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INTRODUCTION

THE DIALOGUE

The Alcibiades 1I, called the Second Alcibiades to tell it from the
longer dialogue of the same name, is a conversation between
Socrates and Alcibiades, son of Cleinias (141b), on the way to
pray. Socrates meets the young man on his way to pray to the god
(138a), with a gloomy face and his eyes on the ground, and the
question of the whole conversation is the one his errand raises:
what a man should pray for. No one else speaks, there is no
narrator, and the setting is no more than the meeting itself. At the
end Alcibiades puts off his sacrifice and puts on Socrates’ head the
wreath he has with him, saying that the gods shall have wreaths
later (151a-b). The dialogue runs from page 138 to page 151 in the
pages of Stephanus’ edition, by which Plato is still cited, and fills
twenty-one pages of Burnet’s Oxford text.

The ancient arrangement of Plato’s works by Thrasyllus, which
Diogenes Laertius preserves (3.59), places it second in the fourth
tetralogy, after the Alcibiades I and before the Hipparchus and the
Lovers, and Burnet’s second volume prints the four in that order.
Thrasyllus gives it the subtitle “On prayer” and classes it, like the
Alcibiades 1, as “maieutic”, a dialogue that brings a thought to birth.
Its authorship was questioned already in antiquity: Athenaeus,
writing about AD 200, reports that some said it was by Xenophon
(11.506¢). It is now generally held not to be Plato’s, and no date
for it is certain; most of those who have studied it place it after
his death, in the generations of his successors (see “What is most
exposed”, below).

THE QUESTION AND THE ANSWERS

Socrates begins with a fact and a danger. The gods give some of
the things men pray for and not others, and to some men and not
to others; so great forethought is needed, “lest one should, with-
out noticing it, pray for things that are very bad while thinking
them good”, and the gods should then give them (138b). His ex-
ample is Oedipus, who prayed that his sons might divide their in-
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heritance “with the bronze” (138¢c). Alcibiades answers that Oedi-
pus was mad, and the first part of the dialogue follows the word.
Madness is the opposite of being intelligent; there is no third con-
dition between intelligence and unintelligence; one thing cannot
have two opposites; so unintelligence and madness look to be the
same (138c—139c¢). But then most of the city is mad, and Socrates
and Alcibiades, living among so many madmen, would long ago
have been “struck and pelted” (139c—d). The conclusion is with-
drawn, and replaced by a division: as fever and ophthalmia are
diseases but not all disease, and shoemakers and carpenters crafts-
men but not all craftsmen, so men “have divided unintelligence
among them too”: those who have the largest part of it are called
mad, those who have a little less idiots and thunderstruck, and
those who wish to name them “by the most auspicious names” call
them great-souled, simple, innocent, inexperienced and tongue-
tied (139d—-140d).

The argument then starts again from “who on earth the unin-
telligent and the intelligent are” (140d). The intelligent are “those
who know what they must do and say”; those who know neither
“will, without noticing it, both say and do what they must not”
(140e). Oedipus was one of them, and so are many who think
they are praying for good things. If the god offered Alcibiades the
tyranny of Athens, of all the Greeks and of all Europe, he would
“go away overjoyed”; yet he would not wish to have the land and
the tyranny of all the Greeks and barbarians in exchange for his
soul, nor if he were going to use them badly (141a—). Tyrants
have been murdered for their tyranny, as Archelaus of Macedon
was by his beloved; of the generals some are in exile, and some
of those thought to fare best are so besieged by informers that
they pray “to be men who were never generals”; parents pray for
children who bring them grief (141d—142c). The many pray for
these things and, after waiting a little, sometimes “sing a palin-
ode, unpraying whatever they prayed for at first” (142d). Socrates
quotes Zeus in the Odyssey, that men blame the gods for the sor-
rows their own recklessness brings them, and the prayer of a poet
whom he takes to be an intelligent man: “King Zeus, the good
things, he says, both when we pray and when we pray not, give
us; but the wretched things, even when we pray, ward off” (142d-
143a). Alcibiades draws the moral: ignorance is the cause of many
bad things for men, since because of it, without noticing it, they
both do and, “what is most extreme”, pray for the worst things for
themselves (143a-b).



THE ARGUMENT’S MAIN STRETCH

Socrates complicates the moral. Ignorance of some things, for some
people in some state, is good (143c). Orestes would not have killed
his mother if he had been intelligent and had known what was best
for him to do; and if Alcibiades should come to think it better to
take a dagger to Pericles, his guardian, and were ignorant of him
when he found him, he would not kill him (143c-144c). So igno-
rance of the best is a bad thing (143e), but for a man so disposed,
to be ignorant of such things is better (144c).

From this comes the dialogue’s main claim, that “the posses-
sion of the other kinds of knowledge, if someone possesses it with-
out the best, looks as though it seldom benefits and for the most
part harms the one who has it” (144d). Orators advise the city on
war and peace, walls and harbors, knowing or thinking they know
(144d-145a). But a man is intelligent only if “the knowledge of the
best accompanies him”, and this is the same as “the knowledge of
the beneficial” (145¢); the horseman, the boxer and the flute-player
know their crafts, but are not on that account intelligent (145c—e).
A commonwealth of archers, athletes, soldiers and orators “with-
out the knowledge of the best and without the one who knows
when it is better to use each one of these” would be “full of great
confusion and lawlessness” (145e-146b). The many have “missed
the best” and “trusted opinion without sense”, and it profits them
“neither to know anything nor to think they know”, if they will be
the more eager to act on what they know or think they know and
be harmed by it more often than benefited (146c-d). A city or a
soul that is going to live rightly must hold fast to the knowledge
of the best, as the sick hold fast to a doctor and one who would
sail safely to a pilot: without it, the more strongly the wind of for-
tune blows fair, for money or strength of body, the greater the mis-
takes, and the man of “much learning and much craft” who lacks
it will meet “a great storm” (146e-147b). The poet of the Margites,
Socrates says, meant the same when he wrote of his hero that “he
knew many works, but badly”; and he explains how the line should
be read (147b-d).

THE ENDING

Alcibiades agrees, and at once wavers. Socrates, seeing him shift
“up and down”, asks again what he would do if the god appeared
and offered him a choice before he prayed (147e—148a). Alcibiades
answers that it is “a madcap thing, and truly in need of much
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caution” (148a-b). Socrates then tells two stories. The Spartans,
in private and in public, ask the gods only to give them “the fine
things on top of the good”, and have not been less fortunate for
it (148b-d). And once, when Athens kept losing to Sparta, the
Athenians sent to the oracle of Ammon to ask why the gods gave
victory to the Spartans, who neglect them, rather than to the
Athenians, who offer the most and finest sacrifices of the Greeks;
the prophet answered only that Ammon “would rather have
the Spartans’ auspicious speech than all the rites of the Greeks
together” (148d-149b). By the auspicious speech, Socrates thinks,
the god means their prayer; the other Greeks pray “for whatever
comes, whether good or bad”, and the gods, hearing them speak
ill-omened words, do not accept their costly processions and
sacrifices (149b—c). Homer’s Trojans sacrificed in vain to gods
who hated them; the way of the gods, Socrates thinks, is not such
as “to be led astray by gifts, like a bad moneylender”, and they
look to the soul, whether a man is holy and just; and “justice and
intelligence are held in especial honor both by gods and by men
who have sense” (149c—150Db).

So it is not safe for Alcibiades to pray, and he must wait “until
one learns how one must be disposed toward gods and toward
men” (150c-d). Asked who will teach him, Socrates says only,
“The man who cares about you”, who must first take the mist
from his soul, as Athena took it from the eyes of Diomedes (150d-
e). Alcibiades will refuse nothing that man orders, puts off the
sacrifice, and crowns Socrates with his wreath; Socrates accepts it
and, as Creon in Euripides took Teiresias’ garlands of victory as
an omen, takes Alcibiades’ “opinion” as an omen, hoping to be
“the fair victor over your lovers” (150e-151c).

WHAT IS MOST EXPOSED

Four things in this dialogue are likely to trouble a first-time reader,
and they are best stated plainly.

First, it is almost certainly not Plato’s. The doubt reported by
Athenaeus has been shared by nearly all modern scholars. Their
reasons are of several kinds: its close likeness to the Alcibiades I,
whose persons and offer of power from a god it repeats and on
which it seems to draw; turns of argument looser than Plato’s (be-
low); a vocabulary that differs from that of the dialogues no one
doubts; ideas that some have traced to the Stoics or to the later
Academy; and a slip in the history. Socrates speaks of the murder
of Archelaus of Macedon as recent news “yesterday and the day be-
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fore” (141d); Archelaus died in 399 BC, the year of Socrates’ own
death and five years after Alcibiades’, while Pericles, who died in
429, is spoken of as living (144a). Some scholars put the dialogue
in the later fourth century, others in the third or later. This edition
calls it Plato’s only in the sense of the tradition that handed it down
among his works.

Second, the argument’s steps are not all sound, and the dialogue
sometimes says so. The proof that unintelligence is madness (139a—
c) rests on the rule that one thing has one opposite, and is dropped
as soon as its consequence is drawn; the division of unintelligence
that replaces it rests only on an analogy with diseases and crafts.
The knowledge of the best, on which everything turns from 144d,
is never defined beyond being “the same as the knowledge of the
beneficial” (145¢), and the dialogue does not say who has it. Alcib-
iades himself, once the argument about the Margites is done, finds
that “it seems the other way to me again” (147e), which Socrates
at once takes as one more shift.

Third, some of its claims are startling, and are meant to be. Ig-
norance can be good, so that a would-be murderer is saved by fail-
ing to know his victim (143c-144c); it profits the many “neither to
know anything nor to think they know”, if knowing only makes
them readier to act to their harm (146d); and the Athenians’ mag-
nificent worship counts for less with the gods than the Spartans’
plain prayer (149a-b). The dialogue does not soften them.

Fourth, its stories and quotations are not all found elsewhere.
The consultation of Ammon is known from no other ancient source.
Of the five lines of the Iliad that Socrates quotes at 149d—e, only one
stands at that place in the manuscripts of Homer; the others are
known only from this passage, though the last recurs elsewhere in
the Iliad. Socrates’ reading of the Margites (147b—d), by which “he
knew many works, but badly ... he knew them all” is made to say
that “he knew many works, but it was bad for him to know them
all”, is offered as an interpretation of a riddling poet, and is one.
And the dialogue’s readers knew how Alcibiades’ life went: he was
suspected of aiming at tyranny, held a generalship, was exiled and
died by violence, so that its warnings against praying for tyranny
and generalship, which it shows ending in exile and death, can be
read as pointed at him.

THE MANNER

The dialogue’s comedy is gentler than the Alcibiades I’s, and much
of it lies in the logic itself. When the argument has made the many
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mad, Socrates observes that he and Alcibiades would long ago
“have paid the penalty, struck and pelted and all the other things
madmen are in the habit of doing” (139c—d). The polite names for
stupidity are a joke in a list (140c—d), and Socrates comes back to
it at the end, when he says that Alcibiades will not use the Spar-
tans’ modest prayer “because of your greatness of soul—for this
is the finest of the names in unintelligence, at least” (150c). The
generals who “pray to be men who were never generals rather
than men who have been” (142a-b) are a joke against the Athenian
democracy, and Alcibiades’ cry when Socrates mentions Orestes,
“Speak auspiciously, for Zeus’ sake, Socrates!”, is turned against
him at once: it is not the one who says Alcibiades would not kill
his mother who should be told to speak auspiciously, “but much
rather anyone who might say the opposite” (143d). The Margites
is solemnly reconstrued, “putting badly in place of bad, and knew in
place of to know” (147d), and Alcibiades” answer, that the question
of what to pray for is “a madcap thing” (148a), uses the word from
which Margites is named. The gods are not to be bought “like a bad
moneylender” (149e); a careless prayer may bring a man “some-
thing else besides” (150c); and the last words make the wreath a
victory over Alcibiades’ lovers (151c). The translation tries to keep
all of this and to add nothing. Where the English cannot carry a
joke, a note says what it was.

ON READING THIS EDITION

Each left-hand page is a page of Burnet’s Oxford text, line for line,
with his apparatus at the foot; each right-hand page translates it,
with the Stephanus section letters in the margin so that any pas-
sage can be found on both sides. Words in angle brackets ( ) in the
Greek are not in the two principal manuscripts and have been sup-
plied, by a scholar’s conjecture, from a later manuscript or from the
text of the poet quoted; they are translated. Words in square brack-
ets [ ] are ones Burnet thought spurious; they are not translated.
Burnet letterspaces the words Socrates takes from a poet, or sets
them as verse, and the English marks exactly those words: verse
he sets as verse is set as verse in the English too, except at 146a,
where the lines of Euripides are woven into Socrates’ sentence and
stand in quotation marks. The Key Words of the Dialogue, which
follow, explain the words on which the argument turns and how
they are rendered. At the back, the Outline gives the argument’s
joints by Stephanus page, the Editorial Note sets out the conven-
tions of both pages and explains the abbreviations of the apparatus,
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the Glossary lists the renderings for reference, and the Note on this
Edition says how the volume was made and where a reader should
be careful.

A NOTE ON THE PERSONS

The dialogue itself establishes little about Alcibiades beyond his
name and his father’s, “Alcibiades son of Cleinias” (141b), and
that Pericles is his “own guardian and friend” (144a). He is on his
way to pray (138a), and at the end has a wreath with him to give
(151a); Socrates supposes that he would gladly be tyrant of Athens
and of all Europe (141a-b), and teases him for his “greatness of
soul” (150c). Of Socrates it says little: that he knows the fortunes
of the city’s generals at first hand (“having been there ourselves”,
141e), that he once heard the story of Ammon “from certain peo-
ple” (148d), and, in the last sentence, that he would like to be “the
fair victor over your lovers” (151c), which makes him their rival.

The rest comes from other sources and from the Alcibiades I,
which this dialogue seems to presuppose. Alcibiades (about 451-
404 BC), a kinsman of Pericles through his mother, was brought
up in Pericles” house; he was one of the generals of the expedi-
tion against Syracuse in 415, was recalled to stand trial for pro-
faning the Mysteries, escaped to Sparta, later returned to Athens,
and was killed in exile about 404. Socrates (469—-399 BC) was tried
and executed in 399. Pericles died in 429 in the plague. The dia-
logue’s details cannot all be true at one date: Pericles spoken of as
living (144a) puts the conversation before 429, and the death of
Archelaus as recent news (141d) puts it in 399, when Alcibiades
had been dead some five years. In the Alcibiades I Socrates is the
lover who did not go away; in the Symposium (212c-222b) Plato
has Alcibiades tell how Socrates’ talk enthralled him and how he
once tried and failed to win him.



KEY WORDS OF THE DIALOGUE

These notes are for orientation, not reference: each explains a word
the argument leans on, what it meant in the Athens of Socrates, and
what the dialogue does with it. The Glossary at the back lists the
renderings with the places where they matter.

PrAY, PRAYER (EUCHESTHAI, EUCHE)

The verb is the ordinary Greek for praying, vowing and wishing,
and its noun euche covers both the prayer and the vow; the com-
pound proseuchesthai is to pray to a god (138a). Prayer in Greece
was spoken aloud, with the hands raised, often with a sacrifice,
and it asked for definite things: victory, health, children, a good
harvest. That is what the dialogue questions. It is rendered “pray”
and “prayer” throughout, in some forty places, so that the reader
can follow one word through the argument: the danger of praying
for bad things (138b, 143a-b, 148b, 150c), the prayer that turns to a
curse (138c, 143b), the many who pray and then “unpray” (142d,
148b), the poet’s prayer for good things “both when we pray and
when we pray not” (143a), and the Spartans’ prayer, whose “aus-
picious speech” Ammon prefers to “all the rites of the Greeks to-
gether” (148c, 149b). Aneuchesthai, “to unpray”, is known to the
lexicon only from this dialogue (142d, 148b); palindidein, “to sing
a palinode”, is to take back in a second song what a first one said.
Oedipus’ curse is katarasthai, “call down”, a verb built on ara, which
means both prayer and curse (138¢c, with the note).

INTELLIGENT, UNINTELLIGENT (PHRONIMOS, APHRON ); INTELLIGENCE,
UNINTELLIGENCE (PHRONESIS, APHROSYNE )

Phronein is to have one’s wits about one, to think sensibly; phron-
imos is the man who does, and phronésis the quality. The English
“intelligent” is used here, as in the Alcibiades I of this series, so that
the family stays one family, and the reader should hear it as sound
practical judgment, not cleverness: the argument of 144d-146e is
precisely that skill and knowledge of many things, the cleverness
of orators and craftsmen, are not phronésis without the knowledge
of the best. The intelligent are “those who know what they must do
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and say” (140e), and near the end Socrates repeats it, adding “both
toward gods and toward men” (150b). The opposite, aphrosyne, is
“unintelligence”; Alcibiades first takes Oedipus’ prayer for mad-
ness, and the argument makes madness the largest part of unintel-
ligence (139c—140d). Sophia, “wisdom”, is kept apart (143b, 147c¢),
and so is nous, “sense” (146a, 150b).

MADNESS, AND THE NAMES OF UNINTELLIGENCE (MANIA; ELITHIOS,
EMBRONTETOS, MEGALOPSYCHOS, EUETHES)

To call a man mad (mainesthai) was in Athens, as in English, both
a diagnosis and an insult. The dialogue uses it of Oedipus (138c),
argues briefly that all the unintelligent are mad, and then divides
unintelligence as disease and craft are divided: those who have the
largest part of it are called mad; those who have a little less, idiots
and “thunderstruck”; and “those who wish to name them by the
most auspicious names” call them great-souled, simple, innocent,
inexperienced and tongue-tied (140c-d). The joke is that the aus-
picious names are words of praise: megalopsychos, “great-souled”,
is high praise, and euéthes, “simple”, means literally “of good char-
acter”. Both come back. At 149e Socrates calls the Athenians’ boast
of their sacrifices “a simple argument”, and at 150c he says that Al-
cibiades will not use the Spartans’ modest prayer “because of your
greatness of soul—for this is the finest of the names in unintelli-
gence, at least”. “Most auspicious” keeps the word in the family of
euphemia (below), as “kindest” would not.

IGNORANCE, BE IGNORANT (AGNOIA, AGNOEIN )

Agnoein is not to know, not to perceive, and also not to recognize a
person. The dialogue uses both senses on purpose. Alcibiades con-
cludes that ignorance is the cause of men’s praying for the worst
things (143a-b); Socrates answers that ignorance of some things is
good, and proves it with Orestes and with Pericles: if Alcibiades,
meaning to kill his guardian, “were ignorant of him and thought
he was someone else”, he would not kill him, nor would Orestes
have attacked his mother (144b—c). The English keeps “ignorance”
and “be ignorant (of)” throughout, also where “fail to recognize”
would be more natural, so that the argument’s one word stays one
word. The ignorance that is always bad is “ignorance of the best,
and being ignorant of the best” (143e); the knowledge of particular
things without that of the best is what the next part of the dialogue
attacks. Homer, Socrates says, cannot have been “ignorant that it
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was impossible to know badly” (147c).

THE BEST, AND THE KNOWLEDGE OF THE BEST (TO BELTISTON; HE TOU
BELTISTOU EPISTEME)

Beltistos, one of the superlatives of agathos, “good”, is “best”, and
its comparative beltion “better”. From 143e the dialogue’s whole
weight falls on “the best” and “the knowledge of the best”. The or-
ators know how to advise, the general how to make war, the crafts-
men their crafts; none of them is intelligent unless he also knows
“when it is better” and “for as long a time as is better” (145b), un-
less, that is, “the knowledge of the best accompanies him”, which
Socrates says “was the same as the knowledge of the beneficial”
(145¢). Without it, “the possession of the other kinds of knowl-
edge” seldom benefits and mostly harms (144d, 146e). A city and
a soul must hold fast to it as the sick hold fast to a doctor and the
sailor to a pilot (146e-147a). Episteme is “knowledge”, and in the
plural “kinds of knowledge”; polymathia and polytechnia, “much
learning” and “much craft”, are the possessions it should steer
(147a). The verb for missing the best is diamartanein, “miss” (146a,
146¢); the related hamartéma at 147a, and the verb at 150a, are “mis-
take” and “make mistakes”.

BENEFIT AND HARM, PROFIT (OPHELEIN, BLAPTEIN; LYSITELEIN )

These are the measures of the knowledge of the best. Ophelein is to
help or be of use, blaptein to damage or hinder, and the pair was
common coin in Athenian talk of right and wrong: Polemarchus
in the Republic defines justice as benefiting friends and harming
enemies (334b), and in the Meno Socrates argues that boldness
without sense harms and with sense benefits (88b), a close parallel
to the argument here. Things that are “present” may “harm more
than they benefit” (142d); the possession of other knowledge “sel-
dom benefits and for the most part harms” (144d, 146e); and the
knowledge of the best is “the knowledge of the beneficial” (145c¢).
At 146b Socrates turns the adverb into a noun, “the beneficially”,
to say that a man must not only do what he knows but do it ben-
eficially; the English keeps his odd phrase. Lysitelein, “to profit”,
literally “to pay the costs”, is kept apart from benefit (146b, 146d):
“it profits the many neither to know anything nor to think they
know” (146d). The words are rendered the same way throughout,
and “harm” is never “injure”.
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GOoOD AND BAD (AGATHOS, KAKOS)

Agathos is the common word for good, of men and of things; kakos,
its opposite, is “bad”, never “evil”. Of a man kakos could mean cow-
ardly, worthless or base; of things, as in this dialogue, it means
what turns out badly for someone, harm and misfortune, and the
English “evil”, with its suggestion of wickedness and of a power at
work in the world, would say more than the Greek says here. The
things men pray for are “good things” and “bad things” (tagatha,
ta kaka); men blame the gods for their “bad things” (142d); and
Alcibiades is to “know both bad and good” (150e), where “good”
renders Homer’s esthlon, as “the good things” of the poet’s prayer
render esthla (143a). The Spartans’ prayer asks for “the fine things
on top of the good” (148c¢): kalos, “fine”, adds beauty and honor to
plain goodness, and the prayer asks for it only in addition to the
good. In the poet’s prayer the bad things are deila, “the wretched
things” (143a, 148b), Buttmann’s correction for deina, “the dread-
ful things”, which the manuscripts have at 143a and T at 148b. At
141b an earlier state of this edition had “the greatest of goods” for
“the greatest of good things”, and at 142b it used “good” for two
other words, chréstos and mochthéros, which are now “worthy” and
“worthless”.

SENSE, OPINION (NOUS, ANOETOS; DOXA )

Nous is mind, and in “having nous” good sense; the English keeps
“sense” for it, as in the Alcibiades I, and “senseless” for anoetos
(142e); only in the idioms “pay attention” (140a) and “in your
mind” (143a, 150b) does nous go into other English. The craftsman
in the commonwealth of experts “has trusted opinion without
sense” (146a), and so have the many (146¢); near the end “justice
and intelligence are held in especial honor both by gods and by
men who have sense” (150a-b). At 142b, where an earlier state of
this edition had “it would make some sense”, the Greek has logos,
not nous, and the English is now “there would be some reason
in it”. Doxa, from dokein, “to seem”, is what seems so to a man,
his opinion, and also what others think of him, his reputation.
In the dialogue it is what a man thinks without knowing (144a,
146a). At 151b Socrates takes “this opinion from you” as an omen:
the opinion is taken here to be the good opinion Alcibiades has
formed of Socrates’ advice (151a), which the wreath shows; Ast
and Buttmann would read “gift” (see the note).
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AUSPICIOUS SPEECH, ILL-OMENED WORDS (EUPHEMIA, BLASPHEMEIN )

At a sacrifice the herald called for euphémia, literally “good speech”,
which meant silence or words of good omen, since a word of bad
omen could spoil the rite; blasphemein was to speak such a word.
In Euripides the herald Talthybius proclaims eupheémia and silence
to the army before Iphigenia is sacrificed (Iphigenia at Aulis 1563—
1564), and when a servant lets fall an ill-omened word at a liba-
tion, Ion has the wine poured on the ground and a fresh bowl
filled (Ion 1187-1193). The dialogue plays on the family from 140c
to 150c. The polite names for unintelligence are “the most auspi-
cious names” (140c); Alcibiades’ cry at the mention of matricide is
“Speak auspiciously” (143d); Ammon prefers “the Spartans’ aus-
picious speech”, which Socrates explains as their prayer (149b);
and the other Greeks, praying for whatever comes, are heard by
the gods to “speak ill-omened words” (149c), as Alcibiades might
be if he went to pray (150c). “Auspicious” is kept in every place,
so that the family can be seen. Blasphémein is never “blaspheme”,
which in English means speaking against God.

SACRIFICES, OFFERINGS, GIFTS (THYSIA, ANATHEMATA, POMPAI, DORA )

The Athenians’ complaint to Ammon is a list of Athenian worship:
the most and finest sacrifices (thysiai, from thyein, to offer to the
gods by burning), temples adorned with offerings (anathemata,
gifts dedicated and set up in a sanctuary), the most costly pro-
cessions (pompai), and money paid out (148e-149a). Ammon
answers only that he prefers the Spartans’ auspicious speech
(149b); Socrates draws the lesson that the gods are not “takers of
gifts” (dorodokoi, the ordinary word for those who take bribes),
and that their way is not “to be led astray by gifts, like a bad
moneylender” (149e-150a). The same thought appears in Plato:
the Republic will not have its guardians be dorodokoi, nor let them
sing that gifts persuade gods and revered kings (390d—e), and the
Laws counts as a form of impiety the belief that the gods can be
won over by sacrifices and prayers (885b). The words are rendered
the same way throughout the passage so that the reader can see
the list come back at 149c and 150a. Ta hiera is “temples” where
they are adorned (148e) and “rites” where Ammon compares
them with the Spartans’ speech (149b).

XV



PERPLEXITY (APORIA, APOREIN)

Aporia, literally “no way through”, is the state of having no way or
means. In ordinary Athenian speech it could be want of money or
of anything else, as well as the helplessness of a man who does not
know what to do; in Plato’s dialogues it is above all the state of one
who cannot go on in an argument, the numbness that Meno blames
on Socrates as if he were a torpedo fish (Meno 8oa-b). Itis “perplex-
ity”, and the verb “be at a loss”. Alcibiades is at a loss about dis-
ease (139e), Socrates about the gods (142d), the Athenians about
how to escape their defeats (148d); and at 147e Socrates names
the perplexity Alcibiades shares, in which he shifts “up and down”
and slips out of what he thought most firmly. At 150b—c Socrates
recalls it as Alcibiades” own: “you were in great perplexity, lest
you should, without noticing it, pray for bad things while think-
ing them good”. In the Meno Socrates argues that a man brought
to perplexity is better off than one who wrongly thinks he knows
(84a—c), and the close of this dialogue, where Alcibiades agrees to
wait for a teacher, can be read in that light.

POET, RIDDLE (POIETES, AINITTESTHAI)

Poietes is literally a “maker”, and became the word for a poet, the
maker of verses. Athenian boys learned the poets by heart at school
(Protagoras 325e—326a), rthapsodes recited Homer at the festivals,
and men quoted the poets as authorities on how to live. The dia-
logue quotes Homer four times (141d, 142d—e, 149d—e, 150d), an
unnamed poet’s prayer (143a), the comic Margites, commonly as-
cribed to Homer in antiquity (147b-d), and Euripides (146a, 151b).
Socrates” account of how to read them is that “all poetry is by na-
ture riddling” (ainigmatodes), and that a poet, especially a grudg-
ing one, hides his wisdom (147b—c). He then construes the line of
the Margites to say what his argument needs, by a rearrangement
he admits “falls outside the meter” (147d), a construction that can
be read as playful. Plato’s Socrates treats Simonides in the same
way in the Republic, where the poet, he says, spoke in riddles, poet-
fashion (332b). Ainittesthai, from ainos, a tale or fable, is “speak in
riddles” throughout.

COMMONWEALTH, CRAFT (POLITEIA; TECHNE, DEMIOURGOS )

Politeia is a city’s constitution, and also the city as a body of citi-
zens with its way of life; “commonwealth” is used for it at 145e—
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146b, where Socrates imagines one made up of experts. Techne is
“craft”, any skill that can be taught and has rules, from shoemak-
ing to rhetoric; demiourgos, the man who works for the public, is
“craftsman” (140b—c), and so is fechnités, the man of a craft (145e).
The dialogue uses both to make a point that runs through Plato’s
dialogues: craftsmen know what is better “according to that craft”
(145d), but not whether and when it is better to use it, and a city
of craftsmen without the knowledge of the best is “a sorry one”
(146a). In the Apology Socrates finds that the craftsmen, because
they practised their crafts well, thought themselves wisest in the
greatest matters too (22d—e). Teiresias won his garlands “because
of his craft” (151b).
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ALCIBIADES II 138a-138¢

soc. Alcibiades, are you on your way to pray to the god?

aLc. Certainly, Socrates.

soc. You do appear to be wearing a gloomy face and keeping
your eyes on the ground, like a man pondering something.

aLc. And what would anyone be pondering, Socrates?

soc. The greatest pondering of all, Alcibiades, as it seems to me
at least. For come, by Zeus: don't you think that the gods, of the
things we in fact pray for, both in private and in public, sometimes
give some and not others, and give them to some of us and not to
others?

arc. Certainly.

soc. Then don’t you think a great deal of forethought is needed,
lest one should, without noticing it, pray for things that are very
bad while thinking them good, and the gods should in fact be in
the very state in which they themselves give whatever one in fact
prays for? Just as Oedipus, for instance, they say, prayed that his
sons might divide their inheritance with the bronze;* when it was
open to him to pray for some way out of the bad things he had,

1. Oedipus’ curse on his sons Eteocles and Polynices, that they should divide their
inheritance “with the bronze”, that is, with the sword, was a theme of Theban leg-
end and of tragedy (Aeschylus, Seven against Thebes 785—790; Euripides, Phoenician
Women 66-68; in both the weapon is iron). The brothers killed each other at the
gates of Thebes.
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ALCIBIADES II 138c-139a

he called down others on top of those he had already.* And so these
were fulfilled, and from them many other dreadful things as well;
but what need is there to tell them one by one?

ALc. But you, Socrates, have spoken of a madman; for who do
you think would dare, if he were healthy, to pray for such things?>

soc. Do you think that being mad is the opposite of being intel-
ligent?

aLc. Certainly.

soc. And do you think some men are unintelligent and some d
intelligent?

arc. They are indeed.

soc. Come, then, let us look into who on earth these are. For
that there are some, unintelligent and intelligent, and others who
are mad, has been agreed.

ALC. Yes, it has been agreed.

soc. And again, are there some who are healthy?

aLc. There are.

soc. And others who are sick?

arc. Certainly. 139

soc. And they are not the same people?

arc. No.

soc. Are there, then, some others besides, who are in neither of
these conditions?

aLc. Certainly not.

soc. For a man, being a man, must either be ill or not be ill.

acrc. I think so.

soc. What, then? About intelligence and unintelligence, do you
hold the same view?

arc. What do you mean?

1. The verb is katarasthai, “to curse”, built on ara, which means both prayer and
curse. In the prologue of Euripides’ Phoenician Women Jocasta says that Oedipus
“cursed curses” (aras aratai) on his sons, and three lines later calls them “prayers”
(euchai) that the gods might fulfil (67—70).

2. Hygiainon, “healthy”, is also “of sound mind”; Socrates takes the word up in its
bodily sense (138d).
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ALCIBIADES II 139a-139d

soc. Whether you think it possible to be either intelligent or un-
intelligent, or whether there is some third condition between them,
which makes a man neither intelligent nor unintelligent?*

arc. Certainly not.

soc. Then one must be in one or the other of these conditions.

arc. I think so.

soc. Now, do you remember agreeing that madness is the oppo-
site of intelligence?

arc. I do.

soc. And also that there is no third condition between them,
which makes a man be neither intelligent nor unintelligent?

aLc. Yes, I agreed.

soc. And surely, how could two things be the opposite of one
thing?

arc. In no way.

soc. Then it looks as though unintelligence and madness are the
same.

aLc. It appears so.

soc. So if we said, Alcibiades, that all the unintelligent are mad,
we would be right to say it: for instance, of those your own age, if
any are in fact unintelligent, as some are, and of those older still.
For come, by Zeus: don't you think that of those in the city the
intelligent are few, while the many, of course, are unintelligent, the
very ones you call mad?

aLc. I do.

soc. Do you think, then, that we would go on living as citizens
with impunity among so many madmen, and would not long ago
have paid the penalty, struck and pelted and all the other things
madmen are in the habit of doing? But see, my dear fellow: perhaps
this is not so.

aLc. How on earth could it be, then, Socrates? For it looks as
though it is not as I thought.

1. So Burnet’s text, which keeps “possible”; the sense seems to want “necessary”,
the reading Ast proposed (apparatus a13; Stallbaum conjectured “only”). Alcibi-
ades’ “Certainly not” answers the second question.
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ALCIBIADES II 139d-140b

soc. Nor do I think so. But we must look at it somehow this way.

aLc. What way on earth do you mean?

soc. I will tell you. We suppose that there are some people who
are ill; or not?

arc. Certainly.

soc. Do you think, then, that one who is ill must have gout or e
fever or ophthalmia, or don’t you think that one might be in none
of these conditions and be ill with another disease? For there are
many, surely, and not these alone.

arc. I think there are.

soc. Do you think, then, that all ophthalmia is disease?

ALC. Yes.

soc. And is all disease ophthalmia, then?

arc. Not to my mind, no; but I am at a loss what I mean.

soc. Well, if you pay attention to me, perhaps the two of us to- 140
gether, looking into it, will discover it.?

aLc. Well, I am paying attention, Socrates, to the best of my
power.

soc. Then it was agreed between us that all ophthalmia is dis-
ease, but that not all disease is ophthalmia?

aLc. It was agreed.

soc. And rightly agreed, I think. For all who have fever are ill,
but not all who are ill have fever, or gout, or ophthalmia either, I b
think; rather, everything of that kind is disease, but those we call
doctors say that the diseases differ in what they bring about. For
they are neither alike in all people nor do they act alike, but each
according to its own power; yet they are all diseases. Just as we
suppose there are craftsmen; or not?

aLc. Certainly.

soc. Then shoemakers and carpenters and

1. Ophthalmia is an inflammation of the eyes.

2. The words echo a tag from the Iliad (10.224), where Diomedes, volunteering
to steal into the Trojan camp by night, asks for a companion, since when “two go
together” one sees before the other; here “looking into it” takes the place of “go-
ing”. Plato’s Socrates quotes the tag in the Protagoras (348d) and adapts it in the
Symposium (174d).
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ALCIBIADES II 140b-140e

sculptors and a great many others—but what need is there to tell
them one by one? At any rate, they have divided the parts of crafts-
manship among them, and all of these are craftsmen; but those
who are craftsmen all together are not carpenters, nor shoemakers,
nor sculptors.

arc. Certainly not.

soc. In the same way, then, men have divided unintelligence
among them too: those who have the largest part of it we call mad,
those who have a little less, idiots and thunderstruck; and those
who wish to name them by the most auspicious names call them,
some, great-souled, others simple, others again innocent and inex-
perienced and tongue-tied; and if you search you will find many
other names as well. All of these are unintelligence, but they dif-
fer, as craft appeared to us to differ from craft, and disease from
disease. Or how does it seem to you?"

arc. That is how it seems to me.

soc. Then let us go back and start again from there. For at the
beginning of the argument too, surely, it was this: that we must
look into who on earth the unintelligent and the intelligent are. For
it had been agreed that there are some; or was it not?

ALC. Yes, it has been agreed.

soc. Do you suppose, then, that the intelligent are those who
know what they must do and say?

arc. I do.

soc. And which are the unintelligent? Is it those who know nei-
ther of these?

arc. Those.

soc. Then those who know neither of these will, without notic-
ing it, both say and do what they must not?

ALcC. It appears so.

soc. Now it was among these, Alcibiades, that I was saying

1. The most auspicious names are the joke: megalopsychos, “great-souled”, is a word
of high praise; euéthes, “simple”, means literally “of good character”, and in the Re-
public (400e) Plato’s Socrates says that its noun, euétheia, is the pet name we give
to senselessness (anoia); enéos, “tongue-tied”, is properly “speechless”. “Thunder-
struck” (embrontetos) is the Greek for stupefied.
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ALCIBIADES II 141a-141d

Oedipus too belonged; and you will still find many even of the
people of today, not in the grip of anger as he was, who do not
think they are praying for bad things for themselves, but for good
ones. He, just as he did not pray for good things, so did not think
he did either; but there are some others who are in the opposite
condition. For I think that you, first—if the god to whom you are
in fact on your way were to appear to you and ask you, before you
prayed for anything at all, whether it would suffice you to become
tyrant of the city of the Athenians; and if you thought this a trivial
thing and nothing great, he were to add all the Greeks as well; and
if he saw that you thought you would still have too little unless
it were of all Europe too, he were to promise you that as well—
and not only promise it, but that very day, if you wished, so that
all would perceive that Alcibiades son of Cleinias is tyrant—you
yourself, I think, would go away overjoyed, as one who had won
the greatest of good things.!

arc. I think I would, Socrates, and anyone else at all too, if such
things happened to him.

soc. And yet in exchange for your soul you would not wish even
the land and the tyranny of all the Greeks and barbarians to be
yours.?

arc. I don't think so. How could I, if I were not going to use them
at all?

soc. And what if you were going to use them badly and harm-
fully? Not then either?

arc. Certainly not.

soc. You see, then, that it is not safe either to accept at random
what is given, or to pray oneself that it come about, if one is going
to be harmed by it or to lose one’s life altogether. We could name
many who

1. The god’s offer recalls the Alcibiades I (105a—c), where Socrates imagines a god
asking Alcibiades whether he would rather live with what he has or die at once if
he may gain no more, and then telling him he may rule in Europe but not cross into
Asia. In “and not only promise it, but”, the words “and ... it” and “but” are two con-
jectures Burnet prints: Sauppe’s repetition of kai fouto and Dobree’s all’ (apparatus
b2, b3).

2. Psyche, “soul”, is also life itself, and Alcibiades” answer seems to take it so: with
his life gone, he could not use what he had gained. The series keeps “soul” through-
out.
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ALCIBIADES II 141d-142¢

before now have desired a tyranny and striven to get it, as though
they had achieved something good, and have then been plotted
against because of the tyranny and robbed of their lives. And I
think you have not failed to hear of some things that happened
“yesterday and the day before”, when the beloved of Archelaus,
the tyrant of the Macedonians, in love with the tyranny no less
than Archelaus was in love with him, killed his lover, thinking he
would be a tyrant and a happy man; but after holding the tyranny
for three or four days he was in his turn plotted against by cer-
tain others and died.* You see, too, among our own citizens—for
these things we have not heard from others, but know, having been
there ourselves—how many who before now desired a generalship
and obtained it are, some of them, exiles from this city even now,
while others have come to the end of their lives; and those of them
thought to fare best, having gone through many dangers and fears,
not only in that generalship but when they came back to their own
country, have gone on being besieged by the informers with a siege
no less than the enemy’s, so that some of them pray to be men who
were never generals rather than men who have been.> Now if the
dangers and labors led to benefit, there would be some reason in
it; but as it is, quite the opposite. You will find the same about chil-
dren too: some who before now prayed for them to be born, and
once they were born fell into the greatest misfortunes and griefs.
For some, their children being worthless to the end, spent their
whole lives in grief; and others, whose children turned out worthy
but met with misfortunes so that they were bereaved of them, you
will find these too in no smaller ill fortune than the first, and who
would wish their children unborn rather than born. But neverthe-
less, though these and many other things like them are so very
plain, it is rare to find anyone who

1. “Yesterday and the day before” is a tag from the Iliad (2.303), where Odysseus
recalls the omen at Aulis as though it were recent. Archelaus, king of Macedon,
died in 399 BC. Diodorus says his beloved Craterus struck him by accident in a
hunt (14.37.6), but Aristotle tells of a deliberate attack by Crataeus, a favorite who
resented their intimacy, with Hellanocrates of Larisa (Politics 5.10, 1311b8-20). Al-
cibiades had died in 404, so Socrates could not have told him of it as recent news;
the anachronism is one reason the dialogue is thought not to be Plato’s.

2. Socrates names no one, but a reader would think of Thucydides, general in 424,
who spent twenty years in exile (History 5.26.5), and, with an irony the dialogue
leaves unspoken, of Alcibiades himself, condemned in his absence in 415. Of the
eight generals condemned after the victory at Arginusae in 406, the six who had
come home were put to death (Xenophon, Hellenica 1.7.2, 1.7.34). The informers
(sykophantai) were men who brought prosecutions for gain or spite. The word for
“never generals”, astratégetoi, is rare.
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would either keep from what is given or, when he was going to
obtain it through prayer, would stop praying. The many would
not keep from a tyranny if it were given, nor from a generalship,
nor from many other things which, when present, harm more than
they benefit; rather, they would even pray for them to come about,
if they are in fact not present for someone. But after waiting a little
they sometimes sing a palinode, unpraying whatever they prayed
for at first." For my part, then, I am at a loss: it may truly be in vain
that men “blame” the gods, saying that their “bad things” come
from them; “but they themselves too, by their own”—whether one
should say “recklessness” or unintelligence—"have sorrows be-
yond their lot”.> It looks, at any rate, Alcibiades, as though that
poet is an intelligent man, who, I think, having some senseless
friends, and seeing them both doing and praying for what was not
better, though it seemed so to them, made a prayer in common on
behalf of them all. And he says it somehow like this:

King Zeus, the good things, he says, both when we pray and when
we pray not,
give us; but the wretched things, even when we pray, ward off,

he bids.3 Now to me the poet seems to speak well and safely; but
if there is anything in your mind to set against this, do not keep
silent.

aLc. It is hard, Socrates, to speak against what has been well
said. But this, at any rate, I take in: of how many bad things igno-
rance is the cause for men, since, as it seems, without noticing it
we, because of it, both do and, what is most extreme, pray for the
worst things for ourselves.# That is something no one would think;
rather, this at least everyone would think he was good enough to
do: to pray for the best things for himself, and not the worst. For
that would truly be like some curse and not a prayer.

1. Tosing a palinode (palindidein) is to unsay in a second song what the first said, as
the poet Stesichorus did of his song against Helen (Phaedrus 243a-b). Aneuchesthai,
“to unpray”, is known to the lexicon only from this dialogue (here and 148b).

2. Zeus in the Odyssey (1.32—34): “Ah, how mortals blame the gods! For from us,
they say, come bad things; but they themselves too, by their own recklessness, have
sorrows beyond their lot.” Burnet spaces the poet’s words; “or unintelligence” is
Socrates’ own.

3. The couplet is also in the Greek Anthology (10.108), without its author’s name,
and in Proclus’ commentary on the Republic, which quotes this passage; both have
lygra, “the baneful things”. Burnet prints Buttmann'’s deila, “the wretched things”;
the manuscripts of Plato have deina, “the dreadful things” (apparatus a3).

4. So Burnet, with hoson kakon, a correction in the Coislinianus 155; B and T have
hoson kakon, “how great a bad thing” (apparatus a7).
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ALCIBIADES II 143b—143e

soc. But perhaps, my excellent friend, some man who is in fact
wiser than both you and me might say that we do not speak rightly
in finding fault with ignorance so at random, unless we were to
add that there is ignorance of some things, and for some people in
some state, that is a good thing, just as for those others it is a bad
thing.

ALc. What do you mean? Is there any thing whatever which it
is better for anyone whatever, in any state whatever, to be ignorant
of than to know?

soc. I think so. And you do not?

arc. No indeed, by Zeus.

soc. But surely I will not charge you with this either: that you
would be willing to have done to your own mother what they say
Orestes did, and Alcmaeon, and whoever else has in fact done the
same as they."

aLc. Speak auspiciously, for Zeus’ sake, Socrates!*

soc. It is not the one who says that you would not be willing to
have done these things, Alcibiades, whom you should bid speak
auspiciously, but much rather anyone who might say the opposite,
since the thing seems to you so very dreadful that it must not even
be spoken of so at random. Do you think Orestes, if he had in fact
been intelligent and had known what was best for him to do, would
have dared to do any of these things?

aLc. Certainly not.

soc. Nor, I think, would anyone else.

arc. No indeed.

soc. Then ignorance of the best, and being ignorant of the best,
is, as it seems, a bad thing.

arc. I think so.

soc. Both for him and for all the rest?

ALc. I say so.

soc. Then let us look into this further as well: if

1. Orestes killed his mother Clytemnestra to avenge his father Agamemnon; Al-
cmaeon killed his mother Eriphyle, who for the gift of a necklace had sent his father
Amphiaraus to his death in the war against Thebes.

2. Euphemei, “speak auspiciously”, is the cry that silences ill-omened words, as
at a sacrifice; it is the verb of euphémos, the adjective behind “the most auspicious
names” (140c).
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it should suddenly occur to you, having thought it better, to take
up a dagger and go to the doors of Pericles, your own guardian
and friend, and ask whether he is in, wishing to kill him himself
and no one else; and they should say he is in—and I do not say that
you would be willing to do any of these things; but if, I think, it will
seem so to you; and surely nothing prevents such an opinion from
occurring at some time to one who is ignorant of the best, so that
he thinks even what is worst to be at some time best; or don’t you
think so?*

arc. Certainly.

soc. If, then, having gone inside and seen him himself, you were
ignorant of him and thought he was someone else, would you still
dare to kill him?

arc. No, by Zeus, I don’t think I would.

soc. For it was not, surely, the first man you met, but him himself,
whom you wished to kill. Isn’t that so?

ALC. Yes.

soc. Then even if you made the attempt many times, but were
always ignorant of Pericles whenever you were about to do this,
you would never attack him.

arc. Certainly not.

soc. What, then? Do you think Orestes would ever have attacked
his mother, if he had been ignorant of her in the same way?

arc. I don't think so.

soc. For he too, surely, did not have it in mind to kill the first
woman he met, nor the mother of anyone at all, but his own.

arc. That is so.

soc. Then to be ignorant of such things, at least, is better for
those so disposed and holding such opinions.

1. Pericles was Alcibiades’ guardian: his father Cleinias, who fell at Coronea, had
left Pericles as guardian to him and his brother (Alcibiades I 104b, 112¢).
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aLc. It appears so.

soc. Do you see, then, that there is ignorance of some things,
and for some people in some state, that is a good thing and not, as
it seemed to you just now, a bad thing?

aLc. It seems so.

soc. Further, then, if you wish to look into what comes after this,
it might perhaps seem strange to you.

arc. What in particular, Socrates?

soc. That, so to speak, the possession of the other kinds of knowl-
edge, if someone possesses it without the best, looks as though it
seldom benefits and for the most part harms the one who has it.*
Look into it this way. Doesn’t it seem necessary to you, whenever
we are about to do or to say something, that we must first think we
know, or really know, whatever we are rather readily about to say
or do?

arc. I think so.

soc. Then the orators, for instance, advise us on each occasion
either knowing how to advise or thinking they know: some about
war and peace, others about the building of walls or again the con-
struction of harbors; in a word, whatever the city does toward an-
other city, or by itself on its own, all comes about from the orators’
advice.

aLc. What you say is true.

soc. See, then, what follows this as well.

acc. If I can.

soc. For surely you call people both intelligent and unintelli-
gent?

arc. I do.

soc. And the many unintelligent, and the few intelligent?

1. So Burnet’s text, “without the best”. Dobree proposed tés tou, “without that of
the best”, that is, without the knowledge of the best, as Socrates puts it when he
restates the claim at 146e (apparatus ds).
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145a-145d AAKIBIAAHY AEYTEPOX
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ALCIBIADES II 145a-145d

ALC. Just so.

soc. And in both cases you are looking to something?

ALC. Yes.

soc. Do you, then, call such a man intelligent, one who knows
how to advise, but apart from whether it is better and when it is
better?*

aLc. Certainly not.

soc. Nor, I think, the one who knows waging war itself, apart
from when it is better and for as long a time as is better. Isn’t that
s0?

ALC. Yes.

soc. Nor, then, anyone who knows how to kill someone, or to
take away his property and make him an exile from his fatherland,
apart from when it is better and whom it is better to?

arc. No indeed.

soc. Whoever, then, knows any of these things, if the knowledge
of the best accompanies him—and this, surely, was the same as the
knowledge of the beneficial; isn’t that so?—

ALC. Yes.

soc. —we shall say that he is intelligent, and a sufficient adviser
both to the city and to himself; and the one who is not such, the
opposite of these. Or how does it seem?>

arc. That is how it seems to me.

soc. What if someone knows how to ride or to shoot with the
bow, or again to box or to wrestle, or anything in the other contests,
or anything else of the kind that we know by craft: what do you call
the one who knows what turns out better according to that craft?
Don’t you call the one in horsemanship a horseman?

arc. I do.

soc. And the one in boxing, I think, a boxer, and the one

1. So Burnet, with a correction in a Venice manuscript (Venetus 184), hote, “when”;
B and T have ho, which would give “whether it is better and what is better” (appa-
ratus b2).

2. “Such” is J. G. Schneider’s correction (toiouton), which Burnet prints; B and T
have poiounta, “doing” (apparatus c6).
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ALCIBIADES II 145d-146b

in flute-playing a flute-player, and the rest, surely, in proportion to
these; or is it somehow otherwise?

ALc. No, it is so.

soc. Does it seem necessary to you, then, that the one who has
knowledge about some one of these is also, it follows, an intelligent
man, or shall we say he falls far short of it?

aLc. Far short indeed, by Zeus.

soc. What sort of commonwealth, then, do you think it would
be, one of good archers and flute-players, and of athletes besides
and the other craftsmen, and, mixed in among these, those we
spoke of just now, who know waging war itself and killing itself,
and besides these men of rhetoric blowing a political blast, but all
of these being without the knowledge of the best and without the
one who knows when it is better to use each one of these, and in
relation to whom?*

ALC. A sorry one, I think, Socrates.

soc. You would say so, I think, when you saw each one of them
striving for honor and assigning the largest “part” of the common-
wealth “to that, in which he himself is in fact at his strongest”—I
mean what turns out best according to the craft itself—while he
has in most things missed what is best for the city and for himself,
since, I think, he has trusted opinion without sense.? This being so,
would we not be right to say that such a commonwealth is full of
great confusion and lawlessness?

1. So Burnet, with Stobaeus’ “these” (where B and T have “such”) and Dobree’s
hous, “whom”, which makes “those we spoke of just now” the men who know war
and killing (145b); with hois, the reading of B, T and Stobaeus, they would be the
craftsmen of this sentence (apparatus e5).

2. From Euripides’ lost Antiope; Callicles quotes the lines in the Gorgias (484e),
where each man gives “the largest part of the day” to that in which he is at his best.
“Of the commonwealth” stands in place of “of the day”, and “strongest” in place of
“best”. Burnet prints tynchanei, “is in fact”, as the Gorgias has it in T, the manuscripts
here have the subjunctive tynchanéi (apparatus a6).
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ALCIBIADES II 146b-146e

aLc. Rightly indeed, by Zeus.

soc. Now, did it not seem necessary to us that we must first think
we know, or really know, whatever we are readily about to do or
say?

arc. It did.

soc. Then if one does what he knows or seems to know, and the
beneficially accompanies it, we shall be in a profitable state both for
the city and for oneself?

arc. Of course.

soc. But if, I think, the opposite of these, neither for the city nor
for oneself?

aLc. Certainly not.

soc. What, then? Does it still seem the same to you now too, or
somehow otherwise?

ALc. No, it is so.

soc. Did you say, then, that you call the many unintelligent, and
the few intelligent?

arc. I did.

soc. Then we say again that the many have missed the best, since,
I think, they have in most things trusted opinion without sense.

arc. We do say so.

soc. Then it profits the many neither to know anything nor to
think they know, if indeed they will be more eager to do whatever
they know or think they know, and in doing it to be harmed for the
most part rather than benefited.

arc. What you say is most true.

soc. Do you see, then: when I said that the possession of the
other kinds of knowledge, if someone possesses it without the
knowledge of the best, looks as though it seldom benefits and for
the most part harms the one who has it, was I not really shown to
be speaking rightly?
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146e-147¢ AAKIBIAAHZ AEYTEPOZ
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ALCIBIADES II 146e-147¢

aLc. Even if not then, at any rate now it seems so to me, Socrates.

soc. Then both a city and a soul that is going to live rightly must
hold fast to this knowledge, exactly as one who is sick holds fast to
a doctor, or one who is going to sail safely to some pilot. For with- 147
out it, the more strongly the wind of fortune blows fair, whether for
the getting of money, or for strength of body, or for anything else of
that kind, the greater the mistakes that must, it seems, come from
them.* And the man who possesses what is called much learning
and much craft,”> but is an orphan of this knowledge and is led by
each one of the others, will he not really, and justly, meet with a
great storm, since, I think, without a pilot he goes on at sea, run- b
ning a course of life that will not be long?3 So that I think the poet’s
words fit here too, which he speaks somewhere in accusing some-
one: that “he knew many works, but badly”, he says, “he knew
them all” 4

aLc. And how on earth do the poet’s words fit, Socrates? For to
me he seems to have said nothing at all to the point.

soc. Very much to the point indeed. But he is speaking in rid-
dles, my excellent friend, he and pretty well all the other poets too.
For all poetry is by nature riddling, and not for the first man who «
comes along to make out; and besides being such by nature, when
it takes hold of a grudging man, who does not wish to show us his
wisdom but to hide it as much as he can, it appears prodigiously
hard to make out what on earth each of them means.

1. The sentence rests on three corrections that Burnet prints: Lennep moved “for
without it” to this place and read “the more strongly”, where the manuscripts have
“not sooner”, and Stallbaum conjectured “fortune”, where they have “soul” (appa-
ratus a1-az).

2. Burnet prints polymathia, “much learning”, from T, where B has philomathia,
“love of learning”, and polytechnia, “much craft”, from B, where T has philotechnia,
“love of craft”, with poly- written over it (apparatus a5).

3. Burnet prints Stephanus’ biou, “of life”, and theon, “running”. B and T have bion,
“life”, in the accusative; B gives theon without an accent, and T accents it as “of
gods”; Schanz reads pleon, “sailing” (apparatus b1).

4. From the Margites, a comic poem commonly ascribed to Homer in antiquity, as
by Aristotle (Poetics 1448b30) and by Socrates below (147c); its hero is a fool who
knows many things and all of them badly. Burnet spaces the poet’s words.
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ALCIBIADES II 147c-148a

For surely you do not think that Homer, the most divine and wisest
of poets, was ignorant that it was impossible to know badly—for it

is he who says that Margites knew many things, but badly, he says, d

knew them all—but he is speaking in riddles, I think, putting badly
in place of bad, and knew in place of to know. Put together, then, it
falls outside the meter, but it is what he means: that he knew many
works, but it was bad for him to know them all. It is clear, then, that
if knowing many things was bad for him, he was in fact a sorry
fellow, if indeed we must trust the arguments already stated.

arc. Well, I think so, Socrates; truly, I would hardly trust any
other arguments, if not even these.

soc. And you are right to think so.

aLc. It seems the other way to me again."

soc. But come, by Zeus—for surely you see the perplexity, how
great it is and of what kind, and you too seem to me to have had
a share in it: at any rate, shifting up and down, you never stop at
all, but whatever you think most firmly, that too you seem to have
slipped out of again and no longer to think the same—if, then, even
now the god to whom you are in fact on your way were to appear
to you and ask you, before you prayed for anything at all, whether
it would suffice you that one of those things should come about
that were spoken of at the beginning, or else were to leave it to
you yourself to pray, how on earth do you think you would hit the
right mark, either by taking what he gives or by praying yourself
for something to come about?

aLc. But by the gods, Socrates, I would have nothing to say to
you offhand like this; but it seems to me a madcap thing,*

1. Palin au moi dokei: palin can mean “back” as well as “again”, and the words are
here read as Alcibiades turning round once more, as Socrates at once says he keeps
doing; they can also be read as a further assent, “So it seems to me again”.

2. Margos, “madcap”, is the word from which Margites, the poem’s hero, takes his
name; its use here can be read as a pun on the poem just discussed.
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148b-148¢ AAKIBIAAHE AEYTEPOX
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and truly in need of much caution, lest one should, without notic- b
ing it, pray for bad things while thinking them the good things, and
then, after waiting a little, as you too were saying, sing a palinode,
unpraying whatever he prayed for at first.*

soc. Is it not, then, because he knew something more than we do
that the poet, whom I mentioned at the beginning of the argument
too, bade Zeus ward off the wretched things even when we pray?>

arc. I think so.

soc. This poet, then, Alcibiades, the Spartans too have emulated, «
or else they have looked into it in this way themselves, and both
in private and in public they pray on each occasion a like prayer,
bidding the gods give them in their turn the fine things on top of
the good; and no one would hear them pray for more. And so up to
the present time they are no less fortunate than any people; and if
it has after all happened to them not to be fortunate in everything,
still it is not because of their prayer; it lies with the gods, I think, d
both to give whatever one in fact prays for and the opposite of it.3 I
wish to tell you something else too, which I once heard from certain
people:* how, when a quarrel arose between the Athenians and the
Spartans, it always happened to our city, whenever a battle took
place by land or by sea, to be unfortunate and never able to win;
so the Athenians, vexed at the matter and at a loss by what device e
they should find a way out of the bad things they had, deliberated,
and it seemed best to them to send to

1. Burnet prints a later hand’s correction in T, “sing a palinode, unpraying”, the
words of 142d, but with the verb in the subjunctive that “lest” requires, where that
hand has the indicative; B and T have “praying a palinode” (apparatus b3).

2. Buttmann’s deila, “the wretched things”, as at 143a; T has deina, “the dreadful
things”, and B dela, “the plain things” (apparatus b6).

3. Plutarch reports the same prayer among the customs of the Spartans: that the
gods give “the fine things on top of the good”, and nothing more (Instituta Lacon-
ica, “Spartan Customs”, 27, Moralia 239a). The “not” is a correction written into a
Florentine manuscript (apparatus c7).

4. Burnetbrackets “the older men” here as an addition: B has “from the older men
or from certain people”, T “from certain older men” (apparatus d4).
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Ammon and ask him; and further, besides these things, this: why
on earth the gods give victory to the Spartans rather than to them-
selves, we who, he said, offer the most and the finest sacrifices of
the Greeks, and have adorned the gods’ temples with offerings as
no others have, and every year presented the gods with the most
costly and most solemn processions, and paid out as much money
as not even all the other Greeks together did; but the Spartans, he
said, have never cared about any of this; no, they are so neglectfully
disposed toward the gods that they even sacrifice maimed victims
on each occasion, and in all else honor them by no small amount
less fully than we, though they possess no less money than our
city.* When he had said this and asked what they must do to find
arelease from the bad things they had, the prophet answered noth-
ing else—for the god, evidently, did not allow it—but called him
and said: Thus says Ammon to the Athenians: he says he would
rather have the Spartans’ auspicious speech than all the rites of
the Greeks together. This much he said, and nothing further. Now
by the auspicious speech the god, I think, means nothing other
than their prayer; for it really is very different from the others’. For
the other Greeks, some having brought forward oxen with gilded
horns, others presenting the gods with offerings, pray for what-
ever comes, whether good or bad; so the gods, hearing them speak
ill-omened words, do not accept these costly processions and sac-
rifices. But it seems to me to need much caution and looking into,
what on earth one should say and what not.>

1. Ammon was Zeus Ammon, whose oracle stood at the oasis of Siwa in the Libyan
desert. No other ancient author tells of this consultation. Plutarch tells of others:
Cimon sent to Ammon in secret during his last campaign (Cimon 18.6—7), and be-
fore the Sicilian expedition an oracle was brought from Ammon that the Athenians
would take all the Syracusans, while contrary oracles were hidden for fear of ill-
omened speech (Nicias 13.1).

2. Euphemia, “auspicious speech”, and blasphémein, “to speak ill-omened words”,
are opposites from the language of worship, where ill-omened words were forbid-
den (see 140c, 143d).
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And you will find other things like these said in Homer too. For
he says that the Trojans, making their camp,

offered the immortals perfect hecatombs,

and that “the winds carried the savor from the plain into the
heaven”,

sweet; but the blessed gods took no share of it,
nor were willing to; for greatly hateful to them was holy Ilium,
and Priam, and the people of Priam of the good ash spear;

so that it was of no use to them to sacrifice and to pay gifts in vain,
hated as they were by the gods.* For I do not think the way of the
gods is such as to be led astray by gifts, like a bad moneylender; no,
we too are making a simple argument when we claim to surpass
the Spartans in this.* For it would be a dreadful thing if the gods
looked to our gifts and sacrifices and not to the soul, whether some-
one is in fact holy and just: much more, I think, than to these costly
processions and sacrifices, which nothing prevents a private per-
son and a city alike from being able to pay every year, though they
have made many mistakes against gods and many against men; but
the gods, since they are not takers of gifts, despise all this, as the
god and the prophet of the gods say. It looks, at any rate, as though
justice and intelligence are held in especial honor both by gods and
by men who have sense; and the intelligent and the just are no oth-
ers than those who know what they must do and say, both toward
gods and toward men. I should like to find out from you too what
on earth you have in your mind to set against this.

aLc. Well, Socrates, to me it seems no other way than it does to
you and to the god; for it would not be fitting for me to cast my
vote against the god.

1. Iliad 8.548-552, the Trojans camped on the plain. Of these lines only the one
Socrates turns into prose (549) stands at this place in the manuscripts of Homer;
the others are not there, though 552 recurs elsewhere in the Iliad (4.47, 4.165,
6.449). Burnet spaces the words of 549 that Socrates keeps. The Trojans’ “perfect”
hecatombs can be read as answering the Spartans’ “maimed” victims.

2. Eueétheés, “simple”, was one of the most auspicious names for the unintelligent at
140cC.
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soc. Then do you remember saying that you were in great per-
plexity, lest you should, without noticing it, pray for bad things
while thinking them good?

arc. I do.

soc. You see, then, that it is not safe for you to go to the god to
pray, in case, as may happen, he hears you speaking ill-omened
words and accepts nothing of this sacrifice of yours, and you even
come in, perhaps, for something else besides. So I think it best to
keep quiet; for the Spartans’ prayer, I think, you would not be will-
ing to use, because of your greatness of soul—for this is the finest
of the names in unintelligence, at least." So it is necessary to wait
until one learns how one must be disposed toward gods and to-
ward men.

ALc. When, then, will that time be here, Socrates, and who is to
educate me? For I think I should most gladly see who this man is.

soc. The man who cares about you.*> But I think that, just as
Homer says Athena took the mist from the eyes of Diomedes,

so that he might know well both god and man,

so he must first take from your soul the mist that is in fact present
in it now, and then at last apply the things through which you are
going to know both bad and good. For as things are, I think, you
would not be able to.3

ALc. Let him take it away, the mist or anything else he wishes; for
I'am prepared to shrink from none of the things he orders, whoever
on earth the man is, if only I am to become better.

1. At140c “great-souled” was the first of “the most auspicious names” for the un-
intelligent.

2. Socrates does not say who this is. It can be read as Socrates himself, who in
the Alcibiades I tells Alcibiades that his distinction will come to him “through no
one else but me” (124c), and is the one lover who does not “go away” (131d-e);
Alcibiades, ready to obey the man whoever he is (150e), crowns Socrates at 151a-b.
3. Iliad 5.127-128, where Athena says to Diomedes, “I have taken from your eyes
the mist that was on them before, so that you may know well both god and man.”
Socrates gives the line in the third person, and its formula again in “both bad and
good”.
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ALCIBIADES II 151a-151¢C

soc. And indeed he too has a wonderful eagerness about you.

arc. Then I think it best to put off the sacrifice too until then.

soc. And you are right to think so; for it is safer than to run so
great a risk.

ALc. But how, then, Socrates? And now this wreath here, since
I think you have advised me well, I will put on you; and to the
gods we shall give wreaths and all the other customary things then,
when I see that day come. And it will come before long, if they are
willing.

soc. Well, I accept this too, and I would gladly see myself accept
anything else that you gave. And just as Creon in Euripides, seeing
Teiresias wearing his garlands and hearing that he had received
first-fruits from the enemy, because of his craft,

I took as an omen, he says, your garlands of fair victory;
for we lie in a rough sea, as you know;

so I too take this opinion from you as an omen.* And I think [ am
in no less rough a sea than Creon, and I should like to be the fair
victor over your lovers.

1. Euripides, Phoenician Women 858-859, from which Burnet supplies “your” (ap-
paratus bg). Teiresias has come from Athens, where, as he tells Creon, he made the
Athenians victors over Eumolpus, and he wears the crown he received as first-fruits
of the spoils (852-857). Doxa, “opinion”, is here taken as Alcibiades” good opinion
of Socrates’ advice (151a), which the wreath shows; Ast and Buttmann would read
“gift” (apparatus b11).
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OUTLINE

The divisions follow the argument. References are to Stephanus
pages and sections, which stand in the margins of both pages of
the text.

I. THE ERRAND AND THE DANGER (138A—C)

138a Socrates meets Alcibiades “on your way to pray to the god”,
with a gloomy face and his eyes on the ground: he is pondering,
Socrates says, “The greatest pondering of all”.

138b The gods give some of the things we pray for and not others,
and to some of us and not to others; so forethought is needed,
“lest one should, without noticing it, pray for things that are
very bad while thinking them good”, and the gods should give
it.

138¢ Oedipus prayed that his sons might divide their inheritance
“with the bronze”: when he could have prayed for a way out of
the bad things he had, “he called down others on top of those
he had already”.

II. MADNESS AND UNINTELLIGENCE (138C—140D)

138c—139a Alcibiades: “But you, Socrates, have spoken of a mad-
man”. Being mad is the opposite of being intelligent. Some
men are intelligent, some unintelligent, others mad, as some
are healthy and others sick, with none in neither condition.

139a-c Nor is there a third condition between intelligence and un-
intelligence; and one thing cannot have two opposites. “Then it
looks as though unintelligence and madness are the same.”

139c¢—d But the many are unintelligent, and living among so many
madmen we would long ago have been “struck and pelted”.
“But see, my dear fellow: perhaps this is not so.”

139d-140c All ophthalmia is disease, but not all disease oph-
thalmia, and the diseases differ in what they bring about;
shoemakers, carpenters and sculptors are all craftsmen, but
the craftsmen are not all carpenters.

140c—d “In the same way, then, men have divided unintelligence
among them too”: madness, idiots and thunderstruck, and “the
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most auspicious names”, great-souled, simple, innocent, inex-
perienced and tongue-tied.

III. WHO ARE THE INTELLIGENT? (140D—141D)

140d-e Starting again: the intelligent are “those who know what
they must do and say”’; those who know neither “will, without
noticing it, both say and do what they must not”.

140e—141a Oedipus was one of these; and many today, not in anger
as he was, pray for bad things while thinking them good.

141a-b If the god offered Alcibiades the tyranny of Athens, then
of all the Greeks, then of all Europe, “that very day”, he would
“go away overjoyed”.

141c—d Yet not “in exchange for your soul”, nor if he were going
to use it badly: “it is not safe either to accept at random what is
given, or to pray oneself that it come about”.

IV. PRAYERS THAT HARM (141D—143B)

141d-e Tyrants plotted against and killed; the beloved of
Archelaus, tyrant of Macedon, “yesterday and the day be-
fore”.

141e-142b Generals in exile or dead, or besieged by the informers,
so that “some of them pray to be men who were never generals
rather than men who have been”.

142b—c Parents who prayed for children and then grieved for them.

142c-d Few refuse what is given or stop praying; the many pray for
what harms them, and then “sing a palinode, unpraying what-
ever they prayed for at first”.

142d-e Homer’s men who “blame” the gods; “whether one should
say ‘recklessness’ or unintelligence”.

142e-143a The intelligent poet’s prayer for his senseless friends:
“King Zeus, the good things, he says, both when we pray and
when we pray not, give us; but the wretched things, even when
we pray, ward off”.

143a-b Alcibiades: ignorance is the cause of many bad things for
men; a prayer for the worst things “would truly be like some
curse and not a prayer”.

V. IGNORANCE THAT 1S GOOD (143B—144C)

143b-c A wiser man might say that “there is ignorance of some
things, and for some people in some state, that is a good thing”.
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143c—e Orestes and Alcmaeon. Alcibiades: “Speak auspiciously,
for Zeus’ sake, Socrates!” Socrates: had Orestes been intelligent,
he would not have dared it; “ignorance of the best ... is, as it
seems, a bad thing”.

143e-144c The dagger at Pericles” door: if Alcibiades were ignorant
of his guardian, he would not kill him, nor Orestes his mother;
“to be ignorant of such things, at least, is better for those so dis-
posed”.

VI. KNOWLEDGE WITHOUT THE KNOWLEDGE OF THE BEST (144D—146E)

144d The claim: “the possession of the other kinds of knowledge,
if someone possesses it without the best, looks as though it sel-
dom benefits and for the most part harms the one who has it”.

144d-145a We act on what we know or think we know; the orators
advise the city on war and peace, walls and harbors.

145a—c The intelligent man knows also “when it is better”, in ad-
vice, in war, in killing; that is, “the knowledge of the best ac-
companies him”, which “was the same as the knowledge of the
beneficial”.

145¢—e The horseman, the boxer and the flute-player know their
crafts, but fall “far short” of being intelligent.

145e-146b A commonwealth of experts “without the knowledge
of the best and without the one who knows when it is better
to use each one of these”: “A sorry one”. Each assigns the
largest “part” of it “to that, in which he himself is in fact at his
strongest”; it is “full of great confusion and lawlessness”.

146b—d Knowledge profits only if “the beneficially accompanies it”;
the many have “missed the best”, and it profits them “neither
to know anything nor to think they know”.

146d—e Socrates, recalling his claim of 144d: “was I not really
shown to be speaking rightly?” Alcibiades: “Even if not then,
at any rate now it seems so to me”.

VII. THE PILOT AND THE POET (146E—147E)

146e—147b A city and a soul must hold fast to this knowledge as the
sick to a doctor and the sailor to a pilot; without it, the man of
“much learning and much craft” will “meet with a great storm”.

147b-d The Margites: “he knew many works, but badly”. All po-
etry is riddling; Homer was “putting badly in place of bad, and
knew in place of to know”, so that “it was bad for him to know
them all”, and Margites “was in fact a sorry fellow”.
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147e Alcibiades agrees, and then: “It seems the other way to me
again.”

VIII. WHAT TO PRAY FOR: THE SPARTANS AND AMMON (147E-149C)

147e-148a Socrates names the perplexity: if the god appeared
again and offered a choice, “how on earth do you think you
would hit the right mark”?

148a-b Alcibiades: “a madcap thing, and truly in need of much
caution”. Socrates: the poet knew more than we.

148b-d The Spartans’ prayer, “the fine things on top of the good”,
and their good fortune.

148d-149a Athens, always defeated, sends to Ammon to ask why
the gods favor the Spartans, who neglect them, over the Athe-
nians and their sacrifices.

149b Ammon’s answer: “he would rather have the Spartans’ aus-
picious speech than all the rites of the Greeks together”.

149b—c The auspicious speech is their prayer; the other Greeks
“pray for whatever comes”, and the gods hear them “speak ill-
omened words”.

IX. THE GODS AND GIFTS (149C—150B)

149c—e Homer’s Trojans, whose hecatombs the gods would not
share, “hated as they were by the gods”.

149e—150a The gods are not “led astray by gifts, like a bad mon-
eylender”, butlook to the soul, “whether someone is in fact holy
and just”; they are “not takers of gifts”.

150a-b “justice and intelligence are held in especial honor”; the
intelligent and the just know “what they must do and say, both
toward gods and toward men”. Alcibiades agrees: “it would not
be fitting for me to cast my vote against the god”.

X. WAITING FOR THE TEACHER (150B—151C)

150b—d Socrates recalls Alcibiades’ perplexity: it is not safe for him
to pray, for the god may hear ill-omened words. The Spartans’
prayer he would not be willing to use, Socrates says, “because
of your greatness of soul”; he must wait “until one learns how
one must be disposed toward gods and toward men”.

150d-e Who will teach him? “The man who cares about you”, who
must first take the mist from his soul, as Athena took it from the
eyes of Diomedes.
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150e-151a Alcibiades will shrink from nothing that man orders,
and puts off the sacrifice.

151a—-c The wreath: Socrates accepts it and, as Creon in Euripides
took Teiresias” garlands as an omen, takes “this opinion from
you as an omen”; he would be “the fair victor over your lovers”.
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EDITORIAL NOTE

The Greek text. The Greek is John Burnet’s, from the second
volume of his Oxford Classical Text of Plato (1901), in which
the Alcibiades II follows the Alcibiades I. The copy reproduced is
the one used for the Alcibiades I of this series: a later impression,
undated, printed at Oxford by John Johnson as Printer to the
University and published by Humphrey Milford, and so made
between 1925 and 1945. It carries Burnet’s preface of March 1901
and a short addendum of April 1910 that concerns the Symposium
and Phaedrus. The text is reproduced page for page and line for
line: each left-hand page of this edition is one page of Burnet, with
his line-ends, his marginal section letters and line numbers, and
his apparatus criticus at the foot. The line numbers were counted
afresh and agree with his, except in section 146e: its first three
lines stand on page 14, so that the first line of page 15 should be
e4, but Burnet’s count there starts at 3 (his 5 stands against the
third line, and his apparatus keys dokel in the first line as e3);
since his margin and his apparatus keys both follow his count,
the edition follows it too. The words were taken from the Perseus
Digital Library’s digital transcription of Burnet, and every line
was then checked against the photographs of this copy; where
the two differ, this edition prints what Burnet printed. Burnet’s
paragraphing (a new, indented paragraph at each change of
speaker, and once within a speech, at 149c), his abbreviations
of the speakers’ names (X€Q. for Socrates, AA. for Alcibiades),
his capitals at the openings of speeches and paragraphs, his
letterspacing of quoted words, and his setting of quoted verse as
verse (143a, 146a, 149d—e, 150d, 151b) are kept. In his text, square
brackets [ ] enclose words he believed spurious: his own deletion
at 148d4 (seclusi), and two scholars” deletions that he accepts,
Cobet’s of kal at 148e3 and Winckelmann’s of 7 at 150b2. Angle
brackets ( ) enclose words that B and T lack and that he supplies,
by conjecture (Sauppe’s repeated kat To07o and Dobree’s aA\’ at
141b2-3), from a corrector of a later manuscript (o0 at 148¢7), or
from the text of the poet quoted (oa at 151bg, from Euripides). A
word that B and T lack but an ancient author’s quotation preserves
is printed without brackets (av at 143bz, from Priscian).
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Reading the apparatus. The notes at the foot of each Greek page
are Burnet’s, unaltered, including what appear to be faults of print-
ing: T’s otov at 139a13 lacks the circumflex that B’s olov has in the
same entry. Entries are keyed by section letter and line as num-
bered in the margin, so that “a 4” is the fourth line of section a.
The section letters begin again with each Stephanus page, so that
on page 2, which runs from 138c to 139a, “a 7” after “c 9” belongs
to139a. A further entry on the same line follows after a wider space
without repeating the key. Usually the reading printed in the text
comes first, followed by the witnesses that have it; a colon separates
it from the alternatives, each followed by its witnesses. Where the
text’s reading is followed by a square bracket, the witnesses for
the text are not listed and only the alternatives are given. An en-
try with no colon reports a single proposal without listing the wit-
nesses for the text: an alternative (wpoAdynTo Stephanus, 140d10),
a deletion (140d9), a repetition (141b2) or an addition (141b3).
Where Burnet adopts such a proposal the text shows it, in angle
brackets for an addition (141b2-3, 148c7) and in square brackets
for a deletion (150b2); otherwise the text keeps the manuscripts’
words (140d9, 140d10, 143a4). Where the text joins readings of dif-
ferent witnesses, the entry lists only theirs: at 139a13 Burnet prints
et dokel oot 0idv Te, B's el with T’s doket oou. The apparatus reports
each witness’s own spelling, which may differ from the text’s with-
out being a different reading (viels in the entry at 138c1 against the
text’s vels in the next line; fupPefovAevkévar at 151a8 against the
text’s ovuBeBovAevkévar). A word of the text is sometimes short-
ened to its first letter when the variants concern only the words
beside it: at 141c2 “7e kat B.” is Te kat BapBdpwv. Punctuation in-
side an entry belongs to the reading reported: Dobree’s avTdv" at
141bs also puts a stop after the word. Letters printed small above a
word stand above it in the manuscript: in T, 77oAv over the ¢uho of
¢phoTexviav at 147a5, and a d over the last letter of €mret at 149a6. A
dot over a letter reproduces a dot in the manuscript, the usual sign
that the letter is to be deleted: B’s mpogjTais at 150a6 has one over
its final letter. Huc transposuit, “moved here”, and ante ... habent,
“have before ...”, report a change in the order of words (147a1).

Names and abbreviations. Stephanus is Henri Estienne, whose
edition of 1578 supplies the page numbers by which Plato is cited;
the Alcibiades Il fills pages 138-151 of his second volume. The
other names, apart from the ancient authors and Ficino (below),
are of modern scholars, cited for the reading of their editions or
for a conjecture: editors of Plato’s works (Bekker, Ast, Stallbaum,
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Baiter, Winckelmann, Hermann and Schanz); Schleiermacher,
Plato’s German translator; Buttmann, whose edition of four di-
alogues, the Meno, the Crito and both Alcibiades, included this
one; and others who proposed corrections (Hemsterhuis, Lennep,
Dobree, Hirschig, Képpen, Sauppe, Schneider, J. G. Schneider,
Struve, Cobet, Naber and Apelt), some of whom also edited
dialogues of Plato. Burnet keeps apart men of the same surname:
J. G. Schneider from Schneider here, and, elsewhere in the vol-
ume, G. Hermann from Hermann. Priscianus and Ficinus are
the Latin forms of the names of Priscian and Marsilio Ficino. A
scholar’s name standing alone after a reading marks that scholar’s
reading, from his edition or a study: at 14od1o the pluperfect
wpoldynTo is the reading of Stephanus’ edition, at 138b7 Afjoe
Tis Bekker’s. ci. marks a conjecture he proposed (Stallbaum at
139a13). scripsi, “1 have written”, marks Burnet’s own correction
(139a11), and seclusi, “T have bracketed”, his own deletion (148d4).
add., “added”, marks an addition: a scholar’s (Dobree’s dA\’ at
141b3), a corrector’s in a later manuscript (the ov at 148¢7), or an
ancient author’s (add. Priscianus at 143b2, the dav that Priscian’s
quotation has and B and T lack); Burnet prints all three, the
first two in angle brackets. bis scripsit, “wrote twice”, marks a
repetition (Sauppe’s kat 7070 at 141b2, which Burnet prints in
angle brackets). del., “deleted”, marks a scholar’s deletion: Burnet
keeps the ov that Hirschig would delete at 140d9, and brackets
the 7) that Winckelmann deletes at 150b2. secl., “bracketed”, marks
a scholar’s judgement that words are spurious; Burnet reports six
(143a4, 144a3, 144b1, 144bs, 145d9, 148e5) and follows none, so
that xelever, which Képpen brackets at 143a4, stands in his text.
Words in angle brackets inside an entry are a scholar’s supplement
(Buttmann’s (3¢) at 143d5 and (o) at 150a6), and vel, “or”, gives
a second proposal (Dobree’s oUs or @v at 145€5). om. means that
a witness leaves the words out. cf., “compare”, points to a related
place (148b6 at 143a3). At 146a6, where the verse is also quoted in
the Gorgias, hic is “here”, in Gorgia 484 e “in the Gorgias at 484e”,
and in Gorgia loc. cit. and Gorg. loc. cit. “in the Gorgias at the place
cited”. A name in parentheses after a conjecture gives a witness
that supports it: at 142a5 Dobree’s av77 is supported by Marsilio
Ficino’s Latin translation of Plato (1484).

The witnesses. Burnet’s apparatus to this dialogue rests on two
manuscripts: B, the Bodleian Plato (MS. E. D. Clarke 39, written in
895), and T, the Venice manuscript (Marcianus, Append. Class. 4,
cod. 1). W, the Vienna manuscript, which his list of sigla also gives
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and which he cites in the Alcibiades I, does not appear here. Later
hands in B and T are marked b and t, as the list says: b at 139a11 (in
“Tb”, T together with a later hand in B) and 146bg, t at 143c9, 143e9,
145b2, 148b3, 149a4 and 150b6. “rec. t” (142d6, 143c4), which the
list does not explain, appears to mark a still later hand in T; pr. is
a manuscript’s first hand, before correction (144d6). Letters writ-
ten together share a reading, so that “BT” is B and T. recc. (re-
centiores) are later manuscripts in general (140b2, 141d4, 142a6,
143e8, 146a8, 149a5, 150c4), al. (alii) other manuscripts (143c9),
and vulg. (vulgata) the text of the early printed editions (141c10).
Four later manuscripts are named for a corrector’s reading (corr.):
the Coislinianus 155 in Paris (141c10, 143a7, 151b4), the Venetus
184 (145b2), the Parisinus 1812 (147d4) and a manuscript of the
Laurentian Library at Florence, Laur. Ixxxv. 6 (148c7). Burnet’s
preface says that the men who corrected the Coislinianus 155 and
the Venetus 189 were learned readers after the revival of letters
who anticipated many emendations of Heindorf and others, and
that their readings rest on conjecture, not on tradition; it does not
name the other three. Of ancient authors Burnet cites the anthol-
ogist Stobaeus (fifth century AD) for readings at 140e8, 145e4-5
and 146d7; the Neoplatonist Proclus (fifth century), whose com-
mentary on the Republic quotes 142e-143a (1187.26-188.8 in Kroll’s
edition), for his Avypd, “baneful”, in the couplet at 143a3; and the
Latin grammarian Priscian (about AD 500), whose quotation of
143b2 has the av that B and T omit. At 146a6 he cites the Gorgias
(484¢€), where the same line of Euripides’ Antiope is quoted, and at
151bg he supplies oa from the text of Euripides (Phoenician Women
858) that Socrates quotes.

The English. The translation is new. It aims to be exact, with ev-
ery clause answering to a clause of the Greek, and to keep Socrates’
manner: his irony, his patience with a proud young man, and the
timing of the short exchanges. Nothing is added to make it livelier;
where a joke depends on the Greek, a note explains it. Each speech
opens with the speaker’s name in small capitals. Words that Bur-
net brackets as spurious are not translated; words he prints in an-
gle brackets are, without the brackets. The reading Burnet prints
is translated, including his conjectures; where his choice changes
the sense, a note says so. Quotation marks in the English answer to
Burnet’s own marking of a quotation, his letterspacing or his set-
ting of verse, so that at 142d they enclose only the words Socrates
takes from Homer, and at 146a they take in “part”, which belongs
to Euripides’ line.
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Each right-hand page translates the Greek page opposite. When
a sentence runs over the turn of Burnet’s page, the English breaks
at the nearest point English word order allows. The Stephanus sec-
tion letters in the margin of the English mark where each section
begins.

Key terms. The words on which the argument turns have one
rendering each throughout, and the Key Words of the Dialogue
explain the chief of them; the Glossary at the back lists them
all. As in the Alcibiades I of this series, phronimos is “intelligent”,
aphron “unintelligent”, phronésis “intelligence” and aphrosyné
“unintelligence”, so that the family stays one family; euchesthai and
euche are “pray” and “prayer”; agnoia is “ignorance”, also where it
means failing to recognize someone (144b); kakos is “bad”, never
“evil”; and Socrates’ verbs of inquiry are “look into”. Where the
Greek idiom tynchanein with a participle says that something is so,
the English has “is in fact”.

The notes. The notes identify persons, places and quotations,
explain what the English cannot carry, and mark the places where
Burnet’s choice of reading changes the sense or the words. Inter-
pretations are labelled as such. They are numbered afresh on each

page.
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GLOSSARY OF KEY TERMS

The English words on which the argument depends, in alphabet-

ical order, with the Greek they render and the places where they

matter, by Stephanus page. Where a word has a longer entry in the

Key Words of the Dialogue, the Glossary says so.

accept, déxeolar, amodéxeolar (dechesthai, apodechesthai). What the
god gives, 141¢; the gods do not accept the processions and sac-
rifices of the other Greeks, 149c, and might accept nothing of
Alcibiades’ sacrifice, 150c; Socrates accepts the wreath, 151b.

advise, adviser, advice, ovuBovAedew, ovuBovlos, cuuBovAn
(symbouleuein, symboulos, symboulé). The orators, and “a suf-
ficient adviser both to the city and to himself”: 144e—145¢c;
Socrates has “advised me well”, 151a.

agree, opoloyetv (homologein). The partners’ assent, with its tenses
kept: 138d, 139b, 140a, 140d.

auspicious: the most auspicious names, ed¢pnudrara ovéuata
(euphemotata onomata), 140c; speak auspiciously, evdnueiv
(euphemein), 143d; auspicious speech, evpmuia (euphémia),
149b. See ill-omened words and Key Words, Auspicious speech,
ill-omened words.

bad, bad things, kaxds, Ta kaxd (kakos, ta kaka). Never “evil”:
138b—c, 141a, 141c (badly), 142d, 143a-144c, 147b—d (badly,
bad), 148b, 148e-149a, 149¢, 149¢, 150¢, 150e. See good and Key
Words, Good and bad.

be disposed, dwaketola (diakeisthai). 144¢ (“those so disposed”),
149a (“neglectfully disposed”), 150d (“how one must be dis-
posed toward gods and toward men”).

be ignorant (of), ignorance, ayvoeiv, dyvowa (agnoein, agnoia).
143a-144¢, 147¢; of a person, 144b—c. See Key Words, Ignorance,
be ignorant.

benefit, beneficial, the beneficially, wpeletv, wdéleia, wpéluos,
wdeipws (oOphelein, opheleia, ophelimos, ophelimos); harm,
BAdamrew, BhaBepis (blaptein, blaberds). 141c—d, 142b, 142d,
144d, 145¢, 146b, 146d—e. See profit and Key Words, Benefit and
harm, profit.

best, the best, 70 Sé\TioTov (to beltiston); better, Bé\Tiov, duewov
(beltion, ameinon); the knowledge of the best, ) 700 BeATioTov
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emomiun (he tou beltistou epistemé). 142e, 143b-144a, 144c—d,
145b-146a, 146¢, 146¢, 150¢, 150€. Best also renders kpdTioTov
(kratiston), 148e, 151a, and dpwoTa (arista) in “fare best”, 142a;
strongest is kpd7ioTos in the verse at 146a. See Key Words, The
best, and the knowledge of the best.

caution, ¢vAaky) (phylake), 148b, 149¢; forethought, mpounlera
(prometheia), 138b.

commonwealth, roAcrela (politeia). The city of experts: 145e—146b.
See Key Words, Commonwealth, craft.

craft, 7éyvn (techné); craftsman, dnuiovpyds, Texvirys (demiour-
gos, techniteés); craftsmanship, dnuovpyia (démiourgia). 140b—d,
145d-146a, 151b. Much craft is mo\vreyvia (polytechnia), 147a.
See Key Words, Commonwealth, craft.

curse, katapa (katara), 143b; call down, kaTapaobtac (katarasthai),
138c, with the note. See Key Words, Pray, prayer.

dreadful, dewds (deinos). 138c 143d 149e. See wretched.

fortunate, unfortunate, evTvy1s, evTvyety, dvoTvxetv (eutyches, eu-
tychein, dystychein); ill fortune, dvoTvyia (dystychia); fortune,
TUXM (tyché). 142¢, 147a, 148c—d. Kept apart from misfortune,
ovupopa (symphora), 142b—c.

gift, dwpov (doron); takers of gifts, dwpoddror (dorodokoi); present
(the gods with), dwpeioOar (doreisthai). 148e, 149¢, 149e-150a.
See Key Words, Sacrifices, offerings, gifts.

give, dudovar (didonai). What the gods give: 138b, 141¢, 142¢, 143a,
148a, 148c—e; what Alcibiades will give the gods, and Socrates
would accept from him, 151b.

good, good things, ayallds, rayala (agathos, tagatha). 138b, 141a-
b, 141d, 143c, 144c¢, 148b—c, 149c¢, 150¢; the fine things on top
of the good, 148c. At 143a “the good things” renders the poet’s
€ot\a (esthla), and at 150e “good” Homer’s €otAdv (esthlon).
See bad and Key Words, Good and bad.

great-souled, peyaldiivyos (megalopsychos), 140c; greatness of
soul, peyalofuyia (megalopsychia), 150c. See Key Words,
Madness, and the names of unintelligence.

healthy, vytawew (hygiainein); ill, disease, vooeiv, vooos (nosein,
nosos); sick, aollevetv (asthenein); condition, watlos, maoyew
(pathos, paschein). 138c-140d, 141a, 146€; Vytalvwy is also “of
sound mind”, 138¢, with the note.

ill-omened words, speak, BAaognuetv (blasphémein). 149c¢, 150c.
See auspicious and Key Words, Auspicious speech, ill-omened
words.

in fact: Tvyyavew (tynchanein) with a participle, wherever it occurs
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(138b, 139¢, 141a, 142d, 143b, 143d, 146a, 147d, 148a, 148d, 150a,
150e); never “happens to”.

intelligent, unintelligent, ppdviuos, ddpwv (phronimos, aphron);
intelligence, being intelligent, ¢ppovnois, Ppovetv (phronésis,
phronein); unintelligence, dgppoovvn (aphrosyné). 138c-140e,
142d-e, 143d, 145a-146c¢, 150b—c. See Key Words, Intelligent,
unintelligent; intelligence, unintelligence.

knowledge, kinds of knowledge, emomiu, émotijual (episteme,
epistémai); one who has knowledge, emomjuwy (epistemon).
144d-147a. Much learning is molvpabfiia (polymathia), 147a.
See best and Key Words, The best.

look into, okomelv, €mokometly, okémTeolar, oxéfis (skopein,
episkopein, skeptesthai, skepsis). 138d, 140a, 140d, 143e, 144d,
148¢, 149¢. Look at is aflpetv (athrein), 139d.

mad, be mad, madness, madman, paiveolai, pavia (mainesthai,
mania). 138c-140c. The other names of unintelligence at 140c—d
are idiots, YAou (élithioi), thunderstruck, euSpdvrror (em-
brontétoi), innocent, dkarxou (akakoi), inexperienced, dmetpot
(apeiroi), and tongue-tied, €veol (eneoi); see great-souled and
simple. See Key Words, Madness, and the names of unintelligence.

madcap, papyos (margos). 148a, with the note; compare Margites,
147b—d.

miss, SiapapTdvew (diamartanein), 146a, 146¢; mistake, make mis-
takes, auaprua, auaprdvew (hamartema, hamartanein), 147a,
150a. See Key Words, The best, and the knowledge of the best.

opinion, 606fa (doxa). 144a, 144c, 146a, 146¢, 151b. See Key Words,
Sense, opinion.

perplexity, amopla (aporia), 147e, 150b; be at a loss, amopeiv,
amopeiobar (aporein, aporeisthai), 139e, 142d, 148d. See Key
Words, Perplexity.

poet, mommis (poictes); poetry, momTwkr) (poietike). 142e-143a,
147b—c, 148b—c. See speak in riddles and Key Words, Poet,
riddle.

pray, prayer, eVyecOac, evx1 (euchesthai, euché); pray to, mpooevyeotac
(proseuchesthai); unpray, avevyeolar (aneuchesthai); when we
pray not, dvevkros (aneuktos); sing a palinode, maAwwdetv
(palinoidein). 138a—c, 141a—c, 142a-143b, 148a-d, 149b—c, 150¢;
the palinode at 142d and 148b. See Key Words, Pray, prayer.

profit, A\vowreletv (lysitelein); in a profitable state, AvoireAovrTws
éxew (lysitelountos echein). 146b, 146d. See benefit and Key
Words, Benefit and harm, profit.

sacrifice, Ovoia, OVew (thysia, thyein); offerings, avabiuata
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(anatheémata); processions, moumal (pompai); temples, rites,
tepa (hiera); pay, Tehetv (telein). 148e—150a, 150¢, 151a. See Key
Words, Sacrifices, offerings, gifts.

sense, vous (nous); senseless, avonros (anoétos). 142e, 146a, 146¢,
150a-b. See Key Words, Sense, opinion.

simple, evnlns (euéthes). 140c, 149e, with the note. See Key Words,
Madness, and the names of unintelligence.

sorry, ¢pavlos (phaulos), of a commonwealth, 146a, and of a person,
147d; trivial, of a thing, 141a.

soul, Juxn (psyché). 141c, with the note, 146¢, 149e, 150e.

speak inriddles, alvitrecOar (ainittesthai); riddling, aiviyparaddns
(ainigmatodes). 147b—d. See Key Words, Poet, riddle.

think (one knows), olecfat (oiesthai); seem (to know), dokeiv
(dokein). Kept apart in “think we know, or really know” and
“what he knows or seems to know”: 144d-146d.

tyrant, tyranny, T0pavvos, Tupavvis (tyrannos, tyrannis). 141a-e,
142c.

wisdom, wise, copla, cgopas (sophia, sophos). 143b, 147¢c. Kept
apart from intelligence.

wish, BovAecOar (boulesthai). 140c, 141b—c, 142¢, 144a-b, 144d,
147¢, 148d, 150e. In set phrases it is “what he means” (147d),
“would rather” (149b) and “I should like” (150b, 151c). Be
willing is €0é\ew (ethelein), 143c-144a, 149d, 150¢, 151b.

without noticing it, A\avfavew (lanthanein) with a participle. 138b,
140e, 143a, 148b, 150c.

wretched, the wretched things, detha (deila). The poet’s prayer,
143a, 148b, with the notes. See dreadful and Key Words, Good
and bad.
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NOTE ON THIS EDITION

How THE VOLUME WAS MADE

The Greek was taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s digital tran-
scription of Burnet and cut into Burnet’s lines by reading every line-
end from the photographs of his page, in the impression described
in the Editorial Note. Accents, breathings and iota subscripts were
read on the sharpest image of each page that the scan provides,
and a doubtful mark was settled by setting it beside sure examples
of each form on the same page. The section letters and line num-
bers in the margin were computed from the Stephanus divisions
rather than copied, and were then compared with Burnet’s: across
the 585 lines of the dialogue they fall where he prints them, ex-
cept in section 146e, where his count on page 15 starts a line too
low and is followed. Burnet’s apparatus was transcribed from the
same images, with the marks of the manuscripts it reproduces: let-
ters written over a word and a dot over a letter. Where the digital
text differs from Burnet’s page (eiva for his elvai at 138d1, mpwila
without the diaeresis at 141d6, ¢pdvyuov with one accent for his
ppoviudv at 145¢5, three dots before the lines of Euripides at 146a,
and small letters at the openings of speeches and of the paragraph
at 149c, where Burnet prints capitals), this edition follows Burnet.

The work was done in three blocks of seven pages, each finished
and checked before the next was begun. Each block was checked by
four independent reviewers: two, dividing its pages between them,
compared the Greek and the apparatus with the page images let-
ter by letter, one compared the English with the Greek clause by
clause, and one checked every fact and reference in the notes. Each
finding was examined again against the evidence before it was
adopted, and not all were adopted. What each block’s check caught
is recorded at the end of this Note.

When the last block was done the volume was read through as
one text, since a check made page by page cannot see some kinds
of error: a word rendered one way in one block and another way in
the next, a sentence broken badly at a page turn, a recapitulation
that states a step in other words than the step itself. The translator
read the whole volume, and four further reviewers read it indepen-
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dently: one for the consistency of terms across the whole book, two
for sense, omissions and continuity in its two halves, and one for
the Editorial Note against the scan of Burnet’s volume. The Intro-
duction, the Key Words of the Dialogue, the Outline and the Glos-
sary were then written from the finished text, and their claims and
references were checked against it by three more reviewers.

WHAT THE FINAL READING CAUGHT

It found some forty faults that the three block checks had passed,
most of them small and several substantive. They fall into a few
classes.

The most serious were sense errors in constructions that read
plausibly on their own. At 138b the danger Socrates names is two
things together, that a man should pray for bad things and that the
gods should then give them; the English had made the gods’ parta
separate statement, and it is now governed by “lest”, as at 150c; at
148b, where the English had made the same construction a clause
of purpose (“so that one does not ... pray”), it now reads “lest one
should ... pray” too. At 145e the commonwealth of experts lacks
both the knowledge of the best and “the one who knows when it
is better” to use each expert; the English had made the man de-
pend on the knowledge. At 146e Socrates asks whether he was not
“really shown to be speaking rightly”, not merely whether he ap-
peared so, and Alcibiades’ answer, that “now it seems so to me”,
grants less. At 140d a “too” that Burnet prints and the manuscript
T omits had been left out, so that the English followed T’s text; at
141a a “still” had been dropped; at 144c “as it seemed to you just
now” had been placed so that it could attach to the wrong half of
the sentence.

Next came renderings that had drifted from the edition’s rul-
ings or from one another. The gods “grant” at 138b but “give” ev-
erywhere else, including the passage that recalls 138b (148d); they
now give there too. Boulesthai was “want” twice in the first block,
where it is “wish” elsewhere except in idioms (“I should like”,
“would rather”); Socrates’ oimai was once “I imagine” against “I
think” everywhere else; hora was “look” at 139d, where “look” be-
longs to Socrates” verbs of inquiry; the key word “good” stood
for two other Greek words at 142b, “the greatest of goods” for
“the greatest of good things” at 141b, and “given me good advice”
for “advised me well” at 151a; “make some sense” at 142b put
the word for nous on another Greek word; and two notes called
the manuscripts’ deina “terrible” where the text has “dreadful”. At
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147d phaulos, said of Margites, is “a sorry fellow”, as of the com-
monwealth at 146a, and no longer “a nobody”, which in English
means a man of no standing.

Some faults concerned who says what and how. At 138c Alcibi-
ades’ retort is now aimed at Socrates, as the Greek has it (“But you,
Socrates, have spoken of a madman”); at 141b he answers for him-
self before he answers for everyone; at 142e the poet “is” intelligent,
as the present tense has it; at 142d the words of the Odyssey in the
text now agree with the note that translates them; and at 146a the
quotation marks take in “part”, which Burnet’s verse layout gives
to Euripides. Smaller corrections were made at 138a, 140e, 144b,
145a,145d, 147¢,149€,150a, 150b, 150e and 151b, and the Stephanus
letters at 138b and 142b now stand at the first whole word of their
sections.

In the notes, Oedipus’ curse is now said to concern his sons’
inheritance, and the tragedians’ weapon is iron, not the dialogue’s
bronze; Euripides’ “prayers” stand three lines after Jocasta’s
“curses”, not two; the note on the soul at 141c says how Alcibiades’
answer takes the word; the note on the names of unintelligence
at 140c uses the text’s “most auspicious names”, and calls the
Republic’s anoia “senselessness”; the note at 147b says that the
manuscripts have bion in the accusative; the note on the palinode
at 148b says that Burnet prints the corrector’s verb in the mood
his sentence needs; and two notes were added, on “simple” at
149e, which recalls the names of 140¢, and on “The man who cares
about you” at 150d, which it suggests may be Socrates himself.

The Editorial Note was provisional, and was completed. It had
described every word in angle brackets as a conjecture, though one
comes from a corrector of a later manuscript (148c7) and one from
the text of Euripides (151bg); it now says which deletions and ad-
ditions Burnet adopts, lists the witnesses with their places, locates
Proclus’ quotation in Kroll’s edition, and corrects three of its exam-
ples. The title page had kept a working label from the blocks, and
now describes the complete dialogue.

Two proposals were not adopted: a note at 147a on earlier uses
of “much learning”, for which the page has no room, and a note
at 150b observing that the word “perplexity” there is Socrates” and
not Alcibiades’”.

WHAT REMAINS UNDONE

Two of Burnet’s ancient witnesses are not located: the passages
of Stobaeus” Anthology behind his readings at 140e8, 145e4—5 and
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146d7, which a search of Hense’s edition did not find, and the place
in Priscian’s Institutiones that quotes 143b2.

A few marks lie at the limit of what the scan can show, and are
printed as read. In the apparatus: T’s o6y at 139a13, without a cir-
cumflex; B’s dpa at 138c9, whose breathing, fused with its accent, is
taken as smooth; the first hand of B’s 7) at 144d6; and B’s a at 146bg.
In the text: 7) at 140d4 and 141d1, where breathing and grave run
together, and the damaged sort over the ¢ of elvac at 139e1. They
should be checked against another copy of the volume. Burnet’s
extra space above and below the lines of Euripides at 146a is not
reproduced.

The apparatus is Burnet’s alone. It has not been collated against
the manuscripts, and readings proposed since 1901, including
those of Carlini’s edition (1964), are not reported. The transla-
tion follows Burnet’s text even where later scholars would print
something else.

The notes are a reader’s aid, not a commentary. They were cho-
sen to explain what the English cannot carry and to mark the dra-
matic irony, and they label the more doubtful interpretations as
such. The question of who wrote the dialogue, and when, is set
out in the Introduction but not argued; a reader who wants the
scholarly debate will need a commentary.

The checks described above were made by independent review-
ers working from the same page images. The volume has not been
read by a specialist outside the project, and a reader who finds an
error is asked to report it.

THE RECORD OF THE BLOCKS

The notes that follow were written as each block was finished, and
are kept as a record of what each check found. Where the final
reading changed something they report, the text above says so.

Brock I (138a-142¢)

How it was made. The first seven pages of Burnet’s text (scan pp.
369-375). The line-ends were read from enlarged images of the
scan, and the margin numbers computed from the Stephanus divi-
sions and compared with Burnet’s: all 200 lines agree. The digital
text lacks the diaeresis of Burnet’s mpwila at 141d6, which is re-
stored, and lower-cases the openings of speeches, where Burnet’s
capitals are restored.

What verification caught. Four independent reviewers checked
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the block: two compared the Greek and the apparatus with the
page images letter by letter, one compared the English with the
Greek clause by clause, and one checked every fact and reference
in the notes and in the Editorial Note. The Greek text was con-
firmed letter by letter. In the apparatus two readings were cor-
rected on page 6: Dobree’s avTav at 141b5 carries a raised point,
which records his repunctuation of the sentence, and B’s ovde at
141c10 has no accent. Burnet’s raised points and angle brackets had
dropped out of the typeset pages, because the Greek type has no
such characters; they are now set from type that has them. Two
marks are kept as printed: a damaged sort over the ¢ of elvat at
139e1, and T’s otdv at 139a13, which has a breathing and no accent.

In the English, Socrates” question at 139a13 had been printed as
a statement, and is now a question again. At 142a the generals who
“ended their lives” have now “come to the end of their lives”, since
the English idiom suggests suicide. Quotation marks that Burnet
does not print were removed at 141a (“all the Greeks as well”) and
141d (“yesterday and the day before”). At 138b the gods’ being in
the very state in which they give whatever is prayed for is now part
of the danger, as in the Greek, and not a condition of it; at 139d
Socrates” suspicion reads “perhaps this is not so”, which Alcibi-
ades takes up at once; at 140b it is the diseases, not the doctors, that
differ in what they bring about; the sentence on Archelaus at 141d
now keeps the Greek’s order and makes plain who loved whom;
and at 142b the condition is in the present, answering “as it is”. At
139c the many are the subject, as in the Greek: “the many, of course,
are unintelligent”. The turn from page 1 to page 2 now falls after
“he had”, four section letters were moved to the word where the
section begins (138c, 140¢, 141b, 141d), Alcibiades’ "Epovye doket
is “I think so” as in the Alcibiades I, and ¢pados of a thing is “triv-
ial”, as there. Smaller corrections of particle, mood and reference
were made at 138d, 139b, 140b, 140d, 141a, 141c, 141d, 142a and
142¢, and a note now explains that the word for “healthy” at 138¢c
also means “of sound mind”.

In the notes, the lines of the Phoenician Women on Oedipus’
curses are given to Jocasta, who speaks them; the Iliad’s tag at 140a
is set in its place, Diomedes asking for a companion before he goes
into the Trojan camp by night, and the Symposium is said to adapt
it; the death of Archelaus is told from both sources, Diodorus’
accident in a hunt and Aristotle’s deliberate attack; the exiled and
executed generals at 142a are offered as the reader’s association,
since Socrates names no one, with the generals of Arginusae

63



counted exactly (eight condemned, six put to death); the word for
“never generals” is called rare, not coined; and the note on Ast’s
reading at 139a13 is labelled as a judgement. The Editorial Note
now dates the impression by its publisher, Humphrey Milford,
to between 1925 and 1945; it explains the entries with no colon,
the entry at 139a13 that combines two witnesses, the witnesses’
own spellings, the abbreviated word at 141c2 and Burnet’s mis-
prints; it identifies the scholars named in the apparatus; and it
gives Burnet’s view that the corrections in the Coislinianus are
conjectures.

Brock II (142c-146E)

How it was made. Burnet pages 8—14 (scan pp. 376-382), made as
Block I: the line-ends read from enlarged images of the scan, and
the margin numbers computed and compared with Burnet’s, all of
which agree. Two quotations of verse are set as Burnet sets them:
the couplet at 143a, whose first line runs over into a short second
line, and the lines of Euripides at 146a, the first of them only a half-
line set far to the right. The digital text adds three dots before the
Euripides, which Burnet does not print and which are removed; it
prints Burnet’s ¢poviuov at 145¢5 with one accent instead of two;
and it lower-cases the openings of speeches, where Burnet’s capi-
tals are restored.

What verification caught. Four reviewers checked the block as
before. The Greek text was confirmed letter by letter. Burnet let-
terspaces more of the Odyssey at 142d than the first transcription
showed: kaxd and ot 8¢ are spaced as well as the words around
them, so that every word he takes from Homer is marked; the punc-
tuation after a spaced word is now set close, as he sets it. In the ap-
paratus, B’s form at 146bg has a smooth breathing and no accent
(a), not a grave. The indents of the verse lines were brought closer
to Burnet’s measure, and an apparatus key is no longer parted from
the reading it introduces at the end of a line.

In the English, the quotation marks at 142d now follow Burnet’s
spacing exactly, taking in “blame” and “bad things”; and in Block
I the words “yesterday and the day before” at 141d, which Burnet
also spaces, are again in quotation marks. “Sing a palinode” now
stands in the text as in its note. At 143d Alcibiades’ cry is “for Zeus’
sake”, an appeal, as in the Alcibiades I, and not an oath. At 144a
the future ddfe: is translated as Burnet prints it (“if it will seem
so to you”), not as the optative that Buttmann proposed. At 146b
the adverb that “accompanies” the action is given its article (“the
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beneficially”), and at 146d—e Socrates’ closing question is a question
again. Renderings were aligned with the Alcibiades I: élé\ew “be
willing”, vots “sense”, ikavds “good enough”, €évvoety “take in”,
and the answer “Of course”; the recapitulation at 146b now recalls
144d in the same words, and nine section letters were moved to
the word where the section begins. The couplet at 143a is “King
Zeus”, not “Zeus our king”, and “the wretched things”, not “the
wretched”, which could be taken for people.

In the notes, the lines of the Odyssey are quoted more exactly; the
note on the couplet adds that the Greek Anthology and Proclus both
read “the baneful things”; the note on Dobree’s proposal at 144d
says that he would add only an article; the note on Pericles cites
the Alcibiades I for Cleinias’ death as well as for the guardianship;
and the note on Euripides records that Burnet prints the indica-
tive from the Gorgias. New notes mark four places where Burnet’s
choice of reading changes the sense: 143a (6owv kakdv), 145b
(67€),145¢ (TowodTov) and 145e (oVs). A few phrases that followed
an existing English translation too closely were rewritten. The Ed-
itorial Note now explains add. as used of an ancient author’s quo-
tation (Priscian at 143b2), the hand marked “rec. t”, the Venetus
184, and the ancient authors Burnet cites in this block, with Pro-
clus’ place identified; and its list of scholars no longer sorts them
more precisely than the evidence allows. The section letters in the
margin of the English, which had sometimes slipped from their
lines, now stand beside them.

Brock III (146E-151C)

How it was made. Burnet pages 15-21 (scan pp. 383-389), to the
end of the dialogue, made as the earlier blocks: the line-ends read
from enlarged images of the scan, and the margin numbers com-
puted and compared with Burnet’s. They agree everywhere but in
section 146e, where Burnet’s count on page 15 starts a line too low;
his count is kept, since his apparatus keys follow it. The verse is
set as Burnet sets it: the lines of the Iliad at 149d—e, with the line
that Socrates turns into prose letterspaced inside his sentence; the
half-line from the Iliad at 150d; and the two lines of Euripides at
151b. Two marks of the manuscripts that Burnet prints in his ap-
paratus are reproduced: letters written over a word (147a5, 149a6)
and a dot over a letter (150a6). The digital text again lower-cases
the openings of speeches, where Burnet’s capitals are restored.
What verification caught. Four reviewers checked the block as
before, and the Greek text was confirmed letter by letter. In the
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apparatus, the later hand’s 0Alyw at 149a4 has no iota subscript;
T’s émet at 149a6 has no accent, and its 8 stands over the last letter,
as T’s mo)v at 147a5 stands over the first letters of ¢thoTexviav, not
before the word; and B’s mpo¢nrais at 150a6 carries a dot over its
final letter. The comma after épya at 147b4 is now set close, outside
the spacing; the indents of the verse lines were brought to Burnet’s
measure; and a reading is no longer parted from its witness at the
end of a line of the apparatus.

In the English, the wind of fortune at 147a blows “more
strongly”, not “more brilliantly”, and the hamartemata there and
at 150a are “mistakes”. Alcibiades’ palin au moi dokei at 147e now
has a note saying how it is read. At 148a his margon is “madcap”,
which keeps the play on the Margites. At 148b the English names
Zeus as the one whom the poet bade ward off the wretched things.
The word that Burnet supplies at 148c is translated without his
angle brackets, as elsewhere. The Athenians’ question at 148e
keeps its “besides these things” and its turn into the first person
(“we who ... offer”), and the money they paid out is “as much
as not even all the other Greeks together” paid. Ammon at 149b
“says he would rather”; an altar the Greek does not mention was
removed at 149c; at 149e it is “the way of the gods” that is not led
astray by gifts; at 150a the gods, named, are the ones who take
no gifts, and “the god and the prophet of the gods say”. Socrates’
aside at 150c is again a reason (“for this is the finest of the names
in unintelligence, at least”). At 151b Creon’s “he says” stands
inside the verse, as in the Greek, Teiresias” garlands are first-fruits
“because of his craft”, and Socrates takes as an omen Alcibiades’
“opinion”, with a note on the word. Smaller corrections were
made at a dozen places, among them “cared about”, “neglectfully
disposed”, “maimed victims”, “find out” and “savor”.

In the notes, the Margites is said to have been commonly as-
cribed to Homer in antiquity, as by Aristotle and by Socrates
himself; Plutarch’s Spartan Customs is cited by its Latin title as
well; the note on Ammon says that no other ancient author tells of
this consultation, and gives the two consultations of Ammon that
Plutarch reports, Cimon’s and the one before the Sicilian expedi-
tion; the note on the lines of the Iliad says exactly which of them
stand in the manuscripts of Homer and which recur elsewhere,
and marks the contrast between perfect and maimed victims as a
reading; Athena’s words to Diomedes are quoted in full; and the
note on Teiresias gives his own account in Euripides of the crown
he wears. New notes mark four places where Burnet’s choice of
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reading changes the sense or the words: 147a5 (moAvpabiov and
mol\vtexviav), 148b3 (the later hand’s palinode), 148b6 (dei\a
again) and 148d4 (the words he brackets). The Editorial Note now
counts the lines of 146e correctly, places Winckelmann among the
editors of Plato, describes the letters written over others and the
dot over a letter, and gives the deletion at 150b2 and the addition
at 148c7 as examples.
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