
JUSTICE IN PLATOS THE REPUBLIC

ABSTRACT: In his philosophy Plato gives a prominent place to the idea of justice. Plato was highly dissatisfied with the
prevailing degenerating conditions in.

Should circumstances make a certain apparent best undoable, then it would no longer appear to be best. Plato
in his philosophy gives very important place to the idea of justice. Book V Socrates is about to embark on a
discussion of the unjust political regimes and the corresponding unjust individuals when he is interrupted by
Adeimantus and Polemarchus a-b. Justice will be what remains once they find the other three virtues in it,
namely wisdom, courage, and moderation a. Applying the analogy of the city and the soul, Socrates proceeds
to argue that the tyrannical individual is the most unhappy individual c ff. Appropriately ruled
non-philosophers can enjoy the capacity to do what they want only so long as their circumstances are
appropriately ruled, and this makes their success far less stable than what the philosophers enjoy. So a mixed
interpretation seems to be called for Morrison ; cf. The basic acceptance of the exoteric - esoteric distinction
revolves around whether Plato really wanted to see the "Just City in Speech" of Books V-VI come to pass, or
whether it is just an allegory. Therefore, the reason and spirit have to control these appetites which are likely
to grow on the bodily pleasures. In closing, Plato relates the myth of Er, which describes the trajectory of a
soul after death. With it Socrates sketches how people might harmoniously satisfy their appetitive attitudes.
This is not clear. Comparing Thrasymachus to a snake that Socrates had merely charmed, Glaucon presents a
challenge to Socrates. Finally, a person is just just in case all three parts of her soul are functioning as they
should d12â€”e2; cf. Singpurwalla, Rachel G. Socrates indicates that they to, discuss philosophy and
philosophers to justify these claims b-c. Spirit, by contrast, tracks social preeminence and honor. At the
beginning of Book Two, he retains his focus on the person who aims to be happy. But Socrates argues that
these appearances are deceptive. Next he argues that, though each of the three main character
typesâ€”money-loving, honor-loving, and truth-lovingâ€”have their own conceptions of pleasure and of the
corresponding good lifeâ€”each choosing his own life as the most pleasantâ€”only the philosopher can judge
because only he has experienced all three types of pleasure. When Cephalus characterizes justice as keeping
promises and returning what is owed, Socrates objects by citing a case in which returning what is owed would
not be just c. Socrates' definition of justice is never unconditionally stated, only versions of justice within each
city are "found" and evaluated in Books II through Book V. Is this an inherently totalitarian and objectionable
aim? Life of just man is better and happier. Ethics and political philosophy seem to be different sides of the
same coin. Thus, the philosopher regards ruling as something in his interest despite the fact that it interferes
with his pursuit of knowledge, since in ruling he will be imitating the forms.


