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 	The majoritarian system of administration is one in which the democratic rights of people are withheld in the form of classical democracy. This was the form of governance in Athens in the early days and it gave rise to the modern day democracy that people know. However, this system’s efficiency is put into the trial over the need to be just and fair in administering punishment when a revolt happens in Athens and it sparks the reaction of the entire society. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]    	During the majoritarian rule times, Thucydides’ account of the Mitylenian Debate placed the Citizens in a dilemma in which they were given the option of getting to choose whether or not it was right to put the Mytilenian men to death and enslave all the women and children. This was being done on account that Mytilene, a former Athenian ally, had revolted against Athenian oppression but lost in a fight against the Athenian army. This act of persecution is discussed in a second debate which is expected to determine the fate of these people. 
 	Personally, I think that both speakers are making a good point. However, I believe that Cleon’s overall argument is more persuasive. As regards the arguments to justice, both Cleon’s and Diodotus’ arguments are convincing, but I am slightly more on Diodotus’ side to argue that not all Mytilenians took part in the revolt. To punish the entire population would have been like sweepingly executing or enslaving the entire German population after the Second World War. Individual punishments for the leaders and for people who have proven to commit war crimes are more just than collective punishment.
Anyhow, I think that the arguments concerning the interests of Athens weigh heavier than the arguments concerning justice (Mitylenian Debate, 2) and I think that in this case, Cleon’s arguments are more convincing. Especially his point that taking back strict punishments is weakening Athens’ leadership role is important. I probably would have favored Diodotus’ overall argument in the first debate, but after the decision has been made, Athens should stick to it. Otherwise, Athens would give the impression of being weak and internally fighting, which is a strong short-term incentive for other colonies to take their chance to revolt.
Cleon argues that lack of a deterrent will raise incentives to revolt, because others may feel that the current Athenian government will not severely punish revolts (“Mitylenian Debate,” 2). Combined with the previous notion, this may add up to a deadly cocktail for Athenian power: Colonies could conclude that a) Athens is temporarily weak (i.e. the risk of losing a revolution is low) and b) that even if a revolution is lost, the sanctions would be bearable. It would then possibly be sufficient for just one or two allies to take this “now or never” chance to start a revolution, and the other colonies would follow. Sooner or later, all or most Athenian allies could join the revolution and put Athens entire existence at risk. This risk is way too dangerous to still take into account second-priority values like justice.
Finally, I can understand why the Athenian citizens closely voted to follow Diodotus. It was a tactically flawed move of Cleon to question the decision-making ability of the council because by nonetheless voting for Cleon, it would have acknowledged its own [partial] incompetence as a part of Cleon’s entire argument. In contrast, it was very clever of Diodotus to link an appraisal of the competency of the council to his argument. Moreover, by claiming that the will to punish Mytilene was just an expression of temporal [and thus excusable] emotions like anger, Diodotus paved the way for any citizen who supported Cleon in the first discussion to take back their decision.
Lastly, Plato's Apology is an account of the speech Socrates makes at the trial in which he is charged with not recognizing the gods recognized by the state, inventing new deities, and corrupting the youth of Athens. However, his form of an apology is one in which he speaks in defense of himself over the accusation that was previously made against him. He speaks in a controversial manner and stresses that he is acting in a direct and honest way. 
His apology leads to the interrogation of the one Meletus after the Socrates determines that he is a wise man and that his decision was made in the manipulation of his wise thoughts as a form of ignorance to the law. The man who is responsible for bringing Socrates to trial (Plato, 427-347)
Later on, Socrates is found to be narrowly guilty from the interrogations. He is then asked to choose a form of punishment for himself and he ironically proposes for a meal for himself as he refuses to either go to prison or exile. According to him, he has done the country a great service and he deserves a fair treatment other than prison trial. However, the jury refuses his bid and sentences him to death. An offer which he stoically accepts (Plato, 524-427). 
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