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The Divine Sign and the Socratic Problem
l. Was the daimonion an important part of Socrates’ personality?
A. Xenophon’s Socrates speaks boastfully about the daimonion in court (Xen. Ap. 13)

GAL’ ol pEV 0lmvovg Te Kol erpog kKol cupuBorovg te kol pdvtelg dvoudlovst Tovg
npoonuoivovtac eivol, &ym 8& ToDTo dadvVIov KaAd, Kod oipat obtog Ovoudalov kai
aAnBéotepa Kol 0o1DTEPA AEYEY TV TOIG HPVICLY AvaTIOEVTOV TNV TOV BEdV
dvvapy.

But while other people believe that birds and utterances and prophets foretell the
future, 1 [Socrates] call this the daimonion, and by believing this, | think that I say
something more true and more pious than those attributing the power of the gods to
birds.

B. Plato’s Socrates speaks boastfully about the daimonion in court (Plat. Ap. 31d5-32a3)

00T’ €6TIv 6 pot EvavTioDToL TO TOAITIKA TPATTELY, KOl TOYKAAWMS Y€ 1Ot dOKET
gvovtioboOar €D yap Tote, @ Evdpeg AOnvaion, &i éyo méhat dneyeipnoa mpdrev Ta
TOMTIKO TPAYUOTO, TAAOL GV AITOAMAT Kol 00T’ dv DUAG DQEAKT OVOEY 0VT’ (v
gUanTov. kol pot un dybecbe Aéyovtt TaAn6T 00 yap Eotv doTIC AvOpOTOV
cwbnoetat obte LUV 0VTE AAAWD TANOEL 0VOEVL YVNGIWE EVOVTIOOUEVOG Kol
SKOAV OV TOAAL Aduka Kol Tapdvopa &v tf) mOAeL yiyvesBoat, AL’ dvaykaidv €01t
TOV T® SVTL poyoVUEVOV VTEP TOD SKaioL, Kai €1 LEAAEL OALyoV ypdvov cwbnoeabal,
idtwtedey dALA Ur| dnpociedety.

[My daimonion] is what prevented me from doing politics, and it seems to me to
have opposed me rightly; for you know well, Athenian men, that if | had tried to do
political business long ago, | would have been killed long ago, and | would have
benefited neither you nor myself; for no one will be safe who has nobly opposed
either you or any other multitude and who prevents many unjust and illegal
things from happening in the city. But it is necessary for a person who fights for
justice in reality to have a private station and not to be in the public service if he
intends to be safe even for a little while.



. Did the daimonion pose a threat to Socrates’ rationality?
A. Standard translation of Crito 46b4-6

gy®d 00 VOV TpdTOV ALY KO Gel TO10DTOC 010G TdV UGV UNdevi GAA® TeidecOon | T6)
AOY® Og &v pot Aoylopéve BEATIoTOG QaivnTal.

I am not just now but in fact I’ve always been the sort of person who’s persuaded by

nothing but the reason that appears to me to be best when I’ve considered it. (Crito
46b4-6)*

B. My translation of Crito 46b4-6

gy o0 VOV TpdToV GAAA Ko Giel TO10DTOC 010¢ TAV EP@dV pMdevi GAA® nteifecon §| Td
AOY® O¢ &v pot Aoylopéve BérTioTog patvntat.

I am not now for the first time, but have always been the sort of man who is
persuaded by nothing of my own things other than the reason that seems best to me
while | am deliberating.

C. Xen. Mem. 1.1.9

100G 82 uNdEv TdV To10VTMV olopévoug eivar datudviov, ALY mavTa T dvOpmmivg
YVOUNGS, Sopovay o1’ dopovay 68 Kol Tovg HOVTELOUEVOVG O TOTG AvOp®OTOLG
gomkov o1 Beol pabodot drakpivey

But [Socrates] said that those who think that none of these sorts of things are divine,
but that all belong to human reason, are mad. But those seeking oracles regarding
things which the gods have granted to human beings to interpret by learning are mad,
too.

! Brickhouse and Smith (2005, 43).



1. Was Socrates’ daimonion exclusively apotreptic (Plato), or both apotreptic and
protreptic (Xenophon)?

A. Parallels between the daimonion and Socratic virtue in Plato’s Apology
1. Socrates’ wisdom is based in his unique awareness of the limits of human
knowledge (Plat. Ap. 23a5-b4).
2. Socrates fights for justice by opposing injustice (Plat. Ap. 32a4-el).

B. Plato uses the same verb (évavtidopa):
1. to describe the daimonion’s opposition to Socrates’ going into politics (Plat. Ap.
31d5)
2. to explain that no one fighting for justice who opposes a crowd is safe (Plat. Ap.
31e3)
3. to describe Socrates’ opposition to the motion to try the Arginusae generals as a
group (Plat. Ap. 32b6)
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