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The trial of Socrates: The Student’s Verdict
In ‘Apology of Socrates,’ I believe that the accused does more than adequate to proclaim that he is innocent. I, therefore, assume the defensive position opposing the sentencing of Socrates to the death penalty.  The charges that prompt the death penalty are part of the old accusations (Apology 18a-20c). The practice of philosophy by Socrates led to him being unpopular with many and also led to various conflicts with other politicians, and philosophers. The values Socrates adopts insist on the questioning the essence of things including accepted wisdom. The values define everything as is known, and hence hold more power than politics since it is also subject to definition. Philosophy, therefore, is not culpable grounds to warrant a death penalty on Socrates. 
The first accusation against Socrates I would address is the statement that he uses rhetoric and false reasoning to make a weaker argument look like a stronger argument. The basis of proposing such an argument before a council stems from the understanding that Socrates, in his arguments, did not provide any information. He however strategically targeted the understanding of the Athenians intended at discrediting their reasoning. To fully comprehend the charges, I would present the events that led to the confrontation with the Athenians.
After the Oracle at Delphi proclaimed that no one was wiser than Socrates, he sought to ascertain the claim. He had doubt with his reference as the wisest man and sought out the Athenians since people respected them out of their wisdom. He questioned them only to find they were not as wise as proclaimed. To conclude his quest Socrates understood that though he did not possess wisdom of any particular thing, he was at least aware that he was not wise. The Athenians, on the other hand, wrongly perceive themselves as very wise. The contrast in acknowledging that he lacked wisdom while the Athenians lacked such perception presented the foundation for the conclusion that Socrates is in fact wiser that the Athenians. 
As the defense, I would argue that the difference in opinions for the Athenians stem from Socrates value system of wisdom which he analyzes through skepticism and self-reflection. For the Athenians, wisdom is only a matter of holding beliefs about the world, politics, and religion. However, Socrates values the examination of oneself in the quest to understand the strengths, nature and limitation of one’s thinking which sets the foundation of wisdom. Additionally, Socrates considers the foundation of wisdom to involve a knowledge about what it is one does not know. The charges against Socrates for using rhetoric and false reasoning to make a weaker argument look like a stronger argument should not stand since his reasoning and logic is neither false nor rhetoric but rather different. 
I would also validate the indifference in reasoning that Socrates uses in his questioning of wisdom for either party. In his defense, Socrates uses an analogy of poets to highlight the relevance of self-reflection in understanding the quest for wisdom (Apology 20c-23b). He points out that artists and poets have ability to produce very great works of art. They were, however, incapable of giving good explanation of how they produced their art. Additionally, they found it equally tasking to ascertain the meaning of their great pieces of art. Much of their motivation was from feelings. The context is relevant to the case since it ascertains that artists lack the self-reflective understanding of what they are doing when producing art. It is, therefore, probable to conclude that the source of their great art was not wisdom but rather a certain gift or inspiration. The argument ascertains that self-reflection is highly relevant in understanding wisdom and also in describing the wise. The difference in approach taken by Socrates in differentiating wisdom from the Athenians is, therefore, not a culpable offense. 
I would then respond to the charges brought up a group led by Meletus which implicate Socrates culpable for corrupting the youth and espousing impiety of some kind, either materialism or believing in false gods (Apology 24b-24c). In his defense Socrates claims that the accusations are just an artifact of his general unpopularity and the rumors that have for long been associated with hi name. Such defense, however, is not conclusive and does not provide an acute response to the charges.  However, Meletus also fails in providing clear and distinctive evidence on what it means to improve and also to corrupt the youth (Apology 24c-26a). Additionally, the prosecution fails to provide the youths that the dormer claims have been corrupted by Socrates (Apology 33c-34b). Socrates also logically argues that no one would intentionally corrupt those around them for fear of harm from those they have subjected to corruption. 
For the charges against Socrates regarding impiety, I believe the charge is inconsistent with his affirmation of spirits and spiritual activities (Apology 26b-28a). Additionally, the charges represent conflating of teaching between those of Socrates and another philosopher, Anaxagoras. The latter aspect represents bias and materialism as artifact used to direct the charges against a generally unpopular character. Socrates also understands that such charges reflect the practices of a group called the “Sophists.” Socrates is, therefore, essential since he represents a different kind of practice. The differences in how he practices religion are not what Meletus uses to convict Socrates, and they are also not a crime. The difference in practices does not make Socrates guilty of impiety. Additionally, since Socrates is neither guilty of impiety nor corruption of the youth, the charges against Socrates for his teachings do not hold liable grounds for conviction. 
The philosophical approach by Socrates also illuminates that the fear of death is not reasonable since not much is known about it. The lack of knowledge about the nature of the state we take after death eliminates the reasoning for fear, but there are other factors whose knowledge we have, and in essence should warrant more fear. The basis of the argument proposes the main question we should pose s what we should do to be good. It is, therefore, probable to conclude that the central argument for Socrates and his value system is questioning with the intent on determining what is good, which prompts him to follow through. 
