the inner circle, while taking notes. Students use
constructive criticism as opposed to making judgements. The students on the outside keep track of topics they
would like to discuss as part of the debrief. Participants of the outer circle can use an observation checklist or
notes form to monitor the participants in the inner circle. These tools will provide structure for listening and
give the outside members specific details to discuss later in the seminar. Pilots are the speakers because they
are in the inner circle; co-pilots are in the outer circle and only speak during consultation. The seminar
proceeds as any other seminar. At a point in the seminar, the facilitator pauses the discussion and instructs the
triad to talk to each other. Conversation will be about topics that need more in-depth discussion or a question
posed by the leader. Sometimes triads will be asked by the facilitator to come up with a new question. Only
during that time is the switching of seats allowed. This structure allows for students to speak, who may not yet
have the confidence to speak in the large group. This type of seminar involves all students instead of just the
students in the inner and outer circles. Students are arranged in multiple small groups and placed as far as
possible from each other. Following the guidelines of the Socratic Seminar, students engage in small group
discussions. According to the literature, this type of seminar is beneficial for teachers who want students to
explore a variety of texts around a main issue or topic. A larger Socratic Seminar can then occur as a
discussion about how each text corresponds with one another. Simultaneous Seminars can also be used for a
particularly difficult text. Students can work through different issues and key passages from the text. The
seminars encourage students to work together, creating meaning from the text and to stay away from trying to
find a correct interpretation. The emphasis is on critical and creative thinking. Furthermore, the seminar text
enables the participants to create a level playing field â€” ensuring that the dialogical tone within the
classroom remains consistent and pure to the subject or topic at hand.
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Why should we be just? Book I sets up these challenges. Yet he offers no definition of his own, and the
discussion ends in aporiaâ€”a deadlock, where no further progress is possible and the interlocutors feel less
sure of their beliefs than they had at the start of the conversation. The Republic moves beyond this deadlock.
Nine more books follow, and Socrates develops a rich and complex theory of justice. On the road, the three
travelers are waylaid by Adeimantus, another brother of Plato, and the young nobleman Polemarchus, who
convinces them to take a detour to his house. Socrates and the elderly man begin a discussion on the merits of
old age. This discussion quickly turns to the subject of justice. Cephalus, a rich, well-respected elder of the
city, and host to the group, is the first to offer a definition of justice. Cephalus acts as spokesman for the Greek
tradition. His definition of justice is an attempt to articulate the basic Hesiodic conception: Socrates defeats
this formulation with a counterexample: You owe the madman his weapon in some sense if it belongs to him
legally, and yet this would be an unjust act, since it would jeopardize the lives of others. So it cannot be the
case that justice is nothing more than honoring legal obligations and being honest. At this point, Cephalus
excuses himself to see to some sacrifices, and his son Polemarchus takes over the argument for him. He lays
out a new definition of justice: Though this definition may seem different from that suggested by Cephalus,
they are closely related. They share the underlying imperative of rendering to each what is due and of giving
to each what is appropriate. Socrates reveals many inconsistencies in this view. He points out that, because our
judgment concerning friends and enemies is fallible, this credo will lead us to harm the good and help the bad.
We are not always friends with the most virtuous individuals, nor are our enemies always the scum of society.
Socrates points out that there is some incoherence in the idea of harming people through justice. All this
serves as an introduction to Thrasymachus, the Sophist. Thrasymachus shows us the nefarious result of this
confusion: Thrasymachus, breaking angrily into the discussion, declares that he has a better definition of
justice to offer. Justice, he says, is nothing more than the advantage of the stronger. Though Thrasymachus
claims that this is his definition, it is not really meant as a definition of justice as much as it is a
delegitimization of justice. He is saying that it does not pay to be just. Just behavior works to the advantage of
other people, not to the person who behaves justly. Thrasymachus assumes here that justice is the unnatural
restraint on our natural desire to have more. Justice is a convention imposed on us, and it does not benefit us to
adhere to it. The rational thing to do is ignore justice entirely.
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