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Even so scanty in this study, Plato’s Crito Philosophy appears to be both a confusing and somehow a muddled discourse. The experienced challenge by Plato when developing the talk was to somewhat justify the decision by Socrates to remain in prison rather than escaping after his “unfair” denunciation. In doing this, Plato points out a distinguished aspect across the just Laws, that Socrates is expected to obey by remaining in prison, and the wrongful behavior of those who accused Socrates to a point of sentencing him to death (44a).  In this case, Socrates’ prosecutors have unfairly sentenced him based on the Laws. To give the Laws their separate voice, Plato seeks to differentiate these accusers as an independent entity, leading them to something that is human whereby Socrates might act unfairly (46d). Notably, this element becomes increasingly arguable based on the extend whereby one might literally separate the state laws from the individuals who implement and execute them. In this case, however, we have the state persons who accuses Socrates and the state laws following suit and implemented to persuade Socrates that he must die for the sake of obeying these state laws. Given that both the state laws and individuals rule that Socrates is subject to execution, it is either the Laws side with these peoples or the people side with the laws (48a). And regardless of whether these claims are true or not, it appears odd asserting that Laws are fair and literally deserve respect and that persons are unfair and actually need no respect. 
Socrates points out how important is the Laws of Athens in shaping his life and how, as a citizen, he is related to such laws. Foremost, Socrates believes that these laws gave birth to his parents and supported their marriage, something that helped in giving birth to him (49e). Notably, these laws facilitated Socrates education and his entire upbringing and ensured that he got the required training in gymnastics and music. Form such a perspective, Socrates compares his relationship with the laws to the relationship between a son and his father or a slave and his master. In such relationships, the slave or the son has no right to rebel in case he is punished for doing wrong, and perhaps should not destroy his master or father simply in protecting himself (50e-51c).  Also, the laws further point out that a person’s ties to their country are even solid than the individual’s ties to their family, and so this makes it more significant to obey the judgments from laws. Similar to how a soldier should be willing to suffer and even die for his country when in war and not fleeing to save himself, Socrates believes that an individual should also always be ready to suffer and even sacrifice his life based on the laws, contrary to destroying the laws by attempting to save himself. Assuming that Socrates was to dodge his execution, he will have to convince the laws that they have punished him unfairly and not simply escaping from prison, something that Socrates believe will show disrespect and eventually destroy the laws. 
To clarify his stand to Crito, Socrates’ unfolding to Athens’ Laws is that he will be confronted and questioned concerning his escape desire. According to Socrates, deciding to escape will be a significant disobedience to the laws, something that effectively destroys the laws as well as the entire state (51d). Therefore, if people disobey the laws whenever they feel like, it is a clear indication that the laws are nullified and they will no longer be important or perhaps have any effect based on justice, and this may lead to the states collapsing from chaos. These laws perhaps hold the state together given that they only bind if they hold despite the circumstances or situations (53a). However, this does not make me believe that we owe a similar debt to the US.  Assuming that Socrates points that the state is just or fair when it makes an undeserved judgement against his case, it is possible he might be imagining or thinking that the law would consider him as a law-abiding citizen despite the unjust allegations or condemnations. Overall, the state laws are not an all time accepted piecemeal, but they are either entirely or not at all. 
We all know from the dialogue that Socrates’ trial was very far from being just, and that he is not literally guilty of the alleged crimes. Therefore, we all have a significant idea to concur to the fact that Socrates was wrong. Several scholars have insinuated that by giving in to the execution, Socrates complacently accepts an unfair implementation of laws, and by doing that, he allows the laws to fall into disrepute (54b).  The cross-examination method as a key aspect in his philosophy concentrates on showing Plato that he is wrong in is claims. Apparently, such a method should actually apply to Socrates’ parents as well as to the laws. If it was a mistake to punish Socrates, he is not supposed to abide with such punishment and he should instead expose such unfairness, and do both the law and himself a favor. 
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