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An Argument for Socrates
Socrates was a renowned Greek philosopher who was honoured as one of the great fathers of Western philosophy. Under the piece written by Plato on Socrates' trial in 399BC, Socrates is charged with different accounts of corrupting the youth, and failure to acknowledge the gods which the rest of the city dwellers believe in but in his own divinities.[footnoteRef:1] When the charges are presented to the jury, Socrates takes a defensive position instead of apologizing; thus, the work name Apology of Socrates meaning Socrates' defense. This paper outlines various reasons why I would vote in favour of Socrates.  [1: Jinpeng Feng. "A Historical Retrial of the Socrates Trial: Who Was the Victim of Guilt Presumption?." In A Dialogue Between Law and History, pp. 319-335. Springer, Singapore, 2021.  ] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]One of the reasons why I would have supported Socrates is that he acknowledges all accusations made against him thus proving that he was genuine. Socrates starts his defense by acknowledging the longstanding accusations that are imposed against him; his decision to first acknowledge the accusation is to inform the jury. He does not ignore the issues brought forwards, but he needs to be given an opportunity to defend himself. He focuses on his reasons why he undertook the acts that have resulted in his accusation; throughout his speech, he is keen to introduce different methods that explain his personality and make valid points where he places himself as the victim of circumstance. “I have said enough in my defense against the first class of my accusers; I turn to the second class, who are headed by Meletus, that good and patriotic man, as he calls himself. And now I will try to defend myself against them: these new accusers must also have their affidavit read.”[footnoteRef:2] This is an illustration Socrates does not regret to generate defensive points in this manner as he seems justified in his deeds.  [2: Benjamin Jowett. 2009. "The Internet Classics Archive | Apology By Plato". Classics.Mit.Edu. http://classics.mit.edu/Plato/apology.html. 
 ] 

Another reason why I would vote in favour of Socrates is based on his logic. Socrates prefers to use many questions in his defend and later logically analyse the various issues and concerns and renders them invalid. He prefers to make use of Socrates' method of inquiry which requires the user to break down a major problem into different units and solve them. For instance, he prefers to convince the people of his credibility by telling his audience the story of Delphi, who was identified as the wisest man on Earth. “When I left the politicians, I went to the poets; tragic, dithyrambic, and all sorts. And there, I; you to myself, you will be detected; now you will find out that you are more ignorant than they are. Accordingly, I took them some of the most elaborate passages in their own writings and asked what their meaning was - thinking that they would teach me something. Will you believe me?”[footnoteRef:3] In his analogy, he explained he did not intend to offend the people by visiting the wise, but it would be customary for him to go to the wise in order to gain the necessary knowledge to thrive in life. In addition, he explained how Delphi had an opportunity to visit poets, politicians, and craftsmen in order to add to his wisdom, so why was it wrong for Socrates to also visit individuals wiser than him? In addition, he makes a presentation to the jury on how he is wiser in comparison to the politicians and the poets as he dares to question their motives and conduct in different operations.  [3: Ibid. ] 

I would also vote in favour of Socrates since his defensive approach is on point. Socrates takes a defensive approach to his accusation of corrupting the youth. He opts to question Meletus several questions why he alone, who is able to sharpen the youth, is also the one who is blamed for their corruption. He opts to point Meletus’s point to be a paradox given Meletus himself does not take much interest concerning the youth. “Come hither, Meletus, and let me ask a question of you. You think a great deal about the improvement of youth?”[footnoteRef:4] He takes the same approach of questioning the jury if there is anyone who believes in spiritual beings' existence but does not take an interest in believing in them. He was trying to illustrate that it is not possible for people to believe in spiritual things but not believe in the spirit. Hence it was wrong of him as a human to believe in the spirits they were afraid of in the first place. Socrates does not ting up any great trusts or major principles to defend him, which can be very hard to understand but instead aims to deal with the fundamental truths which can be the province and refute Meletu's arguments. Socrates prefers to make use of Pathos, where he makes an emotional appeal to his audience by seeking to be given an equal chance like any other citizen of Athens. In this scenario, he makes a presentation, not with the intent to avoid his death, but he makes an appeal to be given a listening ear like all citizens would have been granted. “My friend, I am a man, and like other men, a creature of flesh and blood, and not of wood or stone, as Homer says; and I have a family, yes, and sons.”[footnoteRef:5] But it is no surprise despite his appeal and proves of not being responsible for the accusations made; the jury finds him guilty and sentences him to the death penalty.[footnoteRef:6] I would have voted to support him because attracts a sense of sympathy and empathy by raising a family issue that is quite alarming.    [4: Ibid. ]  [5: Ibid. ]  [6: Hannu Hotti, & Heiko Rischer. "The killer of Socrates: Coniine and related alkaloids in the plant kingdom." Molecules 22, no. 11 (2017): 1962. ] 

In summary, through Plato as the readers, we are allowed to learn more about Socrates' philosophy of real wisdom, knowledge, and virtue of questioning to make a case for him. It is evident most of Athens did not prefer any form of questioning and instead opted to make a ruling without much deliberation. Still, Socrates allows us to explore how citizens should not be judged without being given an equal chance for self-defense. Based on the line of questioning, the majority of Athens are identified motivated to serve cities and families, and there is less focus on truths. Athenians evidently pay a lot of attention to the youths' well-being, which is why the residents are bitter and quick to make claims Socrates needs to be held responsible for corrupting the youths. It is clear Socrates challenged the norms were Athens. Despite being a city of democracy and having the freedom to vote for various political issues, they do not have the liberty of belief. 











Bibliography
Feng, Jinpeng. "A Historical Retrial of the Socrates Trial: Who Was the Victim of Guilt Presumption?." In A Dialogue Between Law and History, pp. 319-335. Springer, Singapore, 2021. 
Hotti, Hannu, and Heiko Rischer. "The killer of Socrates: Coniine and related alkaloids in the plant kingdom." Molecules 22, no. 11 (2017): 1962.
Jowett, Benjamin. 2009. "The Internet Classics Archive | Apology By Plato". Classics.Mit.Edu. http://classics.mit.edu/Plato/apology.html. 
 












