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2.1 INTRODUCTION 

Plate (42817-34817 BC), a Greek philosopher, is one of tlie   no st creative influential thinkers 
in political pltilosophy. A great deal of writings on Plato has'appcared fro111 time to lime. 
Some have described Plato as the real intellectual founder of Christianity, 'a Christian before 
Christ', while others, of Marxian socialism. With some, Plato is a revolutionary, a radical at 
that, with others, a reactioliary, a fascist at that. Plato's modern critics itlclude C.M. Bowra 
(Ancient Greek Litertrtzrre, 1933), W. Fite (The Pl~rlonic Legend, 19341, R.H. Crossmnn (Plato 
Today, 1937), A.D. Winspear (The Gelresis of Plcr/ols Thoz/gJ?t, 1940) and Karl Popper (The 
Open Society and Its Enenlies, Vol. 1, 1945). Plato's adlnirers include R o l a ~ ~ d  R. Levinson (In , 
Dcfence oJ'Plnto, 1953) and John Wild (Plrto's Moden7 Et~emies urrd the Tllcory qf Nafzrral 

L a w ,  1953). The descriptive and interpretative, and yet sympathetic account of Plato can be 
f o ~ ~ i i d  in Ernest Barker (Greek Political Theory: Pluto and His Prec?ecessors, 19 1 8) and Ricliard 
Lewis Nettleship (Lectt~rdes on the Republic of Pluto, 1929). This is merely a brief reading of 
works onlabout Plato intended to introduce the great philosoplier. 

, Political philosoplly in the West begins with t l ~ q  ancient Greeks and Plato, inheriting a rich 
tradition of political speculation became ils first embodiment. Plato was an idealist, for he laid 
down the basis for political idealis111 i n  the West. He was a philosopher, for 11e had seen the 
forins beyond those which could be seen as appeararlces. He was a rtionalist, for he gave his 
pl~ilosopliy a definite vision. He was a revolutionary, for he attempted to build a new a i~d  novel 
fabric 011 the ruins of the society around. Obviously, in the process, Plato drifted away fTo111 
the prevailing system, and was, thus, co~iseq~~e~l t ly  da~n~ied  as utopian, impracticable, identist 
and tlie like. 



d 

Plato's place, in western political thought, would always remain unparalleled. Numerous idealists 
regard Plato as their teacher and they feel great in calling themselves his disciples. Some 
admire Ptato wliile others condemn him, but none dare ignore him. It is here where Plato's 
greatness lies. He was, indeed, the idealist ainong the idealists, the artist among the artists, the 
philosopher among the philosophers, and the revolutionary among the revolutionaries. 

2.2 INTRODUCING PLAT0 

2.2.1 The Man and His Times 

Plato an aristocrat by both birth and temperament was born in democratic Athens, at a time 
when it was engaged i n  a deadly war against Sparta-The Peloponnesian War. The war lasted 
for ahout 28 years, and resulted in the fall of Athens. On his father's side, Plato traced his 
descent from Codrus, the last of the tribal kings of Africa, or even from the God Poseidon, and 
on the tnother's side, fro111 that of Solon, tlie great law-giver. 

Plato was a child, when his father, Ariston, died, and his mother Perictione married Pyrilampes, 
an associate of Pericles, the statesman. As a young man, Plato had political ambitions, but he 
became a disciple of Socrates, accepting his basic philosopl.ry and dialectical style of debate: 
the pursuit of truth through discussions and dialogues. In fact, Plato was disillusioned the way 
things were going around. He was i~ivited to join public life wlien the Spartan puppt t government, 
the Rule of Thirty, was established in 404 BC and where his maternal uncles, Critias and 
Char~nides, were members of tliat group. plat0 declined tlie offer, because he was disappointed 
by the fur~ctioning of political leadership, in geiieral, and by llis disgusting experiences of the 
two successive governments in particular, first by the Rule of Thirty, and later by the returned 
democratic faction, tlie former entrapping Socrates on charges of corrupting the youth, and the 
latter executing him on charges of impiety. All this co~ivinced Plato that all politics are evil 

1 if not given proper management and direction. Plato hilnself writes in the Seventh Letter, 
supposed to be his autobiography, saying: ".., eager though I had been at first to go into 

I 

I politics, as I looked at these tlii~igs (the course of political life i n  the city-states) and saw 
everything taking any course at all with no direction or management, I ended by feeling dizzy. 
... But at last I saw tliat as far all states now existing are concerned, they are all badly 

For tlie condition of their laws is bad almost past cure, except for some miraculous 
accident. So, I was colnpelled to say, in praising true philosophy, that it was from it alone that 
one was &le to discern all true justice, private as public. And so I said that all the natiolls 
of men will never ,,$ease from private trouble until either the true and genuine breed of . 
philosophers shall come to political office or until that ofthe rulers in the states shall by some 

s divine ordinonce take to the true pursuit of philosophy". (Italic added) . 

After Socrates' execution in 399 BC, Plato, fearing for his owl1 safety, and in all disillusionment, 
set hilliself for long travels temporarily abroad to Italy, Sicily and Egypt. In 388 BC, Plato, ' , 

after his return to Athens, founded the Academy, tlie institution oftell described as the first 
European University. It provided a comprehensive curriculum, including such subjects as 
astronomy, biology, political tl~eory, philosophy and mathematics, inscribing, on the vely gate 
of the Acadenzy, about matheinatics: "Those having 110 kliowledge of mathematics need not 
enter here." I 

Pnrsiling an opportunity to combine philosopl~y and practical politics, Plato went to Sicily in . 
367 to tutor the new ruler of Syracuse, Dionysius, the younger, in  the art of philosophical rule. 
The experiment failed. Plato made another attempt to Syracuse again, in 361 BC, but once 



again, he met with a failure. The last years of Piato's life were spent lecturi~~g at the Academy, 
and in writing. Plato died at about the age of 80 in Athens in 348 or 347 BC leaving the 
management of the Academy to Specesippus, his nephew. 

2.2.2 Hls Works 

Plato's writings were in dialogue form, and the hero in all writings except in the Laws was none 
but his teacher, Socrates. In the dialogue-type writings, philosophical ideas were advanced, ' 

discussed, and criticised in the context of a conservation or debate invoJvi11g two or more 
persons. 

.The collection of Plato's works includes 35 dialogues and 13 letters, though doubts are cast on 
the authenticity of a few of them. The dialogues may be divided into early, middle and later 
periods of composition. The earliest represent Plato's attempt to communicate the philosophy 
and dialectical style of Socrates. Several of these dialogues take the same form. Socrates 
encountering someone who claims to know much professes to be ignorant and seeks assistance 
from the one who knows. As Socrates begins to raise questions, it becomes, however, clear that 
the one reputed to be wise really does not know (i.e., Cephalus, Polemarchus, Thrasymacl~us 
on 'Justice') what he claims to know, and Socrates emerges as the wiser one because he, at 
least, knows that he does not know. Such knowledge, of course, is the beginning of wisdom. 
Included in this group of dialogues are churntides (an .attempt to define temperance), Lysis (a . 

a discussion of friendship), Leaches (a pursuit of the meaning of courage), Protagoras (a defence 
of the thesis that virtue is knowledge and can be taught), Euthyphro (a consideration of the 
nature of piety) and Book I of the Republic ( A  discussion of justice). 

  he middle and the lute dialogues of Plato reflect his own philosophical development. ~ o s t '  
scholars attribute the ideas, in these works, to Plato himself, though Socrates continues to be 
the main character in many of the dialogues. The 'writings of the middle period include Gorgius 
(a consideration of several ethical questions), Meno (a discussion of the nature of knowledge) 
the Apology (Societies' defense of himself as his trial against the charges of atheism and 
corrupting Athenian youth), Crito (though half-finished, Socrates' defence of obedience to the 
laws 'of the state), Phaedo (the death scene of Socrates, in which he discusses the theory of - -  

Forms, the nature of the soul, and the question of immorality), the S'yosiunt (Plato's olrtstanding 
dramatic achievement, which also contains several speeches on beauty and love), the kepublic 
(Plato's supreme philosophical achievement), which is also a detailed discussio~i of the nature 
of justice). 

The works of the later period include the Sfafesman, the Theaetetus (a denial that knowledge 
is to be identified with sense ,perception), Promenades (a critical evaluation of the theory of 
forms), Sophist (further consideration of the theory of Ideas, or Forms), Philebus (a discussion 
of the relationship between pleasure and the good), Timaeus (Plato's views on natural science 
and cosmology), and the Laws (a more practical analysis of political and social issues). 
, 

Of all his writings, the Republic (written over a period of Piato's early life as a writer, though 
finished around the year (i.e, about 386 BC) he established his Academy, the Statesman (written 
about the year 360 BC.), and the Laws (published after his death in 347 BC and written a couple 
of months earlier) may be said to have contained h i s  entire political philosophy. 

. . The Republic of Plato is by all means the greatest of all his works. It is not only a treatise on 
politics, but is also a treatise dealing with every aspect of human life. It, in fact, deals with 
metaphysics.(the idea of the Good), moral philosophy (virtue of human soul), education (the 



scientific training the rulers ought to have), polilics (the Ideal State), the philosophy of history 
(tlie process of historical change from the Idea State to tyrallnical regime), economy (communism 
of property and families)-all combined in one. The Republic has ten books whose subject- 
matter can be st~mmed up as under: 

i) Book I deals with man's life, nature of justice and morality. 

ii) Books IT lo IV explain tlie organisation of the State, and of the system of education. Here, 
Plato lays down the featnres of good man, and ideal society, stating three eletne~~ts in 
human nature (appetite, spirit and reason) and tlieir corresponding characteristics in the 
ideal state (the producers, the auxiliaries, the rulers). 

iii) Books V to VII, while stating the organisation of the ideal State, refer to  such a system 
based on commul~ism (of families and property) and headed by the philosopher-ruler. 

iv) Books VIII and IX tell us how anarchy and chaos visit when the individuals and States get 
perverted. 

v) Book X has two parts: Part I relates philosophy to art, and Part I1 discusses the capacity 
of  the soul. 

The Statesman and the Laws deal more with the actual states and ground realities, and as such 
do not have the same idealism and radical overtures, which the Republic posh .:ssed. Plato of 
the Repzrblic is what is known to the world: the idealist, the philosopher and the ~adical. 

2.2.3 His Methodology 

It is usually said that Plato's methodology was deductive, also called the philosophical method. 
The pkilosopher, while following this methodology, has his pre-conceived conclusions and then 
seeks to see them in actual conditions around him: general pririciples are determined first, and 
thereafter, are related to particular situation. The deducfive [nethod of illvestigatioli stands 
opposite to the inductive one where the conclusions are reached after studying, observing, and 
examining the data avaiIable at hand. Plato, it is said, followed the deductive method in so far 
as he attempted to find the characteristic features of the state lie founded in his iniagil~ation in 
the existing conditions prevailing in the city-states of tlie ancient Greek Society. Obviottsly, 
11e did not find what he had imagined, and that was why he felt dizziness (See the quotation 
from Seventh Letter above). 

That Plato's methodology is deductive is an ilnportant aspect, but it is, at the same time, an 
amalgam of ilulnerous nletllodologies is something more ilnportant a fact if one seeks lo 
u~~derstand Plato. Nettleship is of the opinion that Plato's n~etliodology is inductive as well, for 
it relates theory with practice. The fact is that Plato follows a variety of nietliocls in expressing 
his political thouglit. 

Plato's methodology is dialectical, for 'dialect' has been a tradition with the ancient Greeks. 
Socsates followed this lncthodology in respo~lding to the views of his rivals by highlighting 
fallacies in their thinking. Plato, following his teacher Socrates, pursued this metliodology in 
his search for 'the idea of good' and the way it could be reached. 111 the process, he was not 
imparting I<nowledge as much as he was trying to explain how the people could achieve it 
themselves. By following the dialectical method, Plato discussed tlze views of numerous 
individuals, examined each such view, and ultimately reached the conclusion. Plnto's notion 
ofjustice was the result of debate, which went on anlong actors such as Cepliales, Polelnarch~~s, 



Thrasymacl~us, GIaucon and Adeimantus-a dialectal method of reaching true ~nealling of 
justice. 

Plato's metliodology is clilalytical in so far as he divided a phenomenon into its possible parts, 
analysing each part fully and thereafter knitting the results of all parts together. We see in Plato 
a11 .analytical mind while he talked about what constitutes liurnan riat~lre: appetite, spirit and 
reason; he found these elements in body-politic as well: 'appetite' in the producing class,, 
'spirit' in the soldiers' class; and 'reason' in the ruling class, thus stating tliat the const;ituents 
of tlie ideal state are producers (who provide tlie material base), soldiers (who provide the 
nlilitary base) atid the rulers (who provide the rational base): "proper provision, proper protectiol~ 
and proper leadersliip" as C.L. Wayper calls them. 

There is also a teleological method in Plato's thinking. Teleology means 'the object with an 
objective'. It follows that every phenomenon exists for itself and keeps moving towards its 
desired goal. Plato's teleological approach can well be seen in his theory of Forms. Plato was 
convinced that what appears is the shadow of wliat it can be. For111 is the best of what we see- 
realities can attain their forms. 

Plato is known for having pursued the deductive metliocl of esamining aiiy phenomenoli and 
also expressing liis philosophy. He, following the deductive metll-odology, had liad his pre- 
conceived conclusions and on their basis, constructed liis ideal state-explaining how it would 
be organised, and wliat characteristic features it woi~lcl have. Tlie Repztblic was nothing but tlie 
creation of liis deductive method. 

Analogy as a tnethod has also been followed by Platu in his philosophy. Analogy rneans a forin 
of reasoning in whiclz one thing is inferred lo be similar to another tliing in a certain respect 
on the basis of Itnown similarity in other respects. Tliere is a clear analdgical method in Plato, 
a method pursued by S.ocl.ates wlio found analogy in his thought processes by taking recourse 

' 

to the realms of arts. Plato saw such alialogies in the realms of tlie material world. For the 
producers of liis ideal state, Plato used tlie word 'human cattle', 'the copper' or 'llie bronze'; 
for tlie sol fers, he used tlie word 'the watch dogs' or 'the silver'; and for the rulers, 'the 4 
sheplierd' and 'the gold'. S~tch analogies are too common in Plato. 

Plato pursued the historical method as well. His Stcrtes~~~in and the Laws have been written by 
followilig the' liistorical rl~etliodology wherein he traced the evalutiou and growth of numerous - 
types of state I~istoricall~y. Even i n  the Republic, Plato did not lose sight of history. He found 
the solution of all evils psevailing in flie tlleli city-states in liistory. Furthermore, the Repzihlic, 
Barker tells us, "is not only a deduction from tlie first principles, it is a l s ~  an induction From , 
the facts of  reek life", meaning thereby that it is based 011 actual conditions existing then. 

2.3 PHILOSOPH1CAL FOUNDATIONS OF PLATO'S 

I 

2.3.1 ~ocrat ic  Base . 

The Socratic influence on Plato is well known. Professor Maxey (Political Philosophies, 1961) , 
writes: "111 Plato Socrates Iived again. The ~nirivalled protagonist wliose ~natchless logic, flashing , 

irony, and sovereign intellect do~ninate the writings of Plato was no mortal of flesli and bone, 
b u t  an apotlieosised Socrates, speaking not only what the actual Sacrates might have spoken but 

, 

also what the resplendent imagination of Plato would have him say, How ~nuch of wllat is ' 



ascribed to Socrates in the works of Plato is of genuine Socratic origin and how mucli is of 
Platonic inversion, we cannot tell; but it is certain that tlie genius of Plato deserves no less 
credit than the injluence of Socrates" (Italics added). 

There-was never a time when the Socratic itnage was out of Plato's mind. Plato would never 
find himself colnplete without his master, Socrates. He wrote with a sense of pride: "1 thank 
God that I was bosn a Greek, and not Barbarian; a fieeman and not a slave, a man, a.nd not a 
woman; but above all, tliat I was born in  the age of Socrates." 

It is welt said, as George Sabine (A  History of Political Theory, 1973) says, that the fundamental 
idea of the Repzrblic came to Plato in the for111 of his master's doctrine that vistue is knowledge: 
".. .. The pl-opositiori", Sabine writes for Plato, "tliat virtue is knowledge iinplies that tliere is 
an objective good to be known and that it can in fact be known by rational or logical investigation 
rather than by intuition, guessworlc, or luck? The good is objectively real, whatever anybody 
tfiliks about it, and it o~lght to be realised not because men want it but because it is good". 
Plato gave his teacher's doctrine-vil-tue is knowledge-a pri~ne place in liis philosophy. Like 
liis teacher, Plato firmly believed that virtue can be attained through knowledge. He, like liis 
teacher, was convinced that human nature lias four elements: reason, courage, te~ilperance and 
justice. T~I-ougli these, a man could attain virtue wliicli makes lnan capable to work towards 
his end; it inspires man. 

From Socrates, Plato learnt tliat tlie ruler, like a physician or a llavigator is an artist and to that 
extent, administration is an art. Accordingly, taking a lesson from liis teacher Socrates, Plato 
urged that the ruler sliould be one who knows the art, science arid knowledge of administration. 
Socrates used to say: "The public is i l l ,  we must cure our masters." 

The Socratic imprint on Plato can be observed in every sentence the pupil wrote. Socrates was , 

Plato's hero, the character fsom whose mouth Plato spoke both for himself and for the master. 
In most of Plato's writings, Socrates was seen almost everywhere, particularly in the Repzrblic. 
One may conclude with Sabine: "It  nay very well be, then, that some considerable measure of 
the political principles developed in the Republic really belonged to Socrates, and were learned 
directly from hirn by Plato. However, tliis may be, the intellectualist cast of the Repzrblic the 
inclination to find salvatio~l in an adequately educated ~.uler, is certainlj/ an elaboration of 
Socrates' conviction tliat virtue, political virtue not excluded, is knowledge." 

2.3.2 Theory of ldeas 

Theory of Forms or ldeas is at tlie centre of Plato's philosophy. All Iiis other views 01.1 

knowledge, psycliology, ethics, arid state can be understood in terms of tliis theory. I-lis theory 
of Fornis or ldeas taken fro111 tlie Greek word "Edios" is so inter-related to his theory of 
ICnowledge tliat they can be understood together. Following Socrates, Plato believed that 
knowledge is attainable and believed it to have two essential characteristics: one, knowledge 
is cettain and infallible; two, tliat it is to be contracted with which is only appearance. Knowledge, 
being fixed, peramanent, and unchanging is, according Plato (following Socrates), identified 
with the real111 of 'ideal' as opposed to the pllysical world wl~ic l~ is seen as it appears. In other 
words. 'Fortn', 'Idea'. 'Knowledge'-all constitute what is ideal, and wliat appears to the eye 
is actual. T1iel.e is, thus, a difference between what is ideal and what is actual; between what 
are ' for~i~s '  and wliat are appearances; and between what is knowledge arid what is an opinion; 
and between what 'can be' and what it is or what it is 'becoming'. 

Plato's theory of  Forms or Knowledge, or Idea is found in the Republic wheri he discussed the 
image of the divided line and the myth of the cave. Jri tlie fosrner, Plato made a distinction 



between two levels of awareness: opinion and knowledge. Clailns or assertio~ls about tlne 
physical or  visible world are opinions. The higlier level or awareness, on the other hand, is 
knowledge because there reason is involved. 

The ~niylli of the  cave, as discussed by Plato, described individuals chained deep within tlie 
recesses ol 'a cave where the vision is restricted and no one is able to see another mati; the only 
visible ilii~ig is the wall of the cave. Breaking free, one of the individuals escapes from the cave 
into tlie light o f  the day. Wit11 tlie aid of'the sun, that persoti sees for tlie first tinie the real 

- world, telling his fellow Inen tliat the only tliing they have seen heretofore are shadows and 
appearances and 1.11at the real world awaits them if only tliey are willing to struggle free of their 
bonds. 

The essential cliasacteristics of Plato's tlieory of Forms would, thus, include: (a) There is a 
difference between 'Fosm' or 'Idea'; 'Knowledge' and 'Appearance'; 'Actual', or 'Opinion' as 
there is cl iffel-ence between tlie ideallinvisi ble world and tlie physica llvisi ble world. (b) The 
form is the ult i~nate object of appearance. (c) Tlic actual world can attain the ideal world. (d) 
Knowledge can  replace opinion and is attainable. (e) The visible world is the shadow of the real 
world. (0 What  appears to be is not tlie Form, but is a form of the Form. 

Plato explained that there is a differelice between things wliicll are beautiful and what beauty 
is: fo'onuer lies in the renln~ of opinion while the latter, it1 the realm of knowledge. What is more 
important is Plato's insistence tliat the journey from 'appearances' to 'fonn' is possible through 
knowledge. 

Plato had conceived tlie Fortns as arranged hierarcliically-the supretne form is the form of tlie 
Good, which like the sun in the myth of the cave, illuminates all tlie other ideas. The forms 
of the Good (i.e., tlie idea of the Good) represents Plato's ~iiovement in tlie direction of 
attaining goodness. In a way, the tlieory of Fonns, as propounded by Plato, is intended to 
explain how one comes to know, and how things have come to be as they are, and also how 
tliey are likely to attain their ideals. 

Plato's theory o f  Form is closely related to his belief that virtue is knowledge. According to 
Plato, the idea ofvirtiie is the idea of action; the i~lti~nate object of virtue is to attain knowledge; 
the lanowledge of  virtue is the highest level of ]<nowledge; kliowledge is attainable; and so is 
vit-tue attaillab le. 

Plato's theory o f  For111 Inas been extended by him to his political theory. The types of rulers 
Plato sought t o  liave should be i:llose who have the kllowledge of ruling people. Until power 
is in the lia~ids of those who have k~lowledge (i.e., the philosophers), states w o ~ ~ l d  liave peace, 
so thought Plato. 

2.4 POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY OF PLAT0 

2.4.1 Theory of Justice 

For Plato, justice does not consist in illere adherence to tlie laws, for it is based on the inner 
nature of the human spirit. It is also not the triumpli of tlie stronger over tlie weaker, for it 
protects the weaker agai~nst the stronger. A just state, Plato argues, is achieved with an ejle to 
tlie good of  tlie whole. 11-1 a just society, the rulers, tlne military, the artisail all do what they 
ought to do. In s11cl1 a society, the rulers are wis& the soldiers are brave, and the producers 
exercise self-control or temperance. 



'Justice' is the central theme of the Plato's Republic; its sub-title entitled "Concerning Justice". 
For Plato, justice is a moral concept. Barker says: "Justice is, for Plato, at once a part of human 
vit-tue and the bond which joins lnen together in tlie states. I t  makes nlan good and makes Iiim 
social." Almost a similar view lzas been expressed by Sabine. He says: "Justice (for Plato) is 
a bond which holds a society together." 

Justice gives the reseinblance of what is used in the Greek langi~age 'Dikaiosyne', a word which 
lias a Inore comprehensive meaning than tlie word 'justice'. 'Dikaiosyne' nleans 'just' 
'righteous~~ess'. That is why Plato's notion of justice is not regarded legal or judicial, nor is 
it related to the realms of 'rights' and 'duties', it does not come within the limits of law; it is, 
as such, related to 'social ethics'. The essential characteristics of Plato's notion can be stated 
as these: (i) Justice is another imne of rigliteousness. (ii) It is more the performance of duties 
than tlie elljoyrnent gf rights. (iii) It is individual's contribution to the society in accordance 
with his abilities, capacities and capabilities. (iv) It is a social morality; man's obligatiotl. (v) 
It is the strength of the social fabric as it involves a web of social system. 

Before stating these views through Socrates, Plato refuted the then prevailing theories ofjustice. 
He denounced the father-son's (Cephalus- Polemarcl~us) theory ofjustice of traditional morality- 
jistice giving every man his due, in other words, 'doing to others what is proper' (Cephalus) 
or 'doing good to friends and harming enemies' (Polemarchus). Plato recognised the worth of 
the traditional theory of justice which colnpels men to do what they are supposed to do or 
justice as phenonlena creating unity. But he did not approve of justice being good for some 
and evil for others. Justice is, Plato held, good for all-the giver as well as the receiver, for 
friends as well as foes. 

Plato also rejected Thrasymachus' radical notion of justice according to which justice is always 
in the interest of the stronger. He did agree with Thrasymachus that the ruler because he knows 
the art of ruling, lias all the power but did not agree that the ruler rules in his ow11 interest. 
Plato argued through Socrates that the shoe-maker does not wear all the shoes he iiiakes; the 
farmer does not eat at1 the crops he prepares; accordingly tile ruler does not make all the laws 
which benefit him. Plato agreed with Thrasynlachus that justice is an art, and that one who 
knows the art is the artist, and none else. 

And yet, there is another theory ofjustice advocated by two brothers-Glaucon and Adeimantus, 
Plato's ow11 brothers. The tlieory is a co~iventional theory of justice and one which was 
favourably agreed to by Plato's hero, Socrates. Glaucon held the view that justice is in the 
interest of the weaker (as opposed, to  Thrasymachus' view that it is in tlie interest of tlie 
stranger), and that it is artificial in so far as it the product of custotns and conventions. Glaucon 
says: "...men do not suffer inj~~stice freely and without restraint. But the weaker, finding that 
they suffer niore injustice than they can inllict, make a contract one with another neither to do 
injustice, 1101- to suffer it to be done; and in pursuance of the contract, they lay down a law, the 
provisions of which are henceforth the standard of action and the code of justice". Plato did 
see limitations in Glaucon's theory by describing justice as natural and universal as against 
Glaucon's notion of it as 'artificial' and 'product' of cohventions and custotns. 

Plato's own tl~eory, as stems from the discussion which went on among characters such as 
Cephalus, Polernarcl~us, Tl~rasymaclzus, Glaucon, Adeimantus and Socrates, appears to be as 
under: 

1) Justice is nothing'but tlie principle that each one should pursue a function for wI,~ich OIIU , 
is fitted by nature; each one to do one's own for one's own and. for colnlnon good. 



2) Justice mealis specialization and excellence. 

3) Justice helps people to be in a society; a bond that holds society; a har~nonious uliion of 
individuals, of classes with tlie state. It is a bond that brings together individuals, classes 
and state into one frame. 

4) . Justice is both a 'public' and 'private' virtue. It aims at tlie highest good of the individual 
(private), and of the whole society (public). 

Plato's theory ofjustice leads to division of labour, specialisatio~l and efficiency. It is, therefore, , 
a principle of specialisation, unity, non-interference and harmony. His notion of justice iniplies 
a social vi~tue, a private and public ethics and a moral dictate. And yet Plato7s theory ofjustice 
is totalitarian in the sense that it subordi~iates individual to tlie slate. 

2.4.2 Scheme of Education 

Plato's Republic is not merely an essay on goveniment, it is, as Rousseau infortus us, a treatise 
ort.education. T11e essence of his whole philosophy, as stated in  the Republic, was to bring 
about reforms (political, econolnic, social as well as moral, intellectual, cultural) in the ancient 
Greek society. The object of tlie Republic was to locate and thereafter establish justice in tlie 
ideal state and his scheme of educatio~i aimed, precisely, at tliat. For Plato, social education 
is a means to social justice. It is, therefore, not iticorrect to say that education, for Plato, had 
been a solution to all the vexed questions. Education, as Klowsteit tells us, has been an 
il~strunient for ~iloral reforms. 

Plato's theory of education is an attempt to toirch the evil at its very source. It is an attempt 
to cure a mental malady by a mental medicine. Barker rightly says that Plato's scheme of 
education brings the soul into that environment which in each stage of its growth is best suited 
for its development. 

Plato7s theory of education is impol-tant in his political theory. It is importa~lt in so far as it 
'provides a basis for the ideal state designed to achieve justice. Following his teacher, Socrates, 
Plato had a belief in the dictum tliat Vil-tue is knowledge aiid for making people virtuo~~s, he 
iuade education a very powerf~ll iiistrurnetit. Plato also believed that education builds man's 
character atid it is, therefore, a necessary condition for extracting man's natural faci~lties in 
order to develop his personalities. Education is not a private enterprise for Plato; it is public 
in so far it provides a moral diagnosis-to the social ailments. Barker, speaking for Plato, says 
that educatioll is a path. of social rigl~teousness, and not of social success; it is a way to reach 
tlie truth. Education, Plato emphasised, was necessary for all .the classes in society, especially 
for those who govern tlie people. The rulers, for Plato, are supreme because they are educated 
by philosophers, for the rule of the pliilosophers, as Barker explains, is the result of the 
education they receive. 

Plato, in liis proposed scllelne of education, accepts certain assumptions: (i) soul, being initiative \ 
and active, throws up, through education, the best things that are Iatept in it; (ii) education 
moulds the character of the growing young; it does not provide eyes tb the blind, but it does 
give vision to men with eyes; it brings soul to the realms of light; it activates atid reactivates 
the individual (iii) each level of education has a pre-assigned Sirnction: the eletnentary education 
helps i~~dividuals give direction to tlleir powers; middle level education helps individuals 
understand their surroundings; and higher education helps individuals prepare, determine and 
decide their course of education; (iv) education llelps people earn a living and also helps them 
to become better liiiman beings. 



Plato does not warit to make education a commel.cial enterprise. He wants, as Sabine tells us, 
that educaiion must itself provide tile needed means, must see that citizens actually get the 
training they require, and tuust be sure that the education supplied is consonant with the 
llar~nony and well-being of tlie state. "Plato's plan, Sabine states, "is therefore, for a state- 
controlled system of co~upulsory education. His ediicational scheme falls naturally into parts, 
the elementary education, which includes tlie training of tlie young persons up  to about the age 
of twenty and culmi~~ating in the beginning of military service, and the higher education, 
intended for those selected persons of both sexes wlio are to be members of the two ruling 
classes and extending from the age of twenty to thil-ty-five". 

Plato's scheme of education had both the Athenian arid the Spartan influence. Sabine writes: 
"Its must genuiilely Spartan feature was the dedication of education exclusively to civic training. 
Its content was typically Athenian, and its purpose was dolninated by the end of moral and 
intellectt~al cultivation." The curriculuin of the elementary education was divided into two 
parts, gy~ll~lastics for training the body, and lnusic for training the mind. The elementary 
education was to be imparted to all the three classes. But after the age of twenty, those selected 
for higher education were tliose wlio were to hold the highest positions in the guardian class 
between twenty and thirty five. The guardians were to be co~istituted of the auxiliary class, and 
the ruling class. These two classes were to have a higher doze of gy~nnasium and music, 
greater doze of gymnastics for rhe auxiliaries, and greater doze of music for the rulers. Tlie 
highel- education of the two classes was, in purpose, professional, and for his curriculun~ Plato 
chose tlie only scie~ltific studies-mathematics, astronomy and logic. Before the two classes 
could get on to their jobs, Plato suggested a fi~r-ther education rill the age of about fifty, mostly 
practical in nature. 

111 conclusion, we may ideniifj the characteristic features of Plato's scheme of educatioll as 
these: (i) His scheme of education was for the guardian class, i.e., the auxiliary class and tlie 
ruling class; he had ignored the producing class completely; (ii) I-Iis whole educational plan was 
state~controlled; (iii) It aimed at attaining the physical, mental, intellectual, moral development 
of h u ~ n a ~ ~  personality; (iv) It consisted of three stages: elementary between 6 to 20; higher, 
between 20 and 35; practical, between 35 and 50; (v) It aimed at preparing the rulers for 
adl~iinistrative statesmanship; soldiers for militarily skill; and producers for material productivity; 
(vi) It sought to bring a balance between the individual needs and social requirement, 

Plato's plan of education was unde~iiocraticaily devised in so far as it ignored the producing 
class. It was limited in nature and was restrictive in extent by laying more en~phasis on 
mnthe~natics than on literature. Tlle wllole plan was i~nexpectedly and unduly expe~isive. It 
was un-individual in  the sense Ihat it restricted man's tllinking process and liis autonomy. It 
was too abstract and too tl~eoretical, so much so, it lost sight of administrative intricacies. 

2.4.3 Community of Wives and Property 

Plato's consistency is beyond any doubt. If liis theory of communism of property is a logical 
corollary 01 1;is conception of justice, and liis theory of co~ilniunis~n of families was a logical 
corollary of his views on con~munism of property. Justice, as Plato had put it, was the very 
objective of the ideal state. The ideal state, Plato went on to say, consisted of the tlirce classes- 
those of the rulers, of the auxiliaries, and of the producers, each doing its own assigned job. 
Justice woulcl be ushered in, Plato argued, if the guardians (tlic rulers and tlie a~~xiiiaries) do 
away wit11 property, for property represents tlic elements of appetite, a~ id  t:) do away with 
property de~na~ids  the comlnunism of fami lies. As Barker, writes for Plato: " !'he abolition of 
family life arnong tlle gi~ardians is, thus, inevitably a corollary of tlieir renunciation of private 
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property. According to Dunning: "As private property and family relationships appear to be tlie 
chief sources of dissension in every community, ~ieither is to have recog~iition in the perfect 
state." According to Sabine, so firtnly was Plato cotlvinced of the pernicious effects of wealth 
upon government that lie saw no way to abolish the evil except by abolishing wealth itseIf. The 
same is true also of Plato's purpose in abolislii~ig persons, as another (first being property) 
potent rival to tlie state in competing for tlie loyalty of rulers. "Atixiety for one's children", 
Sabine concludes on behalf of Plato, "is a form of self-seeking inore i~isidious than the desire 
for property.. . ". 

Plato's co~ntnunisrn, to put his theory very briefly, takes two for~ns. Sabi~ie says: "The first is 
tlie prohibition of private property, whether houses as land or money, to the rulers (and auxiliaries) 
and the provision that they shall live in barracks and have tlieir rneals at a colnlnon table. The 
second is the abolition of a permanent lnonogamous sexual relation and the substitution of 
regulated brecding at the beliest of the rulers for the purpose of securing the best possible 
offspring". This two-type of communism is applied on the rulers and tlie ailxiliaries called the 
guardians by Plato. 

Plato's argu~net~t for communism of property and families was tliat tlie unity of the state 
demands their abolition. "The unity of the state is to secure; property and family stand in the 
way; therefore, property and ~iiarriage must go" (Sabine). 

To find similal-ities between Plato's and Marx's communism, as l'rofessor Jaszi or Professor 
Maxey do, is to draw wrong parallels. Plato's communism llas a political objective-an 
econornic solution of a political ail~netit; Marx's cornrnunistn has an econonlic objective-a 
political solution of an ecotiornic ailment. Plato's communism is limited to only two classes- 
the r~ilers and tlie auxiliaries while Marx's coiii~~~unism applies to tlie whole society. Plato's 
basis of communism (or property) is material temptation aucl its nature is individualistic while 
Marx's basis is tlie growth of social evils, which result from the accumulation of private 
property. 

Plato's reasons for offering his scl~etne of community of wives and property were tlie following: 
Those who exercise politicai power should' have no economic motives, and those who arc 
engaged in econornic activities should liave no sharc in political power. Pragmatic as his 
message was, Plato had learnt from the Spartan successfill experiment whose citizens were 
denied tlie use of money and where they all had to consume evel-ything in cornmon. 

Plato's defense of tlie co~nnluilis~n of families was no less effective. Barker su~iis up Plato's 
argument in this regard: "Plato's scheme has many facets atid many purposes. It is a scl~ellie 
of eugenics; it is a scheme for the e~nancipation of women; it is a scheme for the nationalisation 
of the faoiily. It is meant to sewre a better stock, greater freedom for woineli and for rnen- 
to develop their lligllest capacities, a more complete and living solidarity of tlie state or at ally 
rate, of the rulers of tlie state." 

Plato's plan of co~nmu~lis~n has been denounced by many, from his disciple Aristotle down to 
Karl Popper. Aristotle criticises Plato for Iiaving ignored the ~iatural instinct of acquisitioti, 
making the scherne partial in so far as excluding tlie producing class fro111 it and declaring it 
ascetic and aristocratic, surre~ideri~lg all the best for the gz~ardia~is. Others, iticluding Karl 
Popper, condemn ~lato's'scheme of comn)imis~n 011 numcrous grounds, especially the following: 

a) It is doi~btfiil if cotnm~~nism of fanlilies wo~~ld  bring greater degree of unity by making 
the guardiat.1~ a single family. 
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b) Co~~imunism of wives and families, that Aristotle hints at, was bound to create confusion 
. if not disordel-one fe~nale would be wife of all the guardians and one male, {lie husband 

- of all the females. One may add, as Aristotle really does: a father would have thousand 
sons, and a son, thousand fathers. 

c) Common children would tend to be neglected, for everybody's child would be nobody's 
baby. 

d) It is aIso doubtfill if tlie state-controlled mating would ever be workable; it would rather 
reduce men and women to the levels of mere a~iimals by suggesting temporary marital 
relationship. . 

e) The whole scheme of communism is too rigid, too strict, and too stringent. 

'f) * ~ ~ a t o ' s  communism of families suggests a system df marriage wliicli is neither monogamy, 
nor bigamy, nor polygamy, nor polyandry. 
\ 

g) Plato's theory of comrnunis~n is too idealistic, too utopian, too imaginary, and accordingly, 
far away from tlie realities of liIe. 

2.4.4 Ideal State : The Ruling Class/Philosophic Ruler 

In all his .works on political theory, there is a strong case, wliich Plato builds in favour of an 
omni-competent state. ~ i v i n ~  is one thing, but living well is another and perliaps a different 
thing altogether. It is tlle job of tlle government, Plato affirmed more than once, to help people 
live a co~iiplete life. The problem which Plato addressed was not how best a government could 
be created but how best a governnient coulcl be installed. It was, thus, witli Plato, a matter of 
just not a govertiment, but a just government; just not a government any how, but a perfect 
government; just not a government any way, but an ideal government, the ideal state. 

In the Republic, Plato constructs the ideal state in  three successive stages: The heulthy stale or 
what Glaucon termed as 'tlie city of pigs', is inore or less a social groupilig where men get 
together, on the psil~ciples of 'division of labour', atid of 'specialisation', to lneet their ~iiaterial 
needs; the luxtlrious stnfe, arising out of tlie men of a liealthy state to quench their thirst of 
'sofas and tables', also of 'saucer and sweets', and requiring, thus, a band of 'dogs keen to 
scent, swift of foot to pursue, and stray of limb to fight,' the auxiliaries; the just slate, the ideal 
one, wliere alnong the 'dogs', the pliilosophers are able to judge by 'the rule of knowing; whom 
to bite,' that is, 'gentleness to friends and fierceness against enemies', are there to guide the 
rest. Thus, there is a clear hint of tlie classes, which co~istitute tlie ideal state-the producing 
class, the auxiliary class, arid the ruling class. In  tlie Republic, the state is led by tlie philosophers; 
iii the Stutesn7a11, it is a mixed state ideally led by statesman, and in  tlie L m s ,  it is actual state 
as it is, led by the laws. The ideal state of tlie Xepzrblic is tlie.fon~z of the historical (Politics) 
and uclual (laws) states. 

Plato's rulers, either the pliilosopliers of the Repzrblic, or statesman of the Poljtics or the 
i~nperso~ial laws of the Laws have the responsibilities of preserving and pronioting the interests 
of tlie whole community. Their aim is, as Plato expressed in the Repztblic, giving order and 
happiness to the state: "Our aim is founding tlie state", Plato contiiiues, "was . .. the greatest 
happiness of the whole; we tliought that in a state which is ordered wit11 a view to the good 
of the whole we should be most likely to find justice." Or again, "we mean our guardians to 
be true saviours and not tlie destroyer of the State." 111 the Politics, Plato said that t l ~ c  dox.eerrlors 
ought to "use their power witli a view to tlie general security and improvemenl." 11' tI;e Luws, 
Plato was worried about the "wetl-being of the state." What he wanted were r u ! . ~ ~ ,  and not 
pretenders-rulers who tnust know their job and should be able to perform it in the interests 



of all. They sliould tie wise, courageous, temperate and just-the qualities as expressed in tlie 
Repzlblic; wise and versed in the traditional customs, tlie unwritten laws of tlie divinely remote 
past, as in the Politics, and work under the dictates of the written laws as in the Latvs. 

The use of analogies in tlie writings of tlie ancient Greek thinkers was a ~isual exercise, 
showing, as Barker says; "a cliaracteristic of the transition from tlie old philosophy of nature 
to tile new pliilosopliy of man." His use of analogies demonstrated liis love for llie art of ruling, 
planning liis ruler i n  the image of an artist. Tlierc are the 'dog-soldiers' for guarding and 
watcliing tlie liu~ilan cattle and also for keeping tlie wolves-enemies-at bay; 'the shepherd- 
guardian' for looking after the human sheep-all tliese are mentioned in the Republic. Tliere 
is 'tlie pl~ysicia~i-states~nan' responsible for the general liealtli of the ailing-state; 'the pilot- 
statesnian', sltilled in his all, wise in liis job and rich in his experiences, for orderitig tlie affairs 
of the ship of tlie state; 'tlie weaver-states-ll~ati' for a creating a 'just harmony' u~~itiiig different 
eletne~its of human nature-all these are mei-tioncd in tlie Politics. 

Knowledge is tlie merit which qualifies the rulers to rule tlieir people. It helps them, Plato said, 
perform their responsibiiitics in the most perfect Inaliner. The I-ulers, he insisted, ought to know 
the science of politics; illey ought to use this sciencc, he held, as the ai-tist uses his art. Wliat 
Plato urged was tlie very competence of tlie rulers and strict discipline in tlie perforniance of 
tlieir f~tnctions. His rulers do tlie job of ruling as tlie peasant docs tlie tilling; tlie peasant is 
a peasant because he knows tlie job of tilling, so that ruler is a ruler because lie Icnows the job 
of ruling. 

Plato did not take any chance wliicli could put the rulers away from tlieir ideals. So there are 
the communistic devices applied on tlie rulers as in the Repztblic; tlie promises froni them to 
be alive to the divinely custon~s as in tlie  politic.^, and tlie demands from them to be loyal to 
the written codes as in tile LUMIS. Plat0 wanted tlie art and science of politics to be directed 
toward tlie attainment of a just order in which each individual, or each group of individuals does 
liis owl1 appointed function. This is wliy he makes his r.ulel.s experls in  tlieir bra~ich of business; 
this is why lie makes liis rulers undergo an intensive system of' education and training; tliis is 
why lie makes liis rulers lead a life clevoid of any pcrsonal tenlptations. His atixiety was to build 
a perfect and liierarcl~ical society where tlie rulers are expected to uphold and maintain ideals 
of justice (Republic), sustentation (Politics) ancl public good (Laws). Plato vested in his 
philosophic ruler absolute powers on the premise that reason ought to be sup~eme. However, 
what lie did not safeguard, as rightly pointed out by Popper against was tlie possible abuse and 
misuse of unchecked absolute powers no matter how just or wise the ruler might be. 

Plato writes in tlie Laws: "[Ilf anyone gives too great a power to anything, loo large a sail to 
vessel, too mucll food to tlie body, too much authority to the mind, and does not observe the 
mean, everything is overthrown, and, in tlie wantonness of excess runs in tlic one case to 
disorders, and in tlie other to injustice ....". His rulers have power, they have power because 
tliey have responsibilities, maintaining 'tlie rule of justice', allowing, 'no innovatiall in  the 
system of education', and watching 'against the entry either of poverty or of wealth into the 
state', and keeping the size of tlie state 'neither large nor small, but one and sufficient.' 

2.5 EVALUATION OF PLATOyS POLITICAL THEORY 

2.5.1 Plato's Adversaries 

Plato has been interpreted in so different ways that tliey make conclusions wry. If for one set 
of people, Plato is a revolutionary arid a propliet of socialism, for others, he is a fore-runner 



of fascism and an advocate of reactionaries. Aristotle, Plato's disciple, was his greatest critic. 
R.H.S. Crossman (Plato Today), C.M. Bowra (Ancient Greek Literature), W. Fite (The Platonic 
Legerm'), B. Farrington (Science of Politics in the Ar~cient World), A.D. Willspear (The Genesis 
of P1~fo'~s Thozight) Karl Popper (The Open Society and its Eneniies) are men who have 
condelnned Plato. G.C. Field (Plato and his Conrel~~polm.ie,s), Ronald B. Levillson (In Defence 
of Plato), Jol~n Wild (Plnto 's Modeni Erien?ies and the Tl7eoi.y of Natural Larv), A.E. Taylor 
(The & f ~ n  and His Work), Ernest Barker (Greek Political Theory), R.L. Nettleship (Lectures on 
the Reptrblic of Pkito) admire him. 

Of all the critics, Popper's criticism of Plato is the 1110st devastating. Plato, to Popper, was an 
enemy of the open society. Popper holds the view tliat Plato advocated a closed system, which 
was not dirferent fic:ii an idealised reproductio~i of tlie tribalism of the past. To Popper, Plato's 
philos~plty and its theories-of justice, conim~~nism, and education etc, are but so rnany subtle 
ways of jtrstifying autlioritarianis~n and totalitarianism. Plato's philosophy sought to perpetuate 
or eternalise the ideal-the ideal of anti-democracy, anti-change and anti-open society. Popper's 
tirade against Plato can be sutn~i~ed up i n  his own words: "Plato's fundaruental demands can 
be expressed in either of the two fonnula, the first corresponding to his idealist theory of 
cliange and rest, the second to Itis rtaturalism. The idealist fortnula is: Arrest all political 
change. Change is evil, rest divine. All cliange can be arrested if the state is made an exact 
copy of its original, i.e., of the Poem or Idea of the city. Sllould it be asked how this is 
practicable, we can reply with the naturalistic formula: Back fo the Natuve. Back to the original 
state of our forefathers, the primitive state founded in accordance wit11 human nature, and 
therefore, stable; back to tlie tribal patriarchy of tlie time before tlie Fall, to the natural class 
rule of the wise few over the ignorant inany." (Popper Italics) 

Condemning Plato's political programme, Popper says that it "far from being morally superior 
to totatitarianisn~, is firndanientally identical with it." Popper asserts that Plato's ideal state 
would lead to a closed system. To quote Popper: "Excellent as Plato's sociological diagnosis 
was, his own development proves that the therapy he reconi~nends is worse than tlie evil lie tries 
to combat. Arresting political change is not the remedy; it cannot bring happiness. We can 
never return to the nllegcd innocence and beauty of tlie closed system. Our dream of heaven 
cannot be realised on earth. Once we begin lo rely upon our reason, and to use our powers of 
criticism . . . we cannot return to a state of implicit submission to tribal magic. For those who 
have eaten of the tree of knowledge, paradise is lost. The more we try to return to the heroic 
age of tribalism, the more surely do we arrive a1 the inquisition, al the secret police, and at a 
romanticised gangsterisni. Beginning with the suppression of research arid truth, we lti~lst etid 
with the tilost brutal and violelit destructio~i of all that is human. There is no retusii to a 
harrnonio~~s state of' nature. If'we turir buck, then we n~usl &to the whole +vuy ... w e  nzzul returf7 
to the best" (Popper's Italics). 

John Jay Chapinan, a devout anti-Platonist, called Plato 'the prince of co~tji~rers'. W. Fite holds 
the view that Plato liad the vacillations of an adolescent. R.H.S. Crossman says that Plato was 
wrong, both for his times and for ours. 

Plato's adversaries have been active in all the ages beginning fsom his own days and even 
including his pupils, Aristotle particularly. Plato's enemies have bee11 really unfair to 11im. 
Popper's condeinnation is an illustration of SLICII treatment of Plato. If Plato were truly totalitarian, 
then he would liave built a police state; would liave made provisions for secret police; would 
have suggested severe and liarsli punishments; would ltave provided concentration camps. 
Would have landed terror. But nowhere do we find Plato saying all this. On tlie co~ttrary, lie 
pictures an idcal state wllose aim is ethical, whose rulers are guided by a rational plan and who 
have to have a particular type of education, a systeliiatic training and a life of dedication and 
aln~ost of renunciation. 



2.5.2 Plata's Place in Western Political Theory 

plate's political philosophy, which emerges from his writings has its special importance in the 
history of the Western Political Theory. Jowett (The Di~~lugzles ofPl~ztu, 1902) riglitly describes 
Plato as tlie fhther of philosopliy, politics and literary idealism. I4e says: "[N]owliere in Plato 
is there a deeper irony or a greater wealth of humor or il.nagery, or more dramatic power (as 
in tlie Repz,blic). Nor in ally other of his writings is the attempt made to interweave life slid 
speculalion, or to conucct politics to philosopliy." Professor Maxey (Political Philosophies, 
1961) writes: ". .. Dilt tlic midrib of his (Plato's political pllilosopliy was timeless and universal. 
As a C3ro~li of Ilic posl-Pcriclci~n period, Ile was an anti-expansionist, a disbeliever in democracy, 
a foe of comn~ercialisrii, and an ac!mircr of Lacedaemonian militarism. But as an analyst of 
social ruid political institutions atid :I sccker of the ideal lie was tile forerunner and inspirer of 
most of'the nriti-ni:itcrialistic political pliiluz~phies, reconstructive political theories, and radical 
political progr.ams wl~icli havc appcarcd in subsequent ages". For Emerson, "Plato was 
phi losoplry ancl pli i losopliy, P lato". 

Plato's contributioli to tlie western political ih0ilp11t is without any parallel. He has give11 it a 
direction, n basis aiitl u vision. Political idealisn~ is l3lato's gift to western political philosophy. 
An idcalisl, as I'lnto rcnlly was, lic was more interested in future than in tlie present; in a model 
tllat it state ccui be than in tlic actilal state; in the form of the state than in a state that appears 
at pseselit. 'l'liis docs not mean tliat the idealists tlo not take into account what the present or 
tlic actual statc is. 111 Irlct, tlic iclealists build the f'abric cf the future on tlie basis of tlie present; 
it is the prescllt that  dict:ttcs tlicir lirture. I'lczto's idealism was grounded in tlie circunistances 
ofthe tlicn city-states; liis was o ~iiovernent to cliangc tlie Greek of Iiis own times, not for the 
past as 1301>pcr says, bill fhr a li~tnre. ii)r a model and that too tlirougli a rational plan. Accordingly, 
Plato can bc described ils an idealist, but not a utopian; a physician and not a life-giver; a 
refor~iicr and [lot a drenmcr. 

Tlicrc is originality in I'lato iri so fiir he Ilntl btrild not very uncommon institutions on postulates 
he thought basic. I'lato's significallcc lies in making education as the bedrock on which is 
struclurecl thc wholc ideal statc. If the \~llzole sclienle of education is practised completely, tlie 
development o f t l ~ c  statc is ccrtniuly nssurecl. Sound education and sound nu~turing are guarantees 
for filll-llcdgccl bcttermcnt. I Ie was of [he opinion that tlie state could be stri~ct~ired afresh as 
againsl l'opper's view ol' piccenieal social engineering. 

Plclto is a ~hilosoplicr alitl ;kt tlic satlie ti~iie an idealist. A philosopher is one who thinks more 
than lie sccs; he sees things in general, and avoids what is particular. Plat0 was such a 
pliilosophw \vho sitw thc general clctc~.iorating conditions of tlie city-states of his time. He 
souglii to diagnose the ailmcnt, rallies tlia~i tlie symptoms. Wliat ailed tlie ancient Greek society 
was llie ever-siclicnil~g C O I . I ' L I ~ ~  I'IIIC~S, ancl his diagnosis, then, was to give tlie people a set of 
rulers wlio hnew the art of r~lling. Plato was such a pl~ilosoplier wlio never lost siglit of 
pl~ilosopI~y, one that was idealistic, purposive, fi~~ure-oriented and normative, and yet witliill the 
framework of actual conclitions. tlc did rcach the lleiglits but lie remained within tlie reacli of 
what was practicnblc. IIe was, [Iius, a pliilosopher wlzo reliiained within tlie boundaries of 
realities; lie was a pliilosoplier wlio looked foward the sky but with his reet grounded on tlie 
earth. Plato may not be a saint, but lzc is a teacher of all of 11s. We can criticise him but we 
cannot ignore Iiim. 

Plato's a~iollicr col~trihut.ioli to western political thought was liis radicalism. He innovated liovel 
ideas a~icl intcyriltctl tlle~n skillfully in a political sclieine. His radicalis111 lies in tlie fact that his 
rulers are rulers witllot~l comforts and luxuries possessed by men of property; they are masters 
witlioitt owning anytlling; tlley arc parents witlzotit calling tlie children tlieir own; they have 



powers, absolute powers but they also have absolute responsibilities. It was a plan to organise 
the entire social order on .the basis of knowledge, skill and expertise. It was a total negation to 
tlie Pericleali idea of participatory democratic order with emphasi's on capacity and individuality 
rather than equality. 

Plato's attempt in the Republic is to portray a perfect model of an ideal order. With primacy 
of education he conceived of an elite which would wield power not for themselves but for the 
good of the society. But there was no prescription for checking degeneration or abuse of power. 
It is because of sucl~ an important omission, his more realistic pupil, Aristotle co~iceived of an 
ideal state not on the blueprint of the Republic but of the Laws. The beginning of the modern 
democratic order based on  the rule of law could be traced to the Laws and not to the Republic. 

However, Plato's place in western political thought is matchless. His legacy spreads with age 
and it is really difficult to prepare a list of subsequent political philosophers who might not have 
Plato's imprint, either explicitly or implicitly. 

Plato was one of the prolific writers, a philosopher, of the ancient Greece, born in 428/7 BC 
and died in 348/7 BC. His works have come to us in the forms of dialogue which have an 
appeal to the educated, and an interest in philosophy. He was a great political philosopher. In 
him, myth, metaphor, Iiumor, irony, patlis and a rich Greek vocabulaly captivate those who read 
hiin as his philosophy leads to the most pressing issues of the mind and reality. Plato was 
influenced by his teacher, Socrates, and by the then conditions of the ancient Greek. 

The theme of Plato's social and political thought, especially of the Republic is that philosophy 
alone offers true power-it also is the way to knowledge. The philosopher knows the forms, 
the ideals. He alone is fit to rule-those who are guided by reason and knowledge alone should 
have the power. They alone are capable of  establishing justice, to see that everyone contributes 
to the best of his abilities, of ~naintainiiig the size and purity and unity of the state. These 
rulers, possessed with the element of gold, together with man of silver and of copper, constiti~le 
the ideal state. Justice, for Plato, lies in each class (and in each individual in his own class) 
doing his own job. Plato gives to these t h e  classes education which each one needs. Plato, 
being a perfectionist, does not take any cha~ice and seeks to have a corruption-free administration. 
That is why he applies communistic devices on the guardians. 

Plato's friends and foes are numerous. His admirers describe him as an idealist and a philosopher, 
as also a teacher of  all, his adversaries co~ldelnn him as the eneniy of open society, an anti- 
democrat and a fascist. His contribution to western political thought is without any parallel. 
He has given western political thought a basis, a vision and a direction. 

2.7 EXERCISES 

1) Critically exaluine Plato's Theory of Education. 

2) Evaluate Plato's Theory of Justice is the light of the prevailing theories of justice. 

3) Explain the importance of co~ii~nunity of wives and property in Plato's ideal state. 

4) Discrlss Plato's theory of ideal state. What qualities does Plato suggest for the ruling class? 

5) Assess Popper's critique of Plalo. 

6) Evaluate Plato's political philosophy. What is Plato's contribution to western political 
tliought? 
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