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The Imperfection Argument
Introduction
‘When goodness stands at the intelligence realm, then the things an individual grasp may be compared to when the sun illuminates light for people to see’ (Gulley, 2013). This is one of the famous analogies used by Plato, a prominent Greek philosopher who tried to discover the existence of knowledge in human life (Fogelin, 1971). The philosopher was a charismatic man, and with that nature, he was able to gain admiration, particularly from the youth of Athens. In this analogy, Plato states that the true nature of knowledge cannot be comprehended by the ordinary human sense. Hence, people should make use of their minds rather than depend on the sensory so that they can understand the higher truths the universe has to offer. In other words, just as the sun illuminates light for individuals to see, the same way an individual with intelligence is able to see and comprehend the goodness of the world.
Plato’s epistemology has a close relationship with metaphysics; therefore, Plato explains how knowledge is connected with his ultimate reality of the universe. In Plato's imperfection argument, he based his squabble on those sensible objects that are supposed to be perfect so that they can be practical in an imperfect way of life (Bostock, 1986). This analysis endeavors to clarify Plato's solution to the individual origin of knowledge ideas and also expound more on some of the answers to the problem of the origin.
Ultimate Nature of Knowledge Concerning the Human Relationship with the Universe
Plato's metaphysics may be hard to grasp. But when explained through various analogies, it makes it easier to comprehend whether his perception of human knowledge is from social ideas or the objects of sensory. For instance, when Plato compared the sun with human intelligence, this means that he expounds more on how the mind is an object that it is lit up by knowledge and reality, not forgetting truth and reality. However, when the mind is permitted with darkness, then its knowledge, honesty, and beliefs become less effective, and under this circumstance, an individual account becomes less void of intelligence (Tigerstedt, 1977).
To understand Plato's imperfection argument, it is necessary first to grasp Plato's distinction of things and form to grasp his view of human knowledge. According to Plato, Human knowledge is associated with the aspects of reality in which humans perceive through senses they include, pen, book, or a car. Everything that is experienced in the world sensation constantly changes (Cooper,2002). For instance, the book will start to get worn out, or the beautiful car model will age with time. This means that this is the realm of appearances. Things change and fade away, but the forms are considered eternal and unchanging. In the form realm, concepts are grasps by reason compared to the field of the things where senses grasp them. Plato's considered most of his philosophies as forms, and he explained the reality of human knowledge through his beliefs (Cooper,2002).
I find it interesting how people can connect concepts that are not automatically identical to the existing knowledge. Does this mean that individuals can understand precise meanings such as, is the world a realm? Or, if told to consider justice in human existence, there will be standard proof of human knowledge due to these notions two fundamental aspects of realms of reality. The answer may come as a positive since Plato's teachings in the argument not only establish the existence of knowledge in various forms but also separate all these forms to develop cognitive contact with them, which illustrates that individuals must have some prior knowledge before they were born (Bostock, 1986). To Plato, it was crucial to examine human concepts of expertise since the two realms can be contracted in the context of being immanent or transcendent. Plato state that he considers the world of the forms as his Reality world, meaning that there is little more than the imitation of human reality (Bloom &Kirsch, 2016). He believed that for an imperfect thing to exist in the sensible realm mainly, this means there must be a corresponding absolute perfect form that can be found in the reality realm.
Initially, individuals raise the question of the evaluability of knowledge, and one might appeal that experience may appear more practical that a person's true beliefs. However, this is not the case in Plato’s perception. He states that real concepts are how the knowledge gets into an individual and how beliefs are incorporated with personal intelligence. The philosopher's solution is that knowledge is formed in a unique way that distinguishes it from the belief and unlike a belief, information is tied down by the truth. Therefore, when integrated with the belief, then it is more likely to act as a guide (Wolfsdorf, 2011). For example, if an individual believes that a road is more likely to lead in the wrong direction, then with knowledge, one has the confidence to steer away from. Still, without understanding, it would be impossible to master the confidence needed to go the right way.
Critique of the Imperfection Argument
Not all arguments that Plato’s accept the value of knowledge is genuine. For example, in the light of epistemology in regards to distinctive intelligence value, he denies the value of the secondary problem. Secondary importance, in this case, is pertained to why knowledge is regarded as more valuable to true belief in human life. In Plato’s epistemic point of view, he considered experience better than any proper subset beliefs in value. To illustrate his perspective, he considered the possible solution to any primary amount that any intelligence. He justifies his statement when he explains that an individual mind can only compare true beliefs if it is incorporated with knowledge (Wolfsdorf, 2011).
Of course, many of Plato's standards theories of knowledge are justified compared to those of true beliefs. However, according to some theorists, they explore knowledge as an undefeated justified true belief. This creates a situation that explains how experience is qualitatively much better than any epistemic theory that may fall short of intelligence. For instance, there is the envisioned of a continuum in regards to the epistemic values; hence it would be considered mysterious to why epistemology like plot entirely focuses on a specific point of continuum.
In Crito apology, Plato tries to distinguish the trivial of human knowledge. He states that he possesses the lacked wisdom that individuals need since, according to him, Socrates possesses a power that understands divine ethical wisdom, whether good or bad (Heinaman, 1997). In all his early dialogues, he formularizes wisdom as a field that is equivalent to the ways of epistemic judgment. The epistemology concerns of Plato’s arise due to various ethical matters. The philosopher does not doubt the existence of human knowledge but does clarify any interest of the universal moral understanding that an individual would possess.
Most of the epistemology concerns raised by Plato are understood in the human form of life where most individuals do not understand that divine wisdom enables a person to live a fulfilled world. Still, the prominence of the non-ethical fields in an individual may not achieve the goal of human life. The reason for this is that all non-ethical area goes against all the teachings of Plato, and the various spheres formed within these non-ethical fields are not aligned with the spheres of epistemic authority. However, it is questionable to what extent should the analogy between the spheres of epistemology should be ethical and non-ethical. In other words, plats analogy does not state in what situation is the epistemic knowledge is supposed to be governed by other forms of individual intelligence. For instance, the function of making a decision concerns the roles of all ethical spheres of the mind, but this does not mean that the non-ethical spheres have no responsibility to make the decision they both have a platform to decide. This means the final decision will be determined by individual intelligence without necessarily relying on the need for epistemic spheres (Heinaman, 1997).
In all his dialogues, Plato's is portrayed in pursuing the epistemic knowledge with fellow citizens or the sophist who come into Athens to educate the public. Most of the discussions lay in the question of the form of "F". In this case, "F" is considered as the general term that analysis the aspect of any personal knowledge, these aspects are retrieved from various concepts such as Justice and courage. Plato applies the principle of epistemology to expound more on the definition of the 'F". According to the principle, human knowledge is defined as the content of previous experience. Therefore, any intelligence that a human mind has is due to any prior concept (Heinaman, 1997).
Reasons Why I Believe Plato's Solution is the Problem of Human Origin of Knowledge
There are some reasons why I believe that Plato uses knowledge as his term of art. The reason being, Plato illustrates how he has subsequently divided human experience into segments that are associated with cognitive capacity and co-relative capacity (Bloom & Kirsch, 2016). The co-relative sections are associated with beliefs that may also be described as individual images. The cognitive segment is divided into thoughts and intelligence. The co-relative sector is filled with artificial copies, creativity, imitations, and personal reflection compared to the cognitive sector which deals with confidence and knowledge. This makes it a much higher power segment. Furthermore, to explore more on the knowledge segments, Plato’s philosophies explain how the right path to the form world is divided into various dimensions of the human reality world and it is with the integration of knowledge that an individual has the ability to make the right judgment. This supports why I agree with Plato's perception concerning the origin of human knowledge.
Plato's use dialect in his way of communication and dialect associated with intelligence this shows that his claim about metaphysic about human knowledge is found on the sensible realm which is filled with imperfection and impendence as discussed. Overall it is by understanding Plato's illusion of human knowledge that individuals can grasp other forms of the world, which include truth, goodness, and happiness, which I agree since Plato's philosophies expound more on humans breaking the illusion created by artificial knowledge.
Summary and Conclusion
In summary, Plato's Imperfection argument builds up upon the insights of human reality, precisely their intellectual capacity. Plato may act as a mentor to many in today's generation since he sticks with the belief that human knowledge is a vital key in accessing good life. The philosopher's insight will depend on how an individual views it and also how one views it. Plato also shares an intellectual view of the world, especially in regards to world situations, events, or circumstances. He always expresses his sense of opinion in an ideal content way. Additionally, his view of human knowledge is controlled by most of his philosophy that talks about the realms since all his teachings have excellent relations that reveal the true meaning of the human experience. Overall, Plato's main standing point was that the form world would be his primary way of ensuring that his virtue and goodness remain grounded for good.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Plato's metaphysical and epistemological theories of Plato are significant for proper understanding so that they can distinguish between knowledge and beliefs. The expertise described by Plato will enable an individual to make appropriate judgments depending on the situation (Bloom & Kirsch, 2016). For example, when faced with an ethical dilemma, it will be easier to formulate assessment since Plato’s metaphysics has entirely focused on the realism of the world, which helps in distinguishing various choices and consequences that accompany the decision made. Finally, with Plato's perception of knowledge, it becomes clear how to incorporate Plato's metaphysics and epistemology teachings. The contents of the field of expertise can also are understood at least following the learning of Plato and also concerning the cognitive understanding since there is the presence of explanatory and prior knowledge. An individual had the capability of distinguishing a true belief with an account that explains the concept. In another world, by understanding the existence of knowledge, then it makes it possible for an individual to grasp Plato's idea on the origin of human knowledge.
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