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PLATO.

CHAPTER XIIL
ALKIBIADES 1. AND IIL

ALKIBIADES I.—ON THE NATURE oF MaN.

THIs dialogue is carried on between Sokrates and Alkibiades.
It introduces Alkibiades as about twenty years of age,
" having just passed through the period of youth, and supposed in
about to enter on the privileges and duties of a citizen. }
The real dispositions and circumstances of the his- Persons—
torical Alkibiades (magnificent personal beauty, and Alki-
stature, and strength, high faxmly and connections,— Dlades.
great wealth already possessed, since his father had died when he
was a child,—a full measure of education and accomplishments—
together with exorbitant ambition and insolence, derived from
such accumulated advantages) are brought to view in the opening
address of Sokrates. Alkibiades, during the years of youth
which he had just passed, had been surrounded by admirers who
tried to render themselves acceptable to him, but whom he
repelled with indifference, and even with scorn. Sokrates had
been among them, constantly present and near to Alkibiades, but
without ever addressing a word to him. The youthful beauty
being now exchanged for. manhood, all these admirers had
retired; and Sokrates alone.remains. His - attachment is to
Alkibiades himself :—to. promise of mind rather than to. attrac-
tions of person. Sokrates has been always hitherto restrained,
. ’ ——1 S . PR



2 ALKIBIADES I. AND IL Cuap. XII.

by his divine sign or Demon, from speaking to Alkibiades. But
this prohibition has now been removed ; and he accosts him for
the first time, in the full belief that he shall be able to give
improving counsel, essential to the success of that political career
upon which the youth is about to enter.?

You are about to enter on public life (says Sokrates to Alki-
Exorbitant Piades) with the most inordinate aspirations for glory
hopesand  and aggrandisement. You not only thirst for the

ticalam- < eps .

itionof  acquisition of ascendancy such as Perikles possesses
Alkibiades. 5¢ Athens, but your ambition will not be satisfied
unless you fill Asia with your renown, and put yourself upon
a level with Cyrus and Xerxes. Now such aspirations cannot
be gratified except through my assistance. I do not deal in
long discourses such as you have been accustomed to hear from
others : I shall put to you only some short interrogatories, re-
quiring nothing more than answers to my questions.?

Sokr.—You are about to step forward as adviser of the public
Questions  assembly. Upon what pointsdo you intend to advise
'g‘;g{e& iyn them? Upon points which you know better than they ¢

raference to A [k.—Of course. Sokr.—All that you know, has been

o b either learnt from others or found out by yourself. Alk.

‘fended  __Certainly. Sokr.—But you would neither have learnt

asadviser  any thing, nor found out any thing, without the desire

ftgl;:hm. to learn or find out: and you would have felt no such

hatdoss  Jesire, in respect to that which you believed yourself
toadvise _ to know already. That which you now know, there-

et fore, there was a time when you believed yourself not

1 Piato, Alkib. i. 108, 104, 105. Peri- normal in what is there recounted
Xles is supposed to be still alive and about Sokrates and Alkibiades.

tical leader of Athens—104 B. Inadj e composed by Atschines

I have briefly sketched the imagi- Socraticus (cited by the r Arxi-

situation to which this dialogueis steides—II¢ 'ngfc?‘:‘ Or. xiv. p.

to . The circamstances of 23-24), expressions love for
1t belong then!mmmoftho‘ fades are put into the mouth of

So the cri consi that éraipos Jexpd tle;uthm
me;i e Tovs, NO

e e et bovwent: Bobgie mm“to:’nmtmdm
and is absurd and un- thus agreed in picture of the
natural, allege this among their relation between -him and Alkibia-

des. :
the dialogue. But if reads 3 Plato, Alkib. L 106 B. ° 3
the concluding grtof::ey onepodon dmixudﬁv“yovnq‘t‘:‘obn y
—the au of which never déxovawr ¢ ‘2 ob yép doTe voLoUTew TS
mbeendenhdby critic—he will éuér. I give here, as elsewhere, not an



CHAP. XI1 WHAT CAN HE ADVISE UPON? 3

to know? Alk.—Necessarily so. Sokr.—Now all be (}O:m
that you have learnt, as I am well aware, consists of does he
three thmos—letters, the harp, gymnastics. Do you X"°W?
intend to advise the Athenians when they are debating about
letters, or about harp-playing, or about gymnastics? Alk—
Neither of the three. Sokr.—Upon what occasions, then, do you
propose to give advice? Surely, not when the Athenians are
debating about architecture, or prophetic warnings, or the publie
health : for to deliver opinions on each of these matters, belongs
not to you but to professional men—architects, prophets, phy-
sicians ; whether they be poor or rich, high-born or low-born?
If not then, upon what other occasions will you tender your
counsel? Alk.—When they are debating about affairs of their
oW

Sokr.—But about what affairs of their own? Not about affairs
of shipbuilding : for .of thz.a.t you know nothing. Ak. ... ..
—When they are discussing war and peace, or any intends to
other business concerning the city. Sokr.—You mean ;‘1{,‘:‘;&;‘;
when they are discussing the question with whom on 3::8:1:&"3
they shall make war or peace, and in what manner? 5&09,
But it is certain that we must fight those whom it is Sstions
best to fight—also when it is best—and as long as it is thereapon.
best. Alk.—QCertainly. Sokr.—Now, if the Athe- fight those
nians wished to know whom it was best to wrestle p 0o 2‘,"
with, and when or how long it was best—which of ﬂilitt—to
the two would be most competent to advise them, you stan
or the professional trainer? Alk.—The trainer, un- gggﬁ*“,&r
doubtedly. Sokr.—So, too, about playing the ha.rp just and
or singing. But when you talk about better, in "%
wrestling or singing, what standard do you refer to? Is it mot
to the gymnastic or musical art? Alk.—Yes..- Sokr.—Answer
me in like manner about war or peace, the subjects on which you
are going to advise your countrymen, whom, and at what periods,
it is better to fight, and better not to fight? What.in this last-case
do you mean by better? To what standard, or to what end, do
you refer {? Alk.—I cannot say. Sokr.—But is it not a disgrace,

:.‘Ph‘t‘o Alkik l.blos E—100 A. sir a Bérrovy *{ 5'0#&{«:,  Bowep dxel
: , XG4 woh;uw . -ix‘wq quwov, oﬂ
Ty xal ™ év ¢ cpﬂ':;v dyay, TOVTO MOVOLXETEPOY, &tc re dripy, én
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since you profess to advise your countrymen when and against
whom it is better for them to war,—mnot to be able to say to what
end your better refers? Do not you know what are the usual
grounds and complaints urged when war is undertaken? Alk.—
Yes : complaints of having been cheated, or robbed, or injured.
Sokr.—Under what circumstances? Alk.—You mean, whether
justly or unjustly? That makes all the difference. Sokr.—Do
you mean to advise the Athenians to fight those who behave
justly, or those who behave unjustly? Alk.—The question is
monstrous. Certainly not those who behave justly. It would
be neither lawful nor honourable. Sokr.—Then when you spoke
about better, in reference to war or peace, what you meant was
fuster—you had in view justice and injustice? Alk.—It seems so.
Sokr.—How is this? How do you know, or where have you
How. or learnt, to distinguish just from unjust? Have you
from whom, frequented some master, without my knowledge, to
g‘&gk‘ teach you this? If you have, pray introduce me to
mt to  him, that I also may learn it from him. Alk.—You
itrfuish  are jesting. Sokr.—Not at all: I love you too well
i el go to jest. Alk—But what if I had no master? Can-
never leamnt not I know about justice and injustice, without a
itfromany | aster? Sokr.—Certainly: you might find out for
always,  yourself, if you made search and investigated. But
evenasa  this you would not do, unless you were under the
bey. persuasion that you did not already know. Alk—
Was there not a time when I really believed myself not to know it ?
Sokr.—Perhaps there may have been : tell me when that time
was. Was it last year? Alk.—No: last year I thought that I
knew. Sokr.—Well, then—two years, three years, &c.,. ago?
Alk.—No : the case was the same—then, also, I thought that I_.
knew. Sokr.—But before that, you were a mere boy; and
during your boyhood you certainly believed yourself to know
what was just and unjust ; for I well recollect hearing you then
complain confidently of other boys, for acting unjustly towards
you. Alk.—Certainly: I was not then ignorant on the point : I
knew distinctly that they were acting unjustly towards me.

W T BéATior . . . . . wpds AlHD, "'AAA exomiur ov Sivepar &~

dTepov ©  weip &y xai évral- duewvor xal T & T wodeueiv ols 8ei;
zc A 70 BéArior v &
W raree ™ & 1§ dpirygr Te dyer woijow.
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Sokr.—You knew, then, even in your boyhood, what was just
and what was unjust? AWk.—Certainly: I knew even then.
Sokr.—At what moment did you first find it out? Not when
you already believed yourself to know : and what time was there
when you did not believe yourself to know? Alk.—Upon my

word, I cannot say.

Sokr.—Since, accordingly, you neither found it out for yourself,

nor learnt it from others, how come you to know

justice or injustice at all, or from what quarter? :::::ngd
Alk.—1 was mistaken in saying that I had not learnt jsociiades
it. I learnt it, as others do, from the multitude.! gOuﬁigge
Sokr.—Your teachers are none of the best: no one as he learnt
can learn from them even such small matters as {oPeek
playing at draughts: much less, what is just and The multi-
unjust. Alk.—1I learnt it from them as I learnt to tea:hm
speak Greek, in which, too, I never had any special ?;‘;'t',‘l'g;‘ﬁe
teacher. Sokr.—Of that the multitude are competent at variance
teachers, for they are all of one mind. Ask which is themseives
a tree or a stone,—a horse or a ‘man,—you get the i‘{g“‘g‘f&“
. same answer from every one. But when you ask not is going to
simply which are horses, but also which horses are fit ﬁ‘{,’:ﬁgﬂ
to run well in a race—when you ask not merely about what
which are men, but which men are healthy o know him-

unhealthy—are the multitude all of one mind, or all

competent to answer? Alk.—Assuredly not. Sokr.—When youn
see the multitude differing among themselves, that is a clear
proof that they are not competent to teach others. Alk.—It is
80. Sokr.—Now, about the question, What is just and unjust—
are the multitude all of one mind, or do they differ among them-
selves? Alk.—They differ prodigiously : they not only dispute,
but quarrel and destroy each other, respecting justice and
injustice, far more than about health and sickness.® Sokr.—How,
then, can we say that the multitude know what is just and
unjust, when they thus fiercely dispute about it among them-
selves? Alk—I now perceive that we cannot say so. Sokr.—

1 Phato, Alkib. L 110 D-E. iuafov, drfpewwr xal oy, ol too\Aoi 8o-
oluac, xal a(c‘o ump xal oi dAAot xovei oot v avroi icwocc Z
wapd TRV WOAAWY. Aotg; Alkth. "Hrwora, vy Al°, Imz-

) spuo,mnb.i.mA. Sokr. T¢

pares. Sokr. 'l'c 84; paAiora wepi alriw
81 83; viv wepi riey Sixalev xai &Bixwy

Scaddpeciar; Alkid. wori ye.
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How can we say, therefore, that they are fit to teach others: and
how can you pretend ‘to know, who have learnt from no other
teachers ? Alk.—From what you say, it is impossible.
* Sokr.—No : not from what I say, but from what you say
yourself. I merely ask questions: it is you who give all the
answers.! And what you have said amounts to this—that Alki-
biades knows nothing about what is just and unjust, but believes
himself to know, and is going to advise the Athenians about
what he does not know himself ?

Alk.—But, Sokrates, the Athenians do not often debate about
Answor what is just and unjust. They think that 'question
farther self-evident : they debate generally about what is

Tho 4 :&d‘;m_ expedient or not expedient. Justice and expediency

ansdonot  do not always coincide. Many persons commit great
erally
bate crimes, and are great gainers by doing so: others again

sboutJust  behave justly, and suffer from it.? Sokr.—Do. you
which they then profess to know what is expedient or inex-
;°,:,’,;"{:,’ pedient? From whom have you learnt—or when did
e you find out fox: yourself? I might ask you the same
ent round of questions, and you would be compelled to
pedient,  answer in the same manner. But we will pass to
whichare g different point. You say that justice and ex-
dent with  pediency are not coincident. Persuade me of this, by

{ort ao0at" interrogating me as I interrogated you. Alk.—That

neitherdoes i3 heyond my power. Sokr.—But when you rise to
know the  address the assembly, you will have to persuade them.
expedient.  y1¢ vou can persuade them, you can persuade me.
g:m‘ Assume me to be the assembly, and practise upon
Sokrates me? Alk—You are too hard upon me, Sokrates. It
declines: 44 for you to speak, and prove the point. Sokr.—No:
nothing but T can only question : you must answer. You will be
eSO most surely persuaded when the point is determined
by your own answers.*

‘Such is the commencing portion (abbreviated or abstracted)

1 Plato, Alkib. §. 112-118. same argument is addressed by So-
3 Plato, Alkib. 1. 118 D. Olmu piv krates to Glaukon, in Xenoph. Memor.

y‘ng vdovg M‘C =6 iii. 6, 14-15.
Pupless “Abaraiovs fov) "‘:.»';3: «Plato, Alkib. 4 114 E.

:u.ﬁu” ivfu [ IV c!vu, Ovmv i Adyass 87 700’ odres dxe,

$Plato, Alkib. i 114 B-C. This péhior av ciys wewaouévos;

L4



CHAaP. XIL BOKRATIC METHOD.

of Plato’s First Alkibiadd. It exhibits a very cha-

Comment
racteristic specimen of the Sokratico-Platonic method: on the pre-
both in its negative and positive aspect. By the nega- Sokretic
ti.ve, false .persua.a::ion of knowledge is exl?osed. A%ki- azurxgs%:n
biades believes himself competent to advise about just ggnt:h makes
and unjust, which he has neither learnt from any yeries for

himself.

teacher nor investigated for himself—which he has
picked up from the multitude, and supposes to be clear to every
one, but about which nevertheless there is so much difference of
appreciation among the multitude, that fierce and perpetual
quarrels are going on. On the positive side, Sokrates restricts
himself to the function of questioning: he neither affirms nor
denies any thing. It is Alkibiades who affirms or denies every
thing, and who makes all the discoveries for himself out of his
own mind, instigated indeed, but not taught, by the questions of

his companion.

By a farther series of questions, Sokrates next brings Alki-

biades to the admission that what is just, is also
honourable, good, expedient—what is unjust, is dis-
honourable, evil, inexpedient: and that whoever
acts justly, and honourably, thereby acquires happi-
ness. Admitting, first, that an act which is good,
honourable, just, expedient, &c., considered in one
aspect or in reference to some of its conditions—
may be at the same time bad, dishonourable, unjust,
inexpedient, &c., considered in another aspect or
in reference to other conditions; Sokrates never-
" theless brings his respondent to admit, that every
act, v 80 far as ¢t 1s just and honourable, is also good
and expedient! And he contends farther, that who-
ever acts honourably, does well : now every man who

Alkibiades
is brought
to admit
that what-
ger is just,
good,
honotu'a.ble,
e ient ;
and that
whoever
actshonour-
ably, both
does well,
and pro-
cures for
himself

happineass
thereby.
Equivocal

reasoning
of Sokra

does well, becomes happy, or secures good things thereby : there-

:"Ph.to Alkib. 1. 116 l;—o-"lol‘GA. o

xovY T0 v {av xakipy
Alyae": u:;-: dwe ow Tov
orLy a.v&pu.
w&ly« xard rods favirovs Te

Ap’ ody xai 1’ cyaﬂbv xa&dv,—ﬂ 3¢

Kaxdy awxpdv : Nal.
Bmtblic v. p. 479,
e B

el va iy, . virtuous, &c., is also dishonour-
Obxoiy Stum ald jev able, vicious, &o. - %’ontit’ing remains
m ve ciwep 7f xoxdy . nor excludes the contrary,

& eTas v xaleis, xas if ayafdv except the pure, self-existent, Idea or
xAnrdov. Conoept. —dfo-auuomq, &e.
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fore the just, the honourable, and the good or expedient, coin-
cide! The argument, whereby this conclusion is here esta-
blished, is pointed out by Heindorf, Stallbaum, and Steinhart,
as not merely inconclusive, but as mere verbal equivocation and
sophistry—the like of which, however, we find elsewhere in
Plato.? :
Alkibiades is thus reduced to a state of humiliating em-
barrassment, and stands convicted, by his own con-
of AlKi. tradictions and confession, of ignorance in its worst
biades. form : that is, of being ignorant, and yet confidently
nian states- believing himself to. know.? But other Athenian
oqually,  Statesmen are no wiser. Even Perikles is proved
orant.  to be equally deficient—by the fact that he has
opponents, never been able to teach or improve any one else,
om Alki. Dot even his own sons and those whom he loved
biadesisto best¢ “ At any rate” (contends Alkibiades) “I am
himself,are, - 38 good as my competifors, and can hold my ground
thekings of g aingt them” But Sokrates reminds him that the
P Eu- real competitors with whom he ought to compare
acription of himself, are foreigners, liable to become the enemies
those kings. of Athens, and against whom he, if he pretends to
m Al:i‘t lead Athens, must be able to contend. In an harangue
make hir- . of unusual length, Sokrates shows that the kings of
Sparta and Persia are of nobler breed, as well as more
highly and carefully trained, than the Athenian
- statesmen.® Alkibiades must be rescued from his present igno-
rance, and exalted, so as to be capable of competing with these
kings: which object cannot be attained except through the
auxiliary interposition of Sokrates. Not that Sokrates professes
to be himself already on this elevation, and to stand in need of
no farther improvement. But he can, nevertheless, help others
to attain it for themselves, through the discipline and stimulus of
his interrogatories.®

3The words ¢} wpérresr—ed \ A, p. 174 B; also Platon.
bave a double. sense, like our-* P. 507 C, where aimilar equi-
well®. Proleg. p. m;\v occur.
Steinhart, Einl. p. 140, 3 Plato, . L. p. 118.
We bave, p. B, the equivocation V:Mmg..{.p{g:&ﬂ.
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<CHAP. XII. EXAMPLES OF ‘“GoOD”. ")

The dialogue then continues. Sokr.—We wish to become as
good as possible. But in what sort of virtue? Alk.—
In that virtue which belongs to good men. Sokr.— fl?,‘:tw °°§"
Yes, but good, in what matters? Alk.—Evidently, to Sd.8nd
men who are good in transacting business. Sokr.— circum-
Ay, but what kind of business? business relating to Hpaces!
horses, or to navigation ? If that be meant, we must 2&%&0
go and consult horse-trainers or mariners? Alk.—
No, I mean such business as is transacted by the most esteemed
leaders in Athens. Sokr.—You mean the intelligent men.
Every man is good, in reference to that which he understands :
every man 18 bad, in reference to that which he does not under-
stand. Alk.—Of course. Sokr.—The cobbler understands shoe-
making, and is therefore good at that: he does not understand
weaving, and is therefore bad at that. The same man thus, in
your view, will be both good and bad ?' Alk.—No : that cannot
be. Sokr.—Whom then do you mean, when you talk of the good?
Alk.—]I mean those who are competent to command in the city.
Sokr.—But to command whom or what—horses or men? Alk.—
To command men. Sokr.—~But what men, and under what cir-
<cumstances? sick men, or men on shipboard, or labourers engaged
in harvesting, or in what occupations? Alk.—I mean, men living
in social and commercial relation with each other, as we live
here ; men who live in common possession of the same laws and
government. Sokr.—When men are in communion of a sea
voyage and of the same ship, how do we name the art of com-
manding them, and to what purpose does it tend ¥ Alk.—It is
the art of the pilot ; and the purpose towards which it tends, is,
" bringing them safely through the dangers of the sea. Sokr.—
"When m