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This indictment and affidavit is sworn by Meletus, the son of Meletus of Pitthos, against Socrates,
the son of Sophroniscus of Alopece: Socrates is guilty of not recognizing the state-sanctioned gods,
and of introducing religious innovations. He is also guilty of corrupting young men. The penalty
demanded is death.
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I have often wondered by what possible arguments Socrates’ prosecutors persuaded the Athenians
that he deserved death at the hands of the State. The indictment against him went something like
this: “Socrates is guilty of not recognizing the gods recognized by the State and of introducing
religious innovations; and he is guilty also of corrupting young men.”
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Hermogenes claimed it was with this resolve that, when the complainants charged him with not
recognizing the gods recognized by the State, and with introducing other, strange divinities, and
with corrupting young men, Socrates came forward and said ...
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“[L]et us ... take up their sworn statement. It goes something like this: Socrates is guilty, it says, of
corrupting young men and of recognizing not the state-sanctioned gods but religious innovations.
Such is the charge.”
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[The Athenians] recently put to death a certain priestess, because someone charged her with
initiating others into the worship of strange gods, which was proscribed by law among them, with
the penalty for those introducing a strange god set at death.
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[The reason why Soc. does not participate in politics is] that I have a kind of sacred or divine
sign which Meletus has ridiculed in his indictment (év tfj ypo.@fj). This began when I was a
child. It is a voice, and whenever it speaks it turns me away (drotpénet) from whatever I was
about to do, but it never impels me to positive action [overtranslating slightly] (mpotpénet).
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SOC: [Meletus] says that I am a maker of gods, on on the ground that I create new gods while not
believing in the old gods, he has indicted me for their [i.e., the young men’s] sake, as he puts it.
EUTH: I understand, Socrates. This is because you say that the divine sign keeps coming to you.
(3b; trans. Grube)
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T10 Mem. 1.2.2: “It was common knowledge that Socrates claimed to have a “divine sign,” which
in fact seems to me the principal reason that they charged him with “introducing strange
divinities.” [3] But he introduced nothing stranger than others who recognize divination and make
use of augury, oracles, omens, and sacrifices. These people do not suppose that birds or people
making chance remarks themselves know what is advantageous for the users of divination, but
rather that the gods use them as means to reveal this, which is precisely what Socrates believed.
[4] Whereas most people claim that they are deterred or encouraged by the birds or chance
remarks, however, Socrates said just what he thought: he claimed that his divine sign directed him.
He even advised many of his companions what they should and should not do based upon the
divine sign’s warning. Those who obeyed him benefited, and those who did not regretted it.”
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T11 Ap. [12] And how could I be introducing ‘religious innovations’ by saying that a god’s voice
plainly indicates to me what I should do? Those who consult bird cries and random human
utterances presumably base their judgments on voices too. And who will dispute either that
thunder ‘voices’ itself, or that this constitutes an omen of very great significance? Doesn’t even
the priestess herself upon her tripod at Delphi use her voice in announcing messages from God?
[13] Besides, as far as both God’s foreknowledge and his communication of it to whomever he
wants are concerned, what I myself claim in this case is again just what everybody says and thinks.
But whereas they name their portents ‘birds,” ‘utterances,” ‘omens,” and ‘prophets,’ I call mine a
‘divine sign’; and I think that by calling it this I speak more accurately and piously than those who
attribute the gods’ power to birds. That I’'m in any case not slandering God, I have the following
proof: whenever I’ve conveyed his counsels to quite a few of my friends, I’ve never been proved
wrong.”



