Phil 2B: Republic VI-VII lecture 6

Book V: philosopher defined by love of knowledge, knowledge is of ‘what is’ as opposed to ‘what both is and is not’

Book VI: Adeimantus’ objection (487a-d): common opinion that philosophers are useless, so how can it be they who will bring about ideal city?

Socrates: Agreed, because currently those with true philosophical talents are corrupted and other sham philosophers (cf. the sophists) take their place.

What is it philosopher knows such that s/he is capable of ruling city for the best?

Answer: ‘The Form of the Good’. ‘If we don’t know the good, even the fullest possible knowledge of other things is of no benefit to us’. 

What is ‘the Good itself’? ‘Too big a topic for now’ (506e)
Instead, we are given ‘offspring’ of the Good. 3 Images 

1) The Sun
a) One form for each class of many things, e.g. beautiful; form is ‘what is’ in each class.

b) Just as vision is ‘set over’ the visible, so Knowledge set over form as its object.

c) Sight and colour are not sufficient for vision to occur, a third factor required, light, whose cause is the Sun.
d) Similarly, in knowledge, the intellect and what is, require a third factor for knowledge to occur, whose cause is the Form of the Good.

e) Just as the Sun cause also of the being of what is seen, so the Form of the Good, is the cause of knowledge and of what is known.

Questions: How precise is the analogy? 
Re d) Why isn’t knowledge rather like hearing, which, according to Socrates, does not require a medium? 

Re e) The Sun does not create colour or eye-sight, but allows them actually to function, cf. Aristotle, De Anima III.5. 
Re e) How is the Form of the Good the source of all knowledge? How might the good play such a fundamental role in knowledge? Answer may be teleology: we know something when we know the good it helps bring about, cf. Phaedo and Timaeus. Important knowledge for rulers in ordering the city, but how would the good serve as a principle of mathematics? Consider the role of unity, harmony and proportion in account of education and city (cf. Burnyeat, ‘Culture and Society’). Plato’s lecture On the Good: ‘The Good is The One’.
2) The Line
	Being 

(A)
Forms


	Soul
Understanding
(noêsis)



	 (B)
Mathematical entities


	Reasoning

(dianoia)



	(C)
Visible entities


	Belief
(pistis)


	(D) Shadows, reflections


	‘Imagination’
(eikasia)



Comments: 

A+B: intelligible realm

C+D: visible realm

Length of line segments indicates degrees of truth and clarity.

C+D image of A+B

B image of A, D image of C.

Questions:
1) Relationship between A and B? Answer mostly methodological, hypothesis vs. dialectic, former assumes definitions, latter provides definitions. Enough to justify a distinction on side of Being? Are there mathematical objects distinct from forms?
2) Does soul side indicate maximal epistemic states for corresponding class of being, e.g. the maximum degree of clarity you can get in relation to visible objects is that of belief?  Or does it also indicate minimal epistemic states, i.e. the only degree of clarity you can get about a form is through understanding?
3) Mistake of Socrates to put ‘truth’ on side of being?
4) Significance of B=C? Cf. perhaps Timaeus: the visible world can be understood mathematically.

5) What does Line show about the usefulness or otherwise of images in gaining knowledge? 

3. The Cave (Book VII)
Dynamic image of Sun and Line (cf. 517b)
1) Setting the scene

What is the cave?

Does the Cave imply that our normal cognitive state is imagination?

What are the images of?

Who are the people carrying figures?
2) The Ascent

How does the philosopher lose his chains?

What happens in the ascent?

Details filled out by rest of Book VII, crucial role of mathematics, distinction between empirical and abstract astronomy.

3) The Descent

Why does the philosopher descend?

Is justice fully compatible with happiness?

