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INTRODUCTION

THE DIALOGUE

The Charmides is a conversation about sophrosyné, the virtue this
edition calls temperance, and Socrates tells it himself. He has just
come home from the siege of Potidaea, and on the day after his
return he goes back to his old haunt, the wrestling-school of Tau-
reas, to ask how philosophy has been doing and whether any of
the young men has turned out outstanding in wisdom or in beauty
(153a—d). The answer is Charmides, son of Glaucon, the most ad-
mired boy of the moment, whose cousin and guardian Critias is
there to introduce him (154a-b, 155a). Socrates tells the story to an
unnamed friend, whom he addresses now and then (“my friend”,
154b; “my noble friend”, 155d), and no one else has a speaking
part except Chaerephon at the start, Critias and Charmides. The
dialogue runs from page 153 to page 176 in the pages of Stephanus’
edition, by which Plato is still cited, and fills thirty-seven pages of
Burnet’s Oxford text.

The ancient arrangement of Plato’s works by Thrasyllus, which
Diogenes Laertius preserves (3.59), gives the dialogue the subti-
tle “On temperance”, classes it as “peirastic”, a dialogue of testing,
and places it in the fifth tetralogy with the Theages, the Laches and
the Lysis; Burnet’s third volume prints them in that order. Like the
Laches on courage and the Euthyphro on piety, the Charmides asks
what a single virtue is, tests a series of answers, and ends without
one. When it was written is not known; it is usually counted among
the earlier dialogues.

THE QUESTION AND THE FIRST ANSWERS

The question is what temperance is, and Socrates puts it to
Charmides in a particular form. If temperance is present in him,
it must give rise to some sense from which he would have an
opinion about it, and since he can speak Greek he can say what
that opinion is (158e-159a). The boy tries three times. First, tem-

perance is “doing everything in an orderly way and quietly”, “a
kind of quietness” (159b); Socrates runs through a schoolboy’s
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lessons, writing, reading, the lyre, wrestling and learning, to
show that quick things are at least as often fine as quiet ones, and
temperance is something fine (159c-160d). Second, temperance
“makes a person feel shame”, and is the same as modesty (160e);
but Homer says that modesty is no good thing for a man in need,
and temperance is good (161a-b). Third, Charmides offers some-
thing he has heard: temperance is “doing one’s own business”
(161b). Socrates takes “doing” literally. A city in which every man
wove his own cloak and cobbled his own shoes would not be well
run, so the phrase must be a riddle (161d-162b).

The phrase is Critias’, and at this point he can contain himself no
longer (162c-d). He takes the argument over, and his defence turns
on words. On the authority of Hesiod he separates making from
working and doing: only what is made finely and beneficially is a
work, and only the making of good things is a doing; temperance is
“the doing of good things” (163b—e). Socrates asks whether a man
can be temperate without knowing it. A doctor who makes a pa-
tient healthy does something beneficial, and so, on Critias” account,
acts temperately, yet he may not know whether his treatment will
benefit (164a—c). Rather than grant that a man who does not know
himself can be temperate, Critias gives up everything he has said
and starts again: temperance is knowing oneself, the “Know thy-
self” inscribed at Delphi (164d-165b).

KNOWLEDGE OF KNOWLEDGE

Nearly half the dialogue (164d-175b) examines this last definition
and what Critias makes of it. Asked what temperance produces,
as medicine produces health and house-building houses (165¢c—),
Critias answers that temperance is unlike the other kinds of knowl-
edge: it alone is knowledge both of the other kinds of knowledge
and of itself (166¢), and, as he then agrees, also of the lack of knowl-
edge (166e). Only the temperate man, then, will know what he
knows and what he does not know, and be able to examine others
in the same way (167a).

Socrates asks two questions: whether such a knowledge is pos-
sible at all, and whether it would benefit us (167b). On the first he
offers a procession of parallels: a sight that sees no color but only it-
self and the other sights, a hearing that hears no sound, a love that
loves nothing beautiful, a fear that fears nothing dreadful (167c-
168a), and a greater that is greater than itself and so smaller than
itself (168b—c). He leaves the question to “a great man” (169a), and,
with Critias too embarrassed to admit that he is at a loss (169c¢),



grants for the sake of argument that knowledge of knowledge ex-
ists (169d). The second question does the damage. A knowledge
that knows only knowledge could tell that a man knows some-
thing, but not what he knows, and so it could not tell a doctor from
aman pretending to be one, since only medicine knows the healthy
and the diseased (170a—171c). Socrates describes the life that tem-
perance as first imagined would have given, households and cities
run without error because everyone would do only what he knew
(171d-172a), then doubts that it would even do that much good
(172¢-d). Inhis “dream” he grants it everything (173a—d) and asks
whether living knowledgeably would make us happy. It would
not, unless one knew the right things; and when Critias names the
knowledge that makes men happy;, it is the knowledge of good and
bad (174b). Without it the other crafts go on working, but nothing
is done “well and beneficially” (174c—d). Critias tries to save his
definition by putting temperance in charge of this knowledge too
(174d—e), but temperance was agreed to be knowledge of knowl-
edge and of nothing else, and so it turns out to be “the craftsman
of no benefit” (175a).

THE ENDING

Socrates declares the inquiry a failure: “we are beaten on every
side” (175b). He and Critias granted, against what the argument
allowed, both that there is knowledge of knowledge and that by it
one knows the works of the other kinds of knowledge, and even
so temperance has come out of no benefit (175b-d). He blames
himself, not temperance: he is “a poor inquirer”, and temperance
“a great good” (175e). Charmides, who does not know whether
he has it, asks to be charmed every day; Critias orders him to it
as proof that he is temperate; and Charmides, speaking for both,
tells Socrates playfully that they will use force if he resists. “Then
I won't oppose you,” he says, and the dialogue ends (176a—d).

WHAT IS MOST EXPOSED

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

First, the dialogue fails on its own terms, and says so. It is not
only that no definition survives. Socrates says that he and Critias
“conceded many things that did not follow in the argument”
(175b), and that the inquiry “has made such a mockery of the
truth” (175d). Readers have long looked for a positive teaching
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behind the failure, and the likeliest place is the knowledge of good
and bad at 174b-d, which temperance, as Critias defines it, cannot
contain. That is an interpretation, and the notes mark it as one.

Second, the knowledge of knowledge that the argument takes
apart looks very like Socrates” own. In the Apology he examines
others to find out who thinks he knows and does not, and he does
not think he knows what he does not know (21d; compare 21b—
23b). Critias” account at 167a describes this activity closely, and
the argument concludes that such a knowledge could not tell who
knows what (170d). Whether Plato is testing Socrates” wisdom or
only Critias” version of it, the text does not say.

Third, the two men who discuss temperance here were remem-
bered for the opposite. A quarter of a century later Critias was the
leading figure among the Thirty, the oligarchy that ruled Athens
by terror in 404/3, and Charmides served it as one of the Ten set
over the Piraeus; both died fighting the democrats in 403. Plato
was their kinsman: Critias was his mother’s cousin, Charmides her
brother, and Pyrilampes, praised at 158a, later married her. The di-
alogue mentions none of this. But its last lines, in which Charmides
and his guardian resolve, in fun, to use force, were written for read-
ers who knew how the story ended.

THE MANNER

The Charmides is among the funniest of Plato’s dialogues, and
much of it is carried by its comedy. The prologue is openly erotic
and self-mocking. Socrates, “a white measuring-line on white
stone” where the beautiful are concerned (154b), proposes to strip
the boy’s soul before his body (154¢€), joins the men on the bench
in shoving his neighbor to make room for the boy, until one man
at the end is made to stand up and another is tipped off sideways
(155¢), and, glimpsing inside his cloak, is “on fire” and “no longer
in my own possession” (155d). His cure for the boy’s headache is
a charm that must be applied to the soul first (155e-157c¢), and the
charm, on the dialogue’s own hints, is conversation of the right
kind (157a).

The comedy of the argument is quieter. Charmides passes his
guardian’s phrase to Socrates, then, when it is in trouble, laughs
slyly and glances across at its author (162b). Critias is proud of his
learning and fond of distinctions (163b—d), and when he catches
Socrates” perplexity “like people who catch a yawn”, he is too
vain to admit that he is at a loss (169c—d). Socrates” examples are
deliberately homely: cutting leather, working bronze, wool and
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wood (173d-e), draughts (174b), cobbling (174c); and his tone
runs from the mock-solemn (“the third time, for the Savior”, 167a)
to open teasing (“You rascal!”, 161b, 174b). The translation tries
to keep all of this and to add nothing: the jokes are Plato’s, and
where the English cannot carry one 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.
The Key Words of the Dialogue, which follow, explain the words
on which the argument turns and how they are rendered; the Out-
line gives the argument’s joints by Stephanus page; and the Edito-
rial Note sets out the conventions of both pages. At the back, 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 its characters. Socrates
has just come back from Potidaea after a heavy battle (153b—c).
Critias is the son of Callaeschrus (153¢, 169b) and the cousin and
guardian of Charmides (154b, 155a, 176¢); Charmides is the son of
Glaucon (154b, 158b) and the nephew of Pyrilampes (158a), and
his father’s house descends from Critias son of Dropides, whose
family was kin to Solon (155a, 157e). Charmides was not yet
grown up when Socrates left for Potidaea (154a-b), and he is al-
ready thought a philosopher and a poet (154e-155a). Chaerephon
is Socrates’ excitable friend (153b).

The rest comes from other sources, and on some points they
disagree. Socrates (469-399 BC) served at Potidaea (Plato, Sympo-
sium 219e—220e). The city revolted in 432 and surrendered in the
winter of 430/29 (Thucydides 1.56-66, 2.70), and scholars differ
over whether the homecoming is set in 432 or in 429. Critias (c.
460-403) was a poet and prose writer as well as a politician; some
works ascribed to him, among them a speech on the invention of
the gods from a play called Sisyphus, are also ascribed to Euripi-
des. Charmides appears in Xenophon's Memorabilia (3.7), where
Socrates urges him, a capable man too diffident to speak in the As-
sembly, to take part in public life, and in Xenophon's Symposium
(4.29-32), where he praises the freedom of being poor. Under the
oligarchy of 404/3 Critias was one of the Thirty and among their
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leaders, and Charmides was one of the Ten in the Piraeus; both fell
at Munychia (Xenophon, Hellenica 2.4.19). Plato (c. 428/7-348/7)
was the son of Perictione, Charmides’ sister.
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KEY WORDS OF THE DIALOGUE

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

TEMPERANCE (SOPHROSYNE)

The word is formed from sos, “sound”, and phren, “mind”, and in
ordinary Athenian use it covered a wide range: sound-mindedness
and good sense, self-control over appetite, moderation, the mod-
esty and good order expected of a well-brought-up youth, and the
grown man’s sense of his own limits. The dialogue tries several
of these senses in turn. Charmides’ first two answers, quietness
and modesty (159b, 160e), take the virtue as it shows in a young
man’s behavior, which is how he knows it; Critias” answers move
from conduct (doing one’s own business, doing good things) to
knowledge (knowing oneself, knowledge of knowledge). No En-
glish word covers the whole range. “Temperance” has been kept
throughout, one word for one word, because the argument tests
definition after definition of the same word, and the reader needs
to see the same thing being tried each time. Its narrower modern
sense, abstinence from drink, should be set aside: the dialogue
never treats temperance in that way. The adjective sophron is “tem-
perate”, and the verb sophronein, “to be temperate”, is also the word
of the Delphic greeting as Critias reads it, “Be temperate!” (164e).

KNOWLEDGE (EPISTEME), AND KNOWLEDGE OF KNOWLEDGE

Epistemé means both knowing and a body of knowledge, a sci-
ence or an expertise, and the argument treats crafts such as
medicine and house-building as epistemai (165c—d). The English
says “knowledge” throughout, and “kinds of knowledge” where
the Greek is plural. From 166c—e the phrase that matters is episteme
epistemes, “knowledge of knowledge”: a knowledge whose object
is not health or number but knowledge itself, its own and that of
the other kinds. Its partner is anepistemosyne, “lack of knowledge”
(166e), which the English keeps visibly tied to its root rather than
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calling it ignorance. A reader should notice how much this phrase
is made to carry. Critias accepts that it is the same as knowing
what one knows and what one does not know (167a, 170a) and
as knowing oneself (169e), and the argument shows that it is not
the same as the first: knowledge of knowledge would tell only that
someone knows, not what he knows (170c—d). “Knowledgeably”
(epistemonos), in the dream and after (173d-174b), is the adverb
of the same word.

KNOWING ONESELF (GIGNOSKEIN HEAUTON )

“Know thyself” was one of the maxims inscribed at the temple
of Apollo at Delphi, and Critias reads it as the god’s greeting,
meaning “Be temperate” (164d-165a). The phrase is prepared a
few lines earlier, where the doctor “does not know himself—how
he has acted” (164c¢): the Greek makes the doctor himself the
object of “know”, and Critias seizes on the formula. From 166¢
the argument shifts, without comment, from knowledge of oneself
(the reflexive of a person, heautou) to knowledge of itself (the
reflexive of a knowledge, heautés). The English follows the shift,
so that “of oneself” and “of itself” are both Plato’s; the difference
between a man knowing himself and a knowledge knowing itself
is one the dialogue never quite resolves.

DOING ONE’S OWN BUSINESS (TO TA HEAUTOU PRATTEIN )

Literally “doing one’s own (things)”, this was an ordinary Greek
phrase for minding one’s own affairs, the opposite of meddling,
polypragmosyne, whose verb Socrates uses at 161d (“were you being
busybodies”). In the Republic (433a-b) the same formula defines
justice. Charmides offers it at 161b, and Socrates makes it absurd by
taking “doing” in its widest sense, so that a boy writing his enemy’s
name is doing his enemy’s business. The English keeps the verb
“do” wherever the argument depends on it.

DOING, MAKING, WORKING (PRATTEIN, POIEIN, ERGAZESTHAI)

Critias answers Socrates with a distinction he claims from Hes-
iod, whose saying “work is no disgrace” (Works and Days 311) he
cites: making (poiein) is not the same as doing (prattein) or work-
ing (ergazesthai), and only what is made finely and beneficially is a
“work” (ergon), and only the making of good things a doing (163b-
d). For the distinction to be visible the three verbs are kept apart
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throughout the argument of 161b—164c: “make” for poiein, “do” for
prattein, “work” for ergazesthai and “works” for erga. An earlier state
of this edition had Socrates speak of “making and doing his own”
at 162a, where the Greek is “working and doing”; that left Critias
citing a word Socrates had not used, and it has been corrected.

DOING WELL, AND HAPPY (EU PRATTEIN, EUDAIMON )

Eu prattein, “to do well”, means both to act well and to fare well,
to prosper, as English “do well” also can. The argument about
the benefit of temperance rides on the double sense: those who
act without error “must necessarily do finely and well in every ac-
tion, and those who do well must be happy” (172a). Eudaimon is
“happy” and eudaimonein “to be happy”, in the Greek sense of a life
that goes well as a whole rather than a passing feeling. The dream
at 173a—d grants that temperance would make us live “knowledge-
ably”, and asks whether that is the same as doing well and being

happy; it is not (173d-174c).
FINE, BEAUTIFUL (KALOS)

Kalos is the ordinary word for a beautiful body and for a fine or
noble act, and the dialogue uses both senses, one after the other.
In the prologue it is the word for Charmides” beauty, rendered
“beautiful” (154a—155d); in the argument it is the premise that tem-
perance is something kalon, rendered “fine” (159c-160d). A reader
who hears only one sense will miss that the argument begins with
the same word as the flirtation. Its opposite aischros means both
“ugly” and “shameful”; the argument uses it of ugly, laborious
movements (159d). The stock phrase kalos kagathos, a gentleman
of the proper sort, which Critias uses at 154e in its full form, kalos
kai agathos, is kept literally as “beautiful and good” so that its joke
shows.

MobgsTY (AIDOS)

Charmides’ second answer (160e). Aidos is the sense of shame or
respect that holds a person back, and in a boy it shows as blushing;
the same word, rendered “bashfulness”, describes his blush at 158c.
It is not modesty about one’s achievements, and not prudery. The
refutation rests on Homer’s line that modesty is no good thing for a
man in need (161a), and on the premise that temperance is always
good.
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GOoOD AND BAD (AGATHOS, KAKOS)

The pair appears at three joints of the argument: in the Thracian
doctrine that everything, “bad and good alike”, flows from the soul
(156e); in Critias” definition of temperance as the doing of good
things rather than bad (163e); and in the knowledge that Critias
finally names as the one that makes us happy, the knowledge “of
good and bad” (174b—-d). The English keeps “good and bad” all
three times, so that the reader can see Critias’ last answer return
to his first. An earlier state of this edition had “good and evil” at
174b—d, which brought in a narrowly moral sense and a biblical
echo that the Greek does not have; the context there is benefit and
harm.

BENEFIT (OPHELIMOS, OPHELEIN )

Ophelimos, “beneficial”, and its family (“benefit”, “of no benefit”)
carry the second of Socrates’ two questions, whether temperance
would benefit us (167b, 169b), and the verdict, that it is “the
craftsman of no benefit” (175a). The family is rendered “benefit”
throughout so that the verdict answers the question in its own
terms: the doctor who acts “beneficially” (164b—c), Critias’ things
made “finely and beneficially” (163c), and the final “of no benefit”
(175d). “Use” and “useful” are kept for other words, ophelos, chres-
tos and chresimos (155e, 1653, 165¢, 172¢, 175a); at 175b Socrates
plays on ophelos in anopheles, “of no use to us, if I were of any use
at inquiring well”, and the English keeps the play. Earlier states of
this edition had “usefully” at 163c and “useless” at 175d.

CHARM AND REMEDY (EPOIDE, PHARMAKON )

The pharmakon is a drug or remedy, here a leaf for the head; the
epoide, from epaeidein, “to sing over”, is an incantation sung over
the patient, and is rendered “charm” (155e). Greek healing could
pair the two. Socrates improvises on Critias” ruse, but the charm
he describes works on the soul, and consists of “beautiful words”
(157a); the dialogue returns to it at its close, when Charmides asks
to be charmed every day (175e-176b).

LOOK INTO, AND AT A LOSS (SKOPEIN, APOREIN )

Socrates’ constant word for what he and his partners are doing
is skopein or skeptesthai, “to look into”, and it is rendered with
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the same English phrase wherever the repetition can be heard
(158d-e, 161b—c, 167b, 169b, 175a). Its failure is aporia: poros is a
way through, and aporein, “to be at a loss”, is to have none (167b,
169c-d). Socrates admits to being at a loss (167b); Critias catches
it from him like a yawn and will not admit it (169c).
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OUTLINE

The divisions follow the argument, not the blocks in which the edi-
tion was made. References are to Stephanus pages and sections,
which stand in the margins of both pages of the text.

I. PROLOGUE: THE RETURN FROM POTIDAEA (153A4—154B)

153a-d Socrates, back from the army, goes to the wrestling-school
of Taureas. Chaerephon runs to meet him: “how did you come
out of the battle alive?” “Like this, as you see.” He gives the
news from the camp, then asks his own questions: how is phi-
losophy doing, and has any young man turned out outstanding
“in wisdom, or in beauty, or in both”?

154a-b Critias points to the crowd coming in, the “advance guard
and the lovers” of the most beautiful boy of the moment: his
cousin Charmides.

II. THE BEAUTIFUL BOY AND THE CHARM (154B—158C)

154b—155a Charmides enters, and the boys all gaze at him “as if
he were a statue”. Socrates is “a white measuring-line on white
stone” where the beautiful are concerned. If the boy stripped
he would seem to have no face; Socrates proposes to strip his
soul first.

155b-e Critias’ ruse: Socrates is to pose as a doctor with a remedy
for the boy’s morning headache. Everyone on the bench shoves
along to make room for him, until one man at the end is made
to stand up and another is tipped off sideways; Socrates sees
inside his cloak and is “on fire”. The remedy is a leaf, with a
charm to go with it.

156a-157¢ The charm and its doctrine. Good doctors treat the part
with the whole; Zalmoxis, the Thracian god-king, teaches that
the body cannot be cured without the soul, and that the soul is
treated with charms, which are “beautiful words”, from which
temperance comes to be. No one is to persuade Socrates to treat
anyone’s head with the remedy unless he first hands over his
soul to the charm.

157¢-158¢ Critias vouches that Charmides is the most temperate
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of his age. Socrates praises the boy’s ancestry and asks him di-
rectly: has he temperance already, or does he need the charm?

ITI. THE QUESTION PUT (158C—159A)

158c—e Charmides blushes and cannot answer either way without
boasting or calling Critias a liar. Socrates proposes to “look into
it together”.

158e-159a The method: if temperance is present in him, it must
give rise to some sense, from which he has an opinion about
what it is; “since you know how to speak Greek”, he can say it.

IV. CHARMIDES' THREE ANSWERS (159B—162B)

159b—-160d Temperance is “a kind of quietness”. But temperance
is fine, and in body and soul quick things are at least as often
fine as quiet ones.

160d-161b Temperance is modesty. But temperance is good, and
Homer says that “modesty is no good thing to be present with
a man in need”.

161b-162b Temperance is “doing one’s own business”, a phrase
Charmides has heard from someone. Taken literally it would
mean writing only one’s own name and making only one’s own
shoes; it must be “a riddle”. Charmides laughs slyly and looks
at Critias.

V. CRITIAS TAKES OVER (162C—164D)

162c—e Critias, angry “as a poet is with an actor who makes a mess
of the poet’s own verses”, takes the argument over.

163a—e Hesiod’s “work is no disgrace”: making is not doing or
working, and only the making of good things is doing. Socrates
recalls Prodicus’ distinctions and asks for a plain definition:
temperance is “the doing of good things”.

164a—d The doctor who benefits a patient acts temperately, yet may
not know that he has; so a man could be temperate without
knowing himself. Critias would sooner take back some of what
he has agreed than grant it.

VI. KNOow THYSELF (164D-1674)

164d-165b Critias’ new definition: temperance is knowing oneself,
the god’s greeting at Delphi in place of “Rejoice!”. Socrates an-
swers that he inquires because he does not himself know.
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165¢-166b If temperance is knowledge, what is its work, as health
is the work of medicine? Critias: it has no product, like calcula-
tion and geometry. Socrates: but they have objects distinct from
themselves.

166b—e Critias: temperance alone is knowledge of the other kinds
of knowledge and of itself, and Socrates is only trying to refute
him. Socrates: he refutes others for the same reason he examines
himself, “for fear that I might ever, without noticing, think I
know something when I don’t”.

166e—167a Knowledge of knowledge is also knowledge of the lack
of knowledge: the temperate man alone knows what he knows
and what he does not know, and can examine others.

VII. Is KNOWLEDGE OF KNOWLEDGE POSSIBLE? (1674—169D)

167a—c “The third time, for the Savior”: two questions, whether it
is possible and whether it would benefit us. Socrates can find
“no way through”.

167c-168a The parallels: a sight that sees no color, a hearing that
hears no sound, a sense of senses, a desire for no pleasure, a
wish for no good, a love of nothing beautiful, a fear of nothing
dreadful, an opinion about nothing.

168b-169a Relations: a greater than itself would be smaller than
itself, a double of itself half of itself. Hearing that hears itself
must have a sound. “It needs a great man” to decide.

169b-d Socrates’ “prophetic hunch” that temperance is beneficial
and good. Critias catches his perplexity like a yawn and covers
it up. The existence of knowledge of knowledge is granted for
Now.

VIII. WHAT WOULD IT BE GOOD FOR? (169D—172D)

169d-170d Even granted, knowledge of knowledge would know
only that one knows, not what: the healthy is known by
medicine, not by temperance.

170d-171c So the temperate man could not tell a real doctor from
a pretender; only another doctor could.

171d-172a What temperance would have given if it were what was
first supposed: a life without error, households and cities well
run, and those who do well are happy.

172b—d What is left: learning more easily and examining others
better. Perhaps the search “has been to no useful purpose”; and
they agreed too easily that it would be a great good for each to

Xvii



do only what he knew.

IX. THE DREAM, AND THE KNOWLEDGE OF GOOD AND BAD (172E-175A)

172e-173d “By the dog”: Socrates tells his “dream”, through horn
or ivory. Temperance rules; no impostor deceives us; we are
healthier, safer and better shod; the true prophets tell us the
future. We would live knowledgeably, but would we do well
and be happy?

173d-174b Knowledgeably about what? Not cutting leather
or working bronze. The prophet; the man who knows past,
present and future. Which knowledge makes him happy:
draughts? calculation? health? Critias: the knowledge by
which one knows good and bad. “You rascal!”

174b-d Without this knowledge the other crafts still work, but
nothing is done “well and beneficially”. It, not temperance, is
the knowledge whose work is to benefit us.

174d-175a Critias: temperance, ruling over all knowledge, rules
this too. Socrates: temperance was agreed to be knowledge of
knowledge only; it will not make us healthy, and it is “the crafts-
man of no benefit”.

X. THE VERDICT (175A-176A4)

175a-b Socrates’ fear was justified; “we are beaten on every side”,
and cannot find what the lawgiver gave this name to.

175b—d The recapitulation: they conceded, though the argument
did not allow it, that there is knowledge of knowledge and that
by it one knows the works of the other kinds of knowledge; even
so temperance comes out of no benefit. The inquiry “has made
such a mockery of the truth”.

175d-176a Socrates is grieved for Charmides and for the Thracian
charm. He is “a poor inquirer”; temperance is a great good; if
Charmides has it, he is blessed.

XI. EPILOGUE: THE CHARM, AND FORCE (176A-D)

176a-b Charmides does not know whether he has temperance, is
“not altogether persuaded” by Socrates, and asks to be charmed
every day.

176b-d Critias orders it as proof of his temperance; Charmides
obeys his guardian. “What are you plotting to do?” “We’ve fin-
ished plotting.” “So you'll use force ... and won't even give me a
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preliminary hearing?” “Count on force.” “Then I won’t oppose

”

you.
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EDITORIAL NOTE

The Greek text. The Greek is John Burnet’s, from the third vol-
ume of his Oxford Classical Text of Plato (1903), which remains
the standard critical text of the Charmides. The copy reproduced
is the second impression of January 1909, “corrected in a num-
ber of places”, printed at Oxford by Horace Hart. It 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 let-
ters and line numbers, and his apparatus criticus at the foot. The
words were taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s digital tran-
scription of Burnet, and every line was then checked against the
photographs of the 1909 impression; where the two differ, this edi-
tion prints what Burnet printed, including a few forms that look
like misprints (the grave accent on Opgaf at 156d6, for instance).
Burnet’s paragraphing (a new, indented paragraph at each change
of speaker), his capitals at the openings of speeches, his quotation
marks (157b, 165c—e), his letterspacing of the quoted verse at 155d
and his setting of Homer’s line on a line of its own at 161a are all
kept. In his text, square brackets [ ] enclose words he believed spu-
rious, and angle brackets ( ) words that are not in the principal
manuscripts and have been supplied from later ones or by conjec-
ture.

Reading the apparatus. The notes at the foot of each Greek page
are Burnet’s, unaltered. Entries are keyed by section letter and line
as numbered in the margin, so that “a 4” is the fourth line of sec-
tion a; 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, as in “a 4 dv mov]
dnmrov ci. Naber”, the witnesses for the text are not listed and only
the alternatives are given; three spaced points stand for words left
out of a quotation. A scholar’s name alone marks a reading, addi-
tion or deletion made in that scholar’s edition or study; ci. marks
a conjecture he proposed; scripsi, “I have written”, marks Burnet’s
own emendation, and an ...?, “perhaps ...?”, a suggestion of Bur-
net’s that he did not adopt.
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The witnesses. The three principal manuscripts are B, the
Bodleian Plato (MS. E. D. Clarke 39, written in 895); T, the Venice
manuscript (Marcianus, Append. Class. 4, cod. 1); and W, the
Vienna manuscript (Vindobonensis 54, suppl. phil. Gr. 7). The
raised numerals and small letters are correcting hands: B? is an
early corrector of B (Burnet’s Preface suggests Arethas or his
scribe), B® a further hand in B, and b later hands; T2, T and t are
the corresponding hands in T. Letters written together share a
reading: “BW” is B and W, “Bt” B and a later hand in T. Burnet
also cites, by name, the Coislinianus (Coisl.), Ambrosianus 56
(Ambr. 56), Parisini 1809 and 1812 (Par.), Laurentianus Ixxxv. 6
(Laur.) and Venetus 189 (Ven. 189), and a manuscript he calls 0,
which he does not identify in this volume. In the Protagoras (329c)
O shares gaps in B that a later hand filled, which suggests that it
was copied from B; it may be the Vaticanus gr. 226 that Bekker
and Stallbaum cite as 0, though this has not been confirmed. The
printed editions cited are the Aldine (Aldina, Venice 1513), the
second Basel edition (Basileensis altera, Basel 1556) and that of
Stephanus (1578), whose pages give the standard references. Bur-
net cites two ancient authors who quote the dialogue: Stobaeus,
the anthologist, whose excerpts cover 156d-157b, 164d-165a and
173a—d, and the grammarian Priscian (Priscianus), whom he cites
only at 160c, although Priscian also quotes 155e and 175d-e.

Abbreviations. add., added; addub., doubted; al., other
manuscripts; altera manu, in another hand; ante, before; bis,
twice; ci., conjectured; compendio, in an abbreviated form; corr.,
corrected (with a manuscript’s name, a correction found in that
manuscript); del., deleted; et, and; et mox, and just after; fuit qui
... mallet, there was one who preferred; yp., a variant introduced
by ypaderar, “it is (also) read”; in marg., in the margin; in ras.,
written over an erasure; lacunam indicat, marks a gap; om., omitted;
post, after; posterius, the second (of two occurrences); re vera, in
fact; rec., a later hand; recc., later manuscripts; scr., written in (scr.
recc., the reading of later manuscripts; with a manuscript’s name,
the reading of that manuscript); secl., bracketed as spurious; sed,
but; sic, so written; supra, above; suprascr., written above the line;
transp., transposed; ut videtur, as it seems; vel, or. “W. Dindorf” is
the scholar Wilhelm Dindorf, not the manuscript W.

The English. The translation is new. It aims to be exact, with
every clause answering to a clause of the Greek, and to keep what
translations of this dialogue often lose: Socrates’” humor. That
means his deadpan understatement, his mock-heroics, his teasing
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of Critias, his comic confession of being thrown into confusion
by a beautiful boy, and the quick timing of the short exchanges.
Socrates tells the story to an unnamed friend, and his asides to that
friend are kept. Where a joke depends on the Greek and cannot be
carried into English, a note explains it briefly. Nothing is added
to the text to make it funnier, with one declared exception: at
154b Plato quotes half of a proverb his hearers would finish for
themselves, and the English finishes it. Words that Burnet brackets
as spurious are not translated. Words added in angle brackets are
translated, and marked in the English only where the addition
changes the sense (167b).

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 and leaves the sen-
tence unfinished at the foot of the page, as the Greek does. The
Stephanus section letters in the margin of the English mark where
each section begins, so that any passage can be found in the Greek
or cited by the standard reference.

Temperance. The dialogue is an inquiry into sophrosyne, a virtue
whose Greek range (soundness of mind, self-control, moderation,
modesty, decorum) has no single English equivalent. It is rendered
“temperance” throughout, one word for one word, because the ar-
gument tests definition after definition of that word and the reader
needs to see the same thing being tried each time. The note at 157a
and the Key Words of the Dialogue say more.

The notes. The translator’s notes at the foot of the English
page identify people, places and quotations; explain the jokes
the English cannot carry; flag the places where Burnet’s choice
of reading changes the sense; and mark the dramatic irony every
ancient reader would have felt, since the two aristocrats who
answer Socrates here, Critias and his young cousin Charmides,
were a quarter of a century later among the men of the oligarchy
of 404/3, Critias as a leader of the Thirty and Charmides as one
of the Ten in the Piraeus. Where a note offers an interpretation, it
says so. The notes are numbered afresh on each page.

This edition. The volume contains the whole dialogue, 153a—
176d, in Burnet’s thirty-seven pages. It was made in five blocks,
each checked before the next was begun, and then read through
and checked again as a whole; the Introduction, the Key Words of
the Dialogue, the Outline and the Glossary were written last, from
the finished text. The Note on this Edition, at the back, says how
the volume was made, what the checks found, and what remains
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undone.
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CHARMIDES 153a-153C

We had got back from the army at Potidaea the evening before,’
and after so long away I was glad to make for my old haunts. In
particular I went into the wrestling-school of Taureas, the one op-
posite the shrine of Basile,* and there I found a great crowd, some
of them strangers to me but most of them people I knew. When
they saw me come in so unexpectedly, they started greeting me
at once from across the room, from every side; and Chaerephon,
madman that he is,3 jumped up from the middle of them all, came
running over to me, and seized me by the hand.

“Socrates,” he said, “how did you come out of the battle alive?”
(Shortly before we left there had been a battle at Potidaea, and the
people here had only just heard the news.)

And I answered him, “Like this, as you see.”

“Well, the word here,” he said, “is that the fighting was very
heavy, and that many people we know were killed in it.”

“The word,” I said, “is reasonably accurate.”

“You were there, then,” said he, “in the battle?”

“I was.”

“Then come over here,” he said, “sit down, and tell us all about
it. We still haven't

1. Potidaea, a city in the Chalcidice paying tribute to Athens, revolted in 432 BC
and was besieged until it surrendered in the winter of 430/29 (Thucydides 1.56-66,
2.70). Socrates served in the siege: in the Symposium (219e-220e) Alcibiades tells
how he stood the winter barefoot and saved Alcibiades’ life in battle. Whether the
homecoming narrated here belongs to 432 or to 429 is disputed.

2. A palaestra, or wrestling-school, was an exercise ground where young men
trained and their older admirers idled and talked. Basile was a local Athenian god-
dess worshipped together with Codrus and Neleus; an inscription of 418/17 BC
regulates their precinct (IG I’ 84). The manuscripts waver over her name (appara-
tus, a4).

3. Chaerephon, Socrates’ devoted friend, is the man who asked the Delphic oracle
whether anyone was wiser than Socrates (Apology 21a, where Socrates calls him
“vehement in whatever he set about”). Aristophanes makes him a pale, “half-dead”
inmate of the Thinkery in the Clouds. Manikos, “crazy”, is an affectionate label for a
man who did everything at a run.
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CHARMIDES 153C-154C

got the whole story straight.” And with that he takes me over and
sits me down beside Critias, the son of Callaeschrus.*

So I sat down beside him, greeted Critias and the others, and
gave them the news from the camp, whatever anyone asked; and
everyone had a different question.

When we had had our fill of all that, I asked them my own ques-
tions in turn about things here at home: how philosophy was doing
these days, and about the young men, whether any of them had
turned out to be outstanding in wisdom, or in beauty, or in both.
Critias glanced toward the door and saw some young men coming
in, trading insults with one another, with another crowd following
on behind.

“As for the beautiful ones, Socrates,” he said, “I think you’ll
know in a moment. The fellows coming in are the advance guard
and the lovers? of the one who is thought the most beautiful—at
the moment, anyway. And I imagine he must be close by himself,
on his way in.”

“Who is he?” I said. “And whose son?”

“You know him,” he said, “but he wasn’t yet grown up when
you went away: Charmides, our uncle Glaucon’s son. My cousin.”

“Of course I know him, by Zeus,” I said. “He was nothing to
sniff at even then, when he was still a child; by now, I should think,
he must be quite the young man.”

“You'll know in a moment,” he said, “how big he’s grown and
how he’s turned out.” And even as he said it, in comes Charmides.

Now I, my friend, am no measure of anything. Where the beau-
tiful are concerned I am simply a white measuring-line on white
stone:3 nearly everyone of that age looks beautiful to me. All the
same, at that moment he struck me as a marvel of stature and
beauty, and all the rest, it seemed to me, were in love with him,
so astounded and flustered were they when

1. Critias (c. 460-403 BC), cousin of Plato’s mother, was a poet; Charmides, who
enters shortly, was her brother. A quarter of a century later Critias led the Thirty, the
oligarchy that ruled Athens by terror in 404/3, and Charmides was one of their Ten
in the Piraeus; both fell fighting the democrats in 403 (Xenophon, Hellenica 2.4.19).
Plato’s readers knew this, and the dialogue’s irony draws on it.

2. Prodromoi, “forerunners”, was also the military word for scouts riding ahead
of an armyj; if the sense is felt, Critias is teasing Socrates in the language of his
campaign. The “lovers” (erastai) are young men, older than the boy they court, as
Athenian custom allowed.

3. Plato writes only “a white line”. The proverb ran “a white line on white stone”: a
builder’s line was rubbed with red ochre (or black), and a white one on white mar-
ble marks nothing. The English completes it so that the joke arrives. The chime of
“measure” and “measuring-line” is Plato’s: stathmeton, “measurable”, and stathme.
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CHARMIDES 154c—155a

he came in; and many other lovers were following among the
crowd behind. With us grown men that was less surprising. But I
watched the boys too, and not one of them was looking anywhere
else, not even the littlest: they were all gazing at him as if he were a
statue.” And Chaerephon called over to me, “Well, Socrates, what
do you think of the young man? Hasn’t he a lovely face?”

“Extraordinarily,” I said.

“And yet if he were willing to strip,” he said, “you’d think he
had no face at all, his figure is so perfectly beautiful.”

The others all said the same as Chaerephon, and I said, “Hera-
cles! What an invincible man you are describing, if he has just one
little thing more.”

“What?” said Critias.

“If where his soul is concerned,” I said, “he is in fact well made.
And he ought to be, Critias, coming from your family.”

“Oh, he’s thoroughly beautiful and good,” he said, “in that re-
spect too.”>

“Then why don’t we strip that very part of him,” I said, “and
take a look at it before we look at his figure? At his age he must
surely be willing to have a conversation.”3

“Very much so,” said Critias, “seeing that he is a philosopher
and, in other people’s opinion as well as his own, quite the poet.”

“That fine gift, my dear Critias,” I said, “has been in your family
along way back, from your kinship with Solon.# But why don’t you
call the youngster over and show him off to me? Even if he were
younger still, there would be nothing improper in his talking with
us in front of you, his guardian and his cousin.”

1. Agalma, “a thing that delights”, is above all the statue of a god set up in a sanc-
tuary, so the boys gaze as worshippers gaze. Alcibiades uses the same word in
the Symposium for the images of gods hidden inside Socrates, “the images within”
(215b, 216e—217a).

2. Kalos kagathos, literally “beautiful and good”, was the stock phrase for a gentle-
man of the proper sort. Critias means the social compliment, but the word “beauti-
ful” in it keeps the conversation where it has been all along, and the English keeps
the literal words so that the joke shows.

3. Athletes exercised naked, so “if he were willing to strip” is nothing strange in a
palaestra. Socrates takes Chaerephon’s verb (apodyein) and turns it on the soul.

4. Solon, the early sixth-century lawgiver and Athens’ first great poet, was a kins-
man of Critias’” ancestor Dropides (Timaeus 20e). Critias has just called his ward a
poet “in other people’s opinion and his own”; poetry, Socrates suggests, runs in the
family.
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CHARMIDES 155a—155€

“You're right,” he said. “We'll call him.” And at once he said
to his attendant, “Boy, call Charmides. Tell him I want to intro-
duce him to a doctor about the complaint he was telling me about
the other day.” Then Critias said to me, “You know, only lately he
was saying that his head feels rather heavy when he gets up in the
morning. What's to stop you pretending to him that you know a
remedy for the head?””

“Nothing,” I said. “Only let him come.”

“Oh, he'll come,” he said.

And so it turned out. He came, and caused a great deal of
laughter. Every one of us who were sitting there squeezed up and
shoved his neighbor hard to make room for Charmides to sit beside
him, until, of those sitting at the end, we made one stand up and
tipped the other off sideways. He came and sat down between me
and Critias. And then, my friend, I really was at a loss: the bold-
ness I'd had before, sure as I was that I would talk to him with
the greatest of ease, had been knocked clean out of me. And when
Critias told him that I was the one who knew the remedy, and he
gave me a look with those eyes of his, a look beyond words, and
was just getting under way with a question, and everyone in the
wrestling-school came swirling round us in a ring—then, my noble
friend, I saw inside his cloak, and I was on fire, and was no longer
in my own possession.> And I thought Cydias the wisest of men
in the ways of love, who, speaking of a beautiful boy and advising
someone else, told him to beware

of coming, a fawn, into the lion’s presence,
to be caught as a portion of meat;

for I felt I had been caught by just such a creature myself.3 Still,
when he asked me whether I knew the remedy for the head, I did
somehow manage to answer that I did.

1. Critias” ruse casts Socrates as a doctor. The remedy and its charm frame the
opening of the dialogue; at its close (175e-176b) the charm returns, though the
remedy and the headache are never mentioned again.

2. The himation was a loose mantle, and Socrates is frank about what he saw and
what it did to him; “no longer in my own possession” is Greek for being beside
oneself. Many readers have seen a trial passed here: set on fire, Socrates recovers
himself and talks philosophy, a wordless display of the virtue about to be discussed.
That is an interpretation, but the dialogue invites it.

3. Cydias is otherwise almost unknown; these words are his only secure fragment
(PMG 714), letterspaced by Burnet as a quotation and set in italic here. (A scholiast
on Aristophanes’ Clouds 967 also credits a Cydias of Hermione with a lyric open-
ing.) In the usual image the lover hunts the boy; in Cydias’ the lover is the fawn and
the beautiful boy the lion. Socrates’ “caught” just below (healokenai) is its passive.
B garbles the line (apparatus, d7).
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CHARMIDES 155e-156C

“So what is it?” he said.

And I told him that the thing itself was a leaf, but that there was
a charm to go with the remedy; if one sang the charm while using
it, the remedy made one perfectly healthy, but without the charm
the leaf was no use at all.*

“Then I'll copy the charm down from you,” he said.

“If you persuade me,” I said, “or even if you don't?”

He laughed. “If I persuade you, Socrates,” he said.?

“Very well,” I said. “And you are sure you have my name right?”

“I'd be doing you an injustice if I didn’t,” he said. “You're talked
about a good deal among people my age, and I remember you from
when I was a boy, keeping company with Critias here.”

“Good for you,” I said. “Then I can speak to you more frankly
about this charm and what it is like. Just now I was at a loss how to
show you its power. It is the kind of charm, Charmides, that can-
not make the head alone healthy. It is like what you have probably
heard good doctors say yourself: when someone comes to them
with sore eyes, they tell him, I believe, that they cannot undertake
to cure the eyes on their own, but must treat the head at the same
time if the eyes too are to be in good condition; and again, that
to imagine one could ever treat the head on its own, apart from
the whole body, is sheer folly. On this principle they put the entire
body on a regimen and try to treat and heal the part along with the
whole.3 Haven't you noticed that this is what they say, and that it
is s0?”

“Certainly,” he said.

“And you think it well said, and you accept the principle?”

’

1. Greek healing could pair a herb with an incantation (epoide, a song “sung over”
the sufferer): the sons of Autolycus stanch Odysseus’ wound with one (Odyssey
19.457-58), and Pindar’s Asclepius heals some patients “with soothing incanta-
tions” (Pythian 3.51). Socrates is improvising on Critias’ ruse. What the charm really
is, he says at 157a.

2. Socrates makes a small point of principle out of the boy’s cheek, and introduces
the verb peithein, “persuade”, which returns a page later (157b—c). Charmides’
laugh suggests he has understood the game.

3. This is the medicine of the Hippocratic writers, who insisted that the part be
treated with the whole. In the Phaedrus (270c) it is Phaedrus who cites Hippocrates
for the view that not even the body can be understood apart from “the nature of
the whole”, and Socrates agrees.
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CHARMIDES 156¢-157b

“Absolutely,” he said.

When I heard his approval I took heart again; little by little my
boldness began to gather itself together, and I was rekindled.* And
I said, “Well, Charmides, that is exactly how it is with this charm.
I learned it out there on campaign from one of the Thracian doc-
tors of Zalmoxis,> who are said even to make one immortal. This
Thracian said that the Greeks were right to say what I was telling
you just now. But Zalmoxis, he said, our king, who is a god, says
that just as one must not try to cure the eyes without the head, or
the head without the body, so one must not try to cure the body
without the soul either; and that this is the very reason why most
diseases elude the Greek doctors: they neglect the whole, which is
what they ought to be caring for,> and when the whole is not in
good condition the part cannot possibly be well. For everything,
he said, bad and good alike, for the body and for the whole hu-
man being, starts from the soul and flows from there, as it flows
from the head into the eyes. So it is the soul that must be treated
first and foremost, if the head and the rest of the body are to be in
good condition. And the soul, my dear fellow, he said, is treated
with certain charms, and these charms are beautiful words.4 From
words like these, temperance comes to be in souls;5 and once it has
come to be and is present, it is easy then to provide health for the
head and for the rest of the body too. So, when he was teaching me
the remedy and the charms, he said, ‘Mind that nobody persuades
you to treat his head with this remedy unless he first

1. Anezopyroumen, “I was blown back into flame”, picks up “I was on fire” at 155d:
the fire of desire has become the fire of confidence.

2. Zalmoxis was the god of the Getae, a Thracian people of the lower Danube.
Herodotus (4.93—-96) calls the Getae “the ones who make themselves immortal”
(athanatizontes), because they believed that at death they went to Zalmoxis; the
Greeks of the Hellespont and the Black Sea told him that Zalmoxis had once been
a slave of Pythagoras, a story Herodotus doubts. Plato’s verb, apathanatizein, is a
compound of Herodotus” word.

3. “Neglect” (amelein) is the variant recorded in T and read by Stobaeus, and it
chimes with “caring for”; B and T have “they do not know the whole”. “The whole”
in this form is Burnet’s own emendation (apparatus, e4).

4. Logoi kaloi: logoi are words, speeches and arguments, and kaloi is the word for
the beautiful youth. The charm, it seems, is conversation of the right kind, perhaps
the very conversation about to begin.

5. Sophrosyné, which this edition renders throughout as “temperance”. The word
is formed from “sound” and “mind”, and in Plato’s Athens it covered sound-
mindedness, self-control, moderation, modesty, decorum and discretion: the virtue
of the well-brought-up youth who blushes, keeps quiet and knows his place, and
the virtue of the grown man who knows his limits. The dialogue tries several of
these senses in turn; one English word is kept throughout so that the reader can
watch each definition trying it on.
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CHARMIDES 157b-157€

hands over his soul to be treated by you with the charm. For that,’
he said, ‘is the mistake made nowadays in treating human beings:
some try to be doctors of the two separately, of temperance and of
health.” And he charged me very strictly to let no one be so rich, or
so wellborn, or so beautiful, as to persuade me to do otherwise. So
I—for I have sworn him an oath, and I must obey—I shall obey.*
And as for you, if you are willing, as the stranger instructed, to
hand over your soul first to be charmed with the Thracian’s charms,
I shall apply the remedy to your head. But if not, there would be
nothing we could do for you, my dear Charmides.”

When Critias heard me say this, he said, “Why, Socrates, this
trouble with his head will turn out to be a godsend for the young
man,* if on account of his head he is going to be forced to improve
his mind as well. But let me tell you, Charmides is thought to sur-
pass those his age not only in his looks, but in the very thing you
say you have the charm for. You say it is for temperance, don't
you?”

“Certainly,” I said.

“Then rest assured,” he said, “that he is thought far and away
the most temperate of anyone nowadays,? and in every other re-
spect, as far as his years allow, second to none.”

“And indeed,” I said, “it is only right, Charmides, that you
should excel all the others in all these things. For I don’t suppose
anyone else here could easily point to two houses in Athens whose
union would be likely to

1. The Greek chimes on peithein, “persuade”, and peithesthai, “obey” (literally “be
persuaded”): no one is to persuade Socrates, and Socrates, bound by his oath, will
obey. “Rich, or wellborn, or beautiful” happens to describe Charmides exactly.

2. A hermaion is a windfall, a lucky find sent by Hermes. Critias’ joke is that a
headache will drive the boy to improve his mind “on account of his head”.

3. Burnet prints T’s reading, also a variant in W. B has “thought the most saga-
cious (polyphrenestatos) of very many”, and editors have proposed several repairs
(apparatus, d6).
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CHARMIDES 157e-158¢

produce finer and better offspring than the two you are sprung
from. For your family on your father’s side, the house of Critias
son of Dropides,* has come down to us celebrated by Anacreon and
by Solon and by many other poets for its outstanding beauty and
virtue and everything else that goes by the name of happiness; and
your mother’s side, again, is no different. For it is said that no man
on the continent was ever thought handsomer or bigger than your
uncle Pyrilampes, whenever he went as ambassador to the Great
King or to anyone else on the continent;* and that whole house is
in no way inferior to the other. Born of such people, you are likely
to be first in everything. As for what can be seen of your looks,
dear son of Glaucon, you seem to me to fall short of none of your
forebears in any respect.3 And if, as Critias here says, you are also
well enough endowed for temperance and the rest, then blessed
is the child, my dear Charmides,” I said, “your mother bore.# But
here is how things stand. If temperance is already presentin you, as
Critias here says, and you are temperate enough, then you would
have no further need of charms, whether of Zalmoxis or of Abaris
the Hyperborean;5 the remedy for the head itself should be given
you straightaway. But if you seem still to be lacking in these things,
the charm must be sung before the remedy is given. So tell me
yourself: do you agree with Critias here, and say that you already
have a sufficient share of temperance, or that you are lacking in it?”

Charmides blushed. For one thing, he looked even more
beautiful

1. Plato names the paternal house after an ancestor, Critias son of Dropides; on the
usual modern reconstruction he was the great-great-grandfather of Charmides and
Critias. Solon’s verses bid someone “tell fair-haired Critias to listen to his father” (fr.
22a West), and Anacreon was said to have celebrated a Critias of the same house.
2. Pyrilampes, brother of Charmides’ mother, later married his niece Perictione,
Plato’s mother: Plato is praising his own family. He was known for his embassies
to Persia (and, says Plutarch, for his peacocks: Pericles 13). “The continent” is Asia,
the Persian empire. Meizon, “bigger”, can mean taller or greater, and there may be
a smile in an envoy admired for being handsome and big.

3. Burnet prints here a conjecture of Madvig, “fallen short” (hypobebekenai). B and
W have “surpassed” (hyperbeblekenai), which would make the compliment say that
Charmides has outdone none of his ancestors; T (and a variant in W) has “to dis-
grace none of your forebears” (apparatus, b1).

4. The phrase is the old formula of blessing, as when Odysseus tells Nausicaa
“thrice blessed are your father and your lady mother” (Odyssey 6.154—55). Socrates
is laying it on.

5. Abaris the Hyperborean was a legendary priest of Apollo from the far north,
said to have carried an arrow round the whole world without eating (Herodotus
4.36); later tradition made him a healer and a maker of charms.
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CHARMIDES 158c-159b

— his bashfulness was becoming at his age—and for another, he
gave an answer that did his breeding credit.* He said that it was
not easy, in the circumstances, either to agree or to deny what he
had been asked. “For if I say I'm not temperate,” he said, “not only
isitan odd thing to say such things against oneself, but at the same
time I shall be showing up Critias here as a liar, and many others
too who think I am temperate, by his account. But if I say I am, and
praise myself, that will probably seem obnoxious. So I don’t know
what answer to give you.”

And I said, “You seem to me to be talking sense, Charmides.
And it seems to me,” I said, “that we ought to look into it together,
whether or not you possess what I am asking about, so that you
won't be forced to say what you don’t want to, and I in turn won’t
set about my doctoring without looking into things. So if you'd like,
I am willing to look into it with you; if not, let’s leave it.”

“Why, I'd like nothing better,” he said. “So as far as that goes,
look into it in whatever way you think best.”

“This, then,” I said, “seems to me the best way of looking into it.
For it is clear that if temperance is present in you, you have some
opinion about it. For surely, if it really is in you, it must give rise
to some sense, from which you would have some opinion about it:
what it is, and what sort of thing temperance is. Don’t you think
s0?”

“T do,” he said.

“Well then, this opinion of yours,” I said, “since you know how
to speak Greek, you could surely tell us what it seems to you to
be?”?

“Perhaps,” he said.

“Then, so that we can make a guess whether it is in you or not,
tell me,” I said, “what you say temperance is, in your opinion.”

At first he hung back, and was not at all willing to

1. “Did his breeding credit” renders ouk agennos, “not ignobly”, a word of the same
family as “wellborn” (gennaios, 157b) and the pedigree just recited. On a natural
reading, the blush and the refusal either to boast or to run himself down are a pic-
ture of sophrosyné in its commonest sense, modesty, before anyone has tried to de-
fine it.

2. “Since you know how to speak Greek” (hellenizein): the remark is dry, and on
one reading it states an assumption the inquiry will lean on, that whatever a person
really has in him he can put into words.
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CHARMIDES 159b—159d

answer; but then he said that in his view temperance was doing
everything in an orderly way and quietly: walking in the streets
and talking, and doing everything else, in the same manner. “And
in short,” he said, “I think what you are asking about is a kind of
quietness.”

“Well, are you right?” I said. “People do say, you know,
Charmides, that quiet people are temperate. Let us see whether
there is anything in it. Tell me: temperance is one of the fine things,
isn'tit?”2

“Certainly,” he said.

“Well then, which is finest at the writing-master’s: to copy out
the letters quickly, or quietly?”3

“Quickly.”

“And reading? Quickly, or slowly?”

“Quickly.”

“And again, playing the lyre quickly and wrestling nimbly are
far finer than doing them quietly and slowly?”

“Yes.”

“And boxing and the pancration? Isn't it the same?”4

“Certainly.”

“And running and jumping, and all the actions of the body:
aren’t the ones done nimbly and quickly the fine ones, and the ones
done laboriously and quietly the ugly ones?”

“So it appears.”

“So it appears to us,” I said, “that in the body, at any rate, it is
not the quiet that is finest, but the quickest and the nimblest. Isn’t
that s0?”

“Certainly.”

“And temperance was something fine?”

“Yes.”

1. Charmides’ word, hesyche, “quietly”, most naturally means calmly, sedately: the
bearing of a well-brought-up boy in the street (compare Aristophanes, Clouds 964).
Socrates sets it against speed, and in his next question adds “slowly” (bradeds), a
word Charmides never used. On one reading the refutation trades on that shift;
others reply that the word can cover slowness.

2. Kalos, “fine”, is the word used of Charmides’ beauty, and aischros, its oppo-
site, means both “ugly” and “shameful”. The refutation that follows rests on the
premise, which Charmides grants at once, that temperance is something kalon.

3. The grammatistes taught boys their letters, tracing them for beginners to write
over (Protagoras 326d); with the lyre-master and the wrestling-trainer he made
up an Athenian boy’s schooling (Protagoras 325e-326¢). Socrates” examples march
Charmides back through his own lessons.

4. The pancration (pankration, “all-strength”) combined boxing and wrestling, and
almost anything was allowed except biting and gouging.
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CHARMIDES 159d-160b

“Then as far as the body goes, at any rate, it would not be quiet-
ness but quickness that was the more temperate, since temperance
is something fine.”

“It seems so,” he said.

“And what about this?” I said. “Which is finer, learning easily,
or learning with difficulty?”

“Learning easily.”

“And learning easily,” I said, “is learning quickly, isn't it, and
learning with difficulty is learning quietly and slowly?”

“Yes.”

“And teaching someone else: isn't it finer to do it quickly and
vigorously than quietly and slowly?”

“Yes.”

“And what about recollecting and remembering? Is it finer to do
them quietly and slowly, or vigorously and quickly?”

“Vigorously,” he said, “and quickly.”

“And isn't quick-wittedness a kind of sharpness of the soul, and
not a quietness?”

“True.”

“And understanding what is said, at the writing-master’s and
the lyre-master’s and everywhere else: isn’t that finest when it is
done not as quietly as possible, but as quickly as possible?”

“Yes.”

“And again, in the soul’s inquiries and in deliberation, it is not
the quietest person, I imagine, the one who deliberates and finds
things out with difficulty, who is thought to deserve praise, but the
one who does it most easily and most quickly.”

“That is so,” he said.

“So in everything, Charmides,” I said, “in the soul and in the
body alike, what belongs to quickness and sharpness appears finer
to us than what belongs to slowness and quietness?”

“It looks that way,” he said.

“Then temperance would not be a kind of quietness, nor would
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CHARMIDES 160b—160e

the temperate life be quiet, on this argument at any rate, since,
being temperate, it has to be fine. For one of two things is true:
quiet actions in life have appeared finer to us than quick and strong
ones either nowhere or in very few places. But even supposing, my
friend, at the very most, that the quiet actions which turn out finer
are no fewer than the vigorous and quick ones, even so temper-
ance would not be acting quietly any more than acting vigorously
and quickly, whether in walking or in talking or anywhere else,
nor would the quiet life be more temperate than the unquiet one.
For in our argument we laid it down that temperance is one of the
fine things, and quick things have turned out to be no less fine than
quiet ones.””

“I think what you have said is right, Socrates,” he said.

“Then once more, Charmides,” I said, “pay closer attention and
look within yourself. Consider what sort of person temperance
makes you by being present, and what sort of thing it would be
that could produce such a person; then put all this together and
tell me, properly and like a man, what it seems to you to be.”

He paused, and after thinking it over to himself very much like
a man, said, “Well, I think temperance makes a person feel shame
and makes him bashful, and that temperance is the same thing as
modesty.”?

“Very well,” I said. “Weren't you agreeing just now that temper-
ance is fine?”

“Certainly,” he said.

“And temperate men are good men, too?”

“Yes.”

“Now could anything be good that does not make men good?”

1. Socrates covers both flanks: if quiet actions are seldom or never the finer, quiet-
ness cannot be temperance; and even if they were as often the finer as quick ones,
temperance would still be no more quietness than quickness. Whether the argu-
ment is fair to what Charmides meant is another matter, and the dialogue leaves it
to the reader.

2. Socrates asks him to answer “like a man” (andreids, “bravely”), and Charmides,
after thinking it over “very much like aman” (andrikos), answers that temperance is
modesty (aid0s); both adverbs come from aneér, “man”. Aidos is the sense of shame
or respect that holds a person back, and in a boy it shows as blushing. His word
“bashful” (aischyntélos) is the one used of his blush at 158¢, and it is hard not to see
a self-portrait in the answer.
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CHARMIDES 160e—-161C

“Certainly not.”

“Then temperance is not only fine, but good as well.”

“I think so.”

“Well then,” I said, “don’t you believe that Homer is right when
he says

Modesty is no good thing to be present with a man in need?”

“Tdo,” he said.?

“So it seems modesty is both not good and good.”

“It appears so.”

“But temperance is good, if it makes good those it is present
with, and does not make them bad.”

“Why, yes, it seems to me to be just as you say.”

“Then temperance would not be modesty, if the one is in fact
good, while modesty is no more good than bad.”

“Well, I think that is rightly said, Socrates,” he said. “But look
into this: what do you think of it, as an account of temperance?
I have just remembered something I once heard someone say:
that temperance would be doing one’s own business. So look into
whether you think the man who said it was right.”?

And I said, “You rascal! You’ve heard that from Critias here, or
from one of the other wise men.”3

“From someone else, apparently,” said Critias. “Certainly not
from me.”

“But what difference does it make, Socrates,” said Charmides,
“whom I heard it from?”

“None,” I said. “For in any case what we have to look into is not
who said it, but whether what is said is true or not.”

“Now you are talking sense,” said he.

“By Zeus, I am,” I said. “But I'd be surprised if we even find out
how it stands: it looks like a kind of riddle.”

“How s0?” he said.

1. Odyssey 17.347: Telemachus has his disguised father told to go round the suit-
ors begging, since modesty is no good thing for a needy man. Plato’s form of the
line (also at Laches 201b) ends “to be present” where our Homer has “a beggar”,
setting up “those it is present with” below. Hesiod (Works and Days 317-18) adds
that modesty both harms and helps, which is Socrates’ conclusion. One may feel
the argument helps itself to a line about a beggar’s shyness.

2. To ta heautou prattein, literally “doing one’s own (things)”: in ordinary Greek,
keeping to one’s own affairs, the opposite of polypragmosyné, meddling, whose verb
Socrates uses at 161d. In the Republic (433a-b) the same formula defines justice. The
English keeps the verb “do”, on which the argument turns.

3. O miare, literally “you polluted creature”, is affectionate abuse; Socrates turns it
on Critias at 174b. Critias’ denial is answered at 162c.
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CHARMIDES 161d—162a

“Because the man who said that temperance is doing one’s own
business,” I said, “surely did not mean it the way the words sound.
Or do you think the writing-master does nothing when he writes
or reads?”

“On the contrary, I think he does something,” he said.

“And do you think the writing-master writes and reads, or
teaches you boys, only his own name? Or did you write your ene-
mies’ names just as much as your own and your friends’?”

“Just as much.”

“Well, were you being busybodies, and not temperate, when
you did that?”*

“Not at all.”

“And yet you were not doing your own business, if writing and
reading are doing something.”

“But they are.”

“Yes, and healing, my friend, and building houses and weaving,
and producing, by any craft whatever, any of the works of craft, are
surely doing something.”

“Certainly.”

“Well then,” I said, “do you think a city would be well managed
under a law that ordered each man to weave and wash his own
cloak, cobble his own shoes, and make his own oil-flask and strigil
and everything else on the same principle, keeping his hands off
what belongs to others and working at and doing his own?”>

“T don’t think so,” he said.

“And yet,” I said, “a city that is temperately managed would be
well managed.”

“Of course,” he said.

1. The argument plays on “do”. In the formula, “doing one’s own business” means
keeping to one’s own affairs; Socrates takes “doing” to mean making or performing
anything at all, so that a boy who writes his enemy’s name is doing his enemy’s
business. Polypragmonein, “to be a busybody”, is the vice the formula was meant to
exclude.

2. The lekythos held the olive oil with which men anointed themselves for exercise,
and the strigil (stlengis) was the curved scraper used afterwards to clean off oil and
dust: the very kit of the wrestling-school they are sitting in.
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162a-162e XAPMIAHZ
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CHARMIDES 162a—-162e

“So doing one’s own business,” I said, “in things of this kind
and in this way, would not be temperance.”

“It seems not.”

“Then, as it seems, the man who said that temperance was doing
one’s own business was speaking in riddles, as I said just now; for
surely he was not such a simpleton. Or was it some fool you heard
saying this, Charmides?”

“Far from it,” he said. “He was thought to be very wise indeed.””

“Then I am quite certain he put it forward as a riddle, on the
view that it is hard to know what on earth doing one’s own busi-
ness is.”

“Perhaps,” he said.

“So what could doing one’s own business be? Can you say?”

“By Zeus, I don’t know,” said he. “But perhaps there is nothing
to stop even the man who said it from not knowing what he meant.”
And as he said this he laughed slyly and looked across at Critias.

Critias had plainly been on edge for some time, and eager to
shine before Charmides and the company; he had held himself
back with difficulty until then, but now he could contain himself
no longer. For I think it was entirely true, as I had suspected, that
Charmides had heard this answer about temperance from Critias.
So Charmides, wanting not to answer for the definition himself but
to have Critias answer for it, kept prodding him, and made out that
he had been refuted. Critias would not put up with it: he seemed
to me as angry with Charmides as a poet is with an actor who
makes a mess of the poet’s own verses.? So he fixed his eyes on
him and said, “Do you really think, Charmides, that if you don't
know what the man meant who said that temperance was doing
one’s own business, then he doesn’t know either?”

“But my good Critias,” I said, “it is no wonder that he doesn’t
know, at his age. You, though, may reasonably be expected to
know,

1. If the phrase is Critias’, as Socrates is sure by 162¢, Charmides is paying his
guardian a compliment that may already carry the tease that follows.

2. Critias was also a poet, and dramatic verse circulated under his name:
Athenaeus hesitates between “Critias the tyrant or Euripides” as author of a Pirit-
hous, and Sextus Empiricus quotes as Critias’ a speech on the invention of the gods
that others assign to Euripides’ Sisyphus. If he wrote plays, the simile fits the man;
and “the poet’s own verses” (ta heautou poiémata) echoes the formula under dis-
cussion, “one’s own”. Whether “he had been refuted” means Charmides (playing
beaten) or Critias is left open by the Greek, and by the English; translators divide.
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CHARMIDES 162e-163¢

both because of your age and because of the study you have given
it. So if you agree that temperance is what this young man says,
and take the argument over, I would much rather look into it with
you, to see whether what was said is true or not.”

“I agree entirely,” he said, “and I take it over.”

“Good for you,” I said. “Now tell me: do you also agree with
what I was asking just now, that all craftsmen make something?”

“Ido.”

“And do you think they make only their own things, or other
people’s as well?”

“Other people’s as well.”

“Then are they temperate, even though they don’t make only
their own things?”

“What's to stop them?” he said.

“Nothing stops me,” I said. “But see whether it doesn’t stop the
man who laid it down that temperance is doing one’s own business,
and then says there is nothing to stop those who do other people’s
business from being temperate too.”

“Oh yes,” said he, “I suppose I agreed that those who do other
people’s business are temperate, just because I agreed that those
who make other people’s things are!”*

“Tell me,” I said, “don’t you call making and doing the same
thing?”

“No indeed,” he said, “nor working and making either. I learned
that from Hesiod, who said that work is no disgrace. Do you sup-
pose that, if he had called the sort of things you were mentioning
just now ‘works’, and ‘working” and ‘doing’, he would have said
that it was no disgrace to anyone to cobble shoes, or to sell salt fish,
or to sit in a brothel?*> One must not suppose so, Socrates. He too,
I think, held making to be something other than doing and work-
ing, and held that a thing made may sometimes become a disgrace,
when it does not

1. Critias’ answer is sarcastic: he had agreed about making (poiein), and never about
doing (prattein), and he is about to explain the difference. Burnet punctuates it as a
statement, not a question.

2. Hesiod, Works and Days 311: “Work is no disgrace; idleness is the disgrace.” Bur-
net, following Stephanus, brackets a particle that Hesiod’s line has and Plato’s indi-
rect quotation does not need. Xenophon reports that “the accuser” charged Socrates
with using this very line to teach that no work, however base, should be refused
for gain (Memorabilia 1.2.56); his reply gives Socrates Critias’ reading, that only do-
ing good counts as working (1.2.57). Critias’ trades seem chosen to shock, and the
choice is an aristocrat’s: the cobbler, the salt-fish seller, and the prostitute who “sits
in a room” (oikéma, a brothel room).
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CHARMIDES 163c-164a

come about with what is fine, but that work is never any disgrace.
For things made finely and beneficially he called works, and mak-
ings of that kind he called workings and doings. And we must say
that he regarded only such things as appropriate to one, and ev-
erything harmful as belonging to others. So we must suppose that
Hesiod, and anyone else of sense, calls the man who does his own
business temperate.”

“Critias,” I said, “almost as soon as you began I understood
what you meant: that it is what is appropriate to one, and one’s
own, that you call good, and the makings of good things that you
call doings. After all, I have heard Prodicus draw countless distinc-
tions between words.* Well, I allow you to assign each word as you
please; only make clear what you are applying whatever word you
use to. So now go back to the beginning and define it more plainly.
Is it the doing, or the making, or whatever you like to call it, of e
good things that you say temperance is?”

“It is,” he said.

“Then the man who does bad things is not temperate, but the
one who does good things?”

“And don’t you think so, my good fellow?” said he.

“Never mind that,” I said. “Let’s not look yet at what I think, but
at what you are saying now.”

“Well then,” he said, “I say that the man who makes not good
things but bad ones is not temperate, and that the one who makes
good things and not bad ones is. I give you a plain definition: tem-
perance is the doing of good things.”

“And perhaps there is nothing to stop you being right. But this
I do wonder at,” I said, “whether you think that people who are
temperate do not know that they are temperate.”

“But I don't think so,” he said.

“Weren’t you saying a little while ago,” I said, “that

164

1. Prodicus of Ceos, the sophist famous for distinguishing near-synonyms.
Socrates teases him for it and claims to have been his pupil (Protagoras 337a—c, 341a;
Laches 197d; Euthydemus 277e; Meno 96d). The joke seems to be that Critias, aristo-
crat and poet, is splitting words like a paid sophist; compare the jibe at Laches 197d
that such distinctions suit a sophist better than a statesman.
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CHARMIDES 164a-164d

there was nothing to stop craftsmen from being temperate even
when they make other people’s things?”

“Yes, I was,” he said. “But what of it?”

“Nothing. But tell me whether you think a doctor, in making
someone healthy, makes something beneficial both for himself and
for the patient he is treating?”

“I do.”

“And the man who does this does what he ought?”

“Yes.”

“And isn’t the man who does what he ought temperate?”

“Temperate indeed.”

“Now must a doctor also know when his treatment is beneficial
and when it is not? And must each of the craftsmen know when he
is going to profit from the work he is doing, and when he is not?”

“Perhaps not.”

“Then sometimes,” I said, “the doctor, having acted beneficially
or harmfully, does not know himself—how he has acted.” And yet,
having acted beneficially, he acted temperately, by your account.
Or wasn’t that what you said?”

“It was.”

“Then it seems that sometimes, having acted beneficially, he acts
temperately and is temperate, but does not know himself—that he
is temperate?”

“But that, Socrates,” he said, “could never happen. If you think
that this necessarily follows from anything I agreed to earlier, I
would sooner take back some of it, and not be ashamed to say I
had spoken wrongly, than ever concede that a man who does not
know himself is temperate. In fact I would almost say that this very
thing is temperance, knowing oneself,

1. Literally “does not know himself, how he acted”: the Greek makes the doctor
himself the object of “know”, and so, perhaps by design, prepares the formula
Critias is about to seize on, “know thyself”. The same construction recurs just be-
low.
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CHARMIDES 164d-165b

and I agree with the one who dedicated the inscription to that
effect at Delphi." For it seems to me that the inscription was set
up as the god’s greeting to those who enter, in place of ‘Rejoice!’,
on the view that this greeting, ‘rejoice’, is not the right one, and
that we ought not to urge this on one another, but ‘Be temperate.”
That is how the god addresses those who enter his temple, dif-
ferently from men; and that, I think, is what the dedicator had in
mind when he dedicated it. To everyone who enters he says noth-
ing other than ‘Be temperate!” But he says it, as a prophet would,
rather riddlingly.3 For ‘Know thyself’ and ‘Be temperate” are the
same, as the inscription says and as I say; but one might think them
different. That, I think, is what happened to those who dedicated
the later inscriptions, ‘Nothing too much’ and ‘Pledge, and ruin
is near.4 For they thought ‘Know thyself” was a piece of advice,
and not the god’s greeting to those who enter; and then, so that
they too, if you please, could dedicate useful advice no less, they
wrote these up and dedicated them. My reason for saying all this,
Socrates, is this. Everything before this I give up to you—perhaps
what you said about it was more correct, perhaps what I said, but
nothing that we said was really clear—but now I am willing to give
you an account of this, if you do not agree that temperance is know-
ing oneself.”

“But Critias,” I said, “you are treating me as though I claimed
to know the answers to what I ask, and as though I will agree with
you if only I want to. That is not how it is. I inquire with you, each
time, into whatever is proposed, because I myself do not

1. “Take back” (anatheimén) and “dedicated” (anathenti) are the same verb,
anatithemi: in the middle it can mean taking back a move at draughts, and so re-
tracting (LS] cites this passage); in the active, setting up an offering in a temple.
Critias retracts and dedicates in one breath.

2. Chaire, “rejoice” or “be glad”, was the everyday Greek greeting, used as we use
“hello” or “goodbye”. Critias” conceit is that the god, greeting his visitors, corrects
our manners. “Know thyself” was one of the maxims inscribed at the temple of
Apollo at Delphi; the Protagoras (343a-b) ascribes it and “Nothing too much” to
the Seven Sages.

3. An echo, whether or not Critias hears it: Socrates three times spoke of the for-
mula “doing one’s own business” as a riddle (161c, 162a, 162b), and now Critias
makes riddling the god’s own style.

4. Usually taken to mean: stand surety for another, and ruin is at hand; ancients
also applied it to betrothal and to rash oaths (Diodorus 9.10.4-5). It too was given to
one or another of the Seven Sages: to Thales in Demetrius of Phalerum’s collection
(Stobaeus 3.1.172), to Chilon by Diogenes Laertius (1.73).
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CHARMIDES 165c-166a

know. So once I have looked into it I am willing to say whether I
agree or not. Just wait until I have.”

“Look into it, then,” said he.

“I am looking,” I said. “If temperance is knowing something,
then clearly it would be a kind of knowledge, and knowledge of
something, wouldn't it?”

“Itis,” he said, “knowledge of oneself.”*

“And medicine,” I said, “is knowledge of the healthy?”

“Certainly.”

“Then if you were to ask me,” I said, “Medicine, being knowl-
edge of the healthy, what use is it to us and what does it produce?’
I would say, ‘No small benefit: it produces health, a fine work for
us,” if you accept that.”

“Ido.”

“And if you asked me about house-building, which is knowl-
edge of how to build, what work I say it produces, I would say,
‘Houses’; and the same with the other crafts. So you too, on behalf
of temperance, since you say it is knowledge of oneself, ought to be
able to answer if you are asked, ‘Critias, temperance, being knowl-
edge of oneself, what fine work does it produce for us, worthy of
its name?” Come on, then, tell me.”

“But Socrates,” he said, “you are not inquiring correctly. This
knowledge is not by nature like the other kinds of knowledge, any
more than they are like each other; and yet you are conducting
your inquiry as though they were alike. For tell me,” he said, “what
work does the art of calculation have, or geometry, in the way that
a house is the work of house-building, or a cloak of weaving, or
the many other works of the kind that one could point to for many
crafts? Can you, for your part, point me to any such work of these?
No, you can’t.”?

1. Episteme, rendered “knowledge” throughout. The word covers both knowing
and a branch of knowledge, a science or an expertise; the argument treats crafts
such as medicine and building as epistémai, and the English speaks of “kinds of
knowledge” where the Greek is plural.

2. Critias” counter-examples are mathematical sciences, which leave nothing be-
hind them that one could point to; the Gorgias (450d) likewise counts arithmetic,
calculation and geometry among arts that achieve everything through words. For
Plato logistike, “calculation”, is not mere practical reckoning: see the note at 166a,
and Republic 525c—d.
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CHARMIDES 166a-166d

And I said, “That’s true. But I can point out to you what each of
these kinds of knowledge is knowledge of, which is something dis-
tinct from the knowledge itself. Calculation, for instance, is surely
of the even and the odd, how they stand in quantity to themselves
and to each other, isn’t it?”*

“Certainly,” he said.

“And the odd and the even are something other than calculation
itself?”

“Of course.”

“And again, weighing is the weighing of the heavier and the
lighter weight; and the heavy and the light are something other
than weighing itself. Do you agree?”

“Ido.”

“Tell me, then: what is temperance knowledge of, that is some-
thing other than temperance itself?”

“There it is, Socrates,” he said. “Your search has brought you to
the very point in which temperance differs from all the other kinds
of knowledge, and yet you are looking for some likeness between
it and the others. It isn't so. All the others are knowledge of some- ¢
thing else, not of themselves, but this alone is knowledge both of
the other kinds of knowledge and of itself. And this is far from hav-
ing escaped you: I think you are doing the very thing you said just
now you were not doing. You are trying to refute me, and letting
go of what the argument is about.”

“What a thing to do,” I said, “to suppose that, even if I refute you
as hard as I can, I am doing it for any other reason than the one for
which I would scrutinize even myself—what I am saying: for fear
that I might ever, without noticing, think I know something when
I don’t.* And so now too, I say, this is what I am doing: examining
the argument for my own sake above all, but perhaps also for the
sake of my other friends. Or is it not a common

1. Almost word for word the definition of calculation given in the Gorgias (451b—c),
where it is distinguished from arithmetic, which asks how many each number is.
2. On one reading this is Socrates’ fullest statement in the dialogue of what his
refutations are for: the same examination turned first on himself (compare Apology
21b-23b, 38a).
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CHARMIDES 166d-167b

good, do you think, for practically all men, that each of the things
that are should become plain, as it really is?”

“Very much so, Socrates,” he said.

“Then take heart, my dear fellow,” I said, “answer the ques-
tion as it seems to you, and say goodbye to whether it is Critias or
Socrates who is being refuted.! Just pay attention to the argument
itself, and look to see what will become of it under refutation.”

“All right,” he said, “I'll do that; you seem to me to be talking
sense.”

“Tell me, then,” I said, “what do you say about temperance?”

“I say,” said he, “that alone of all the kinds of knowledge it is
knowledge both of itself and of the other kinds of knowledge.”

“Then,” 1 said, “if it is knowledge of knowledge, it would also
be knowledge of the lack of knowledge?”

“Certainly,” he said.

“Then only the temperate man will know himself, and be able
to examine what he in fact knows and what he does not; and he
will likewise be able to inspect others, to see what a person knows
and thinks he knows, if he does know it, and again what he thinks
he knows but does not; and no one else will. And this is being tem-
perate, and temperance, and knowing oneself: knowing what one
knows and what one does not know. Is that what you are saying?”?

“It is,” he said.

“Then once more,” I said, “the third time, for the Savior, let us
look, as though from the beginning, first whether it is possible or
not for this to be, to know what one knows and what one does
not know, (that one knows it and) that one does not know it; and
second, even if it is entirely possible, what benefit there would be
for us in knowing it.”3

“Well, we must look into it,” he said.

“Come then, Critias,” I said, “look into it, and see whether, on
these matters,

1. “Say goodbye to” is ea chairein, literally “let it rejoice”: perhaps a smile at Critias,
who has just banished “rejoice” as a greeting.

2. Many readers see in “knowledge of the lack of knowledge” a portrait of Socrates
as the Apology draws him: the man who examines others to find who thinks he
knows and does not, and who does not think he knows what he does not know
(21d; compare 21b, 22¢-d). Whether knowledge of knowledge could really do this
is what the argument goes on to test (170d-171c).

3. Atadrinking-party the third cup was poured to Zeus the Savior, and “the third,
for the Savior” became a proverb for a third and, one hopes, successful attempt
(Philebus 66d, Republic 583b). The words in angle brackets are supplied from later
manuscripts.
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CHARMIDES 167b-167e

you turn out to be better provided with a way through than I am:
for I can find no way through. Shall I tell you where I find none?”*

“Please do,” he said.

“Well, wouldn't all this amount to the following,” I said, “if what
you were just saying is right: that there is one single knowledge
which is knowledge of nothing else but itself and the other kinds
of knowledge, and that this same knowledge is also knowledge of
the lack of knowledge?”

“Certainly.”

“Then see what a strange thing we are trying to say, my friend.
For if you look at this same thing in other cases, it will seem to you,
I think, to be impossible.”

“How so, and where?”

“In these. Consider whether you think there is a kind of sight
which is not sight of the things the other sights are of, but is sight
of itself and of the other sights, and of non-sights likewise; and
which, though it is sight, sees no color, but sees itself and the other
sights. Do you think there is such a thing?”>

“By Zeus, I don’t.”

“And a hearing which hears no sound, but hears itself and the
other hearings, and the non-hearings?”

“Not that either.”

“Then, taking all the senses together, see whether you think
there is any sense which is a sense of senses and of itself, but which
senses none of the things the other senses sense.”

“I don’t think so.”

“Well, do you think there is a desire which is desire for no plea-
sure, but for itself and for the other desires?”

“Certainly not.”

“Nor, I imagine, a wish which wishes for no good, but wishes
for itself and for the other wishes.”

1. The Greek plays on poros, “way through”: euporos is “well provided with ways”,
and aporein, “to be at a loss”, is to have none. Plato’s Socratic dialogues, this one
among them, characteristically end in aporia.

2. The comedy of the examples looks deliberate and deadpan. The problem under-
neath is serious and long-lived: Aristotle asks whether it is by sight that we perceive
that we see (De Anima 3.2, 425b12-25).
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CHARMIDES 167e-168¢

“Of course not.”

“And would you say there is a love of such a kind that it turns
out to be love of nothing beautiful, but of itself and of the other
loves?”*

“No,” he said, “I wouldn't.”

“And have you ever yet come across a fear which fears itself and
the other fears, but fears not one of the things that are dreadful?”

“I haven’t come across one,” he said.

“Or an opinion which is an opinion of opinions and of itself,
but has no opinion about any of the things the other opinions are
opinions about?”

“Not at all.”

“But knowledge, it seems, we are saying there is of this kind:
knowledge of no subject of learning, but knowledge of itself and
of the other kinds of knowledge?”

“We are.”

“Then isn't it strange, if there really is such a thing? For let’s not
yet insist that there isn’t; let us go on looking into whether there
is.”

“You're right.”

“Come then: this knowledge is knowledge of something, and
has a certain power such that it is of something, doesn't it?”"?

“Certainly.”

“For we say that the greater, too, has a certain power such that
it is greater than something?”

“It has.”

“Than something smaller, that is, if it is to be greater.”

“Necessarily.”

“So if we were to find something greater which is greater than
the greater things and than itself, but greater than none of the
things than which the others are greater, then surely this would
certainly be true of it: if it were greater than itself, it would also be
smaller than itself. Wouldn't it?”

1. Love (erds) is assumed to be of the beautiful, as desire is of pleasure and wish of
the good in the lines just before. The Symposium starts from the same assumption
(201a, 204d), though Diotima refines it: love is of begetting in the beautiful (206e).
A love of no beautiful thing is a contradiction as well as a joke; after the prologue,
perhaps a pointed one.

2. Dynamis, “power” or “capacity”: what a thing is able to do or undergo in relation
to something else. The argument assumes that each capacity is defined by its proper
object, as the Republic later makes explicit: a power is defined by what it is set over
and what it achieves (477¢-d).
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“Absolutely necessary, Socrates,” he said.

“And again, if something is double both of the other doubles
and of itself, then it would presumably be double of itself and of
the others as of halves; for there is no double of anything but a
half.”

“True.”

“And what is more than itself will also be less, will it not, and
what is heavier lighter, and what is older younger, and so with
everything else? Whatever has its own power in relation to itself,
will it not also have the character toward which its power was di-
rected?' I mean something like this: hearing, we say, was the hear-
ing of nothing but sound, wasn't it?”

“Yes.”

“Then if hearing is to hear itself, it will hear itself as having a
sound; for it could not hear otherwise.”

“Absolutely necessary.”

“And sight too, my excellent friend, if it is to see itself, must have
some color; for sight will never see anything that has no color.”

“No, it won't.”

“So you see, Critias, that of the cases we have gone through,
some appear to us to be altogether impossible, while others are
very strongly doubted ever to have their own power in relation to
themselves? For with magnitudes and numbers and such things it
is altogether impossible, isn’t it?”

“Certainly.”

“Again, hearing and sight, and indeed motion moving itself and
heat burning itself, and all such things, would raise disbelief in
some people, though perhaps not in others.? It needs a great man,
my friend, to determine this adequately for all cases:

1. “Character” renders ousia, being or nature. The principle: if a thing’s power is to
be exercised on itself, the thing must itself have the property that power is directed
at. So hearing that hears itself must have a sound, and sight that sees itself must
have a color.

2. Socrates leaves self-motion open; in later dialogues Plato defines the soul pre-
cisely as the motion that moves itself (Phaedrus 245c—e; Laws 895e-896a).
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whether none of the things that are is by nature able to have its own
power in relation to itself, but only in relation to something else;* or
whether some are and some are not; and again, if there are things
that relate to themselves, whether among them is the knowledge
that we say temperance is. I, for my part, don’t trust myself to be
capable of making these distinctions. That is why I can neither say
with confidence whether it is possible for this to come about, for
there to be knowledge of knowledge, nor, even if it most certainly
exists, accept that it is temperance, until I have looked into whether
a thing of that kind would benefit us or not. For I have a prophetic
hunch that temperance is something beneficial and good.? So you,
son of Callaeschrus, since you lay it down that temperance is this,
knowledge of knowledge and indeed of the lack of knowledge, first
show this: that what I just mentioned is possible; and then, besides
its being possible, that it is beneficial too. And then perhaps you
will satisfy me as well that you are right about what temperance
is.”

When Critias heard this and saw me at a loss, it was like people
who catch a yawn from those they see yawning opposite them: he
too seemed to me to be forced by my perplexity to be caught by
perplexity himself.3 Since he was used to being admired on every
occasion, he was ashamed in front of the company; he was not will-
ing to concede to me that he could not make the distinctions I was
challenging him to make, and he said nothing clear, but kept cov-
ering up his perplexity. So I, to keep our argument moving, said,
“Well, if you like, Critias, let us grant for now that it is possible for
there to be knowledge of knowledge; we shall look into it again
another time, whether it is so or not. Come then: even if this is en-
tirely possible, how does it make one any more able to know what
one knows and what one does not? For this, surely, is what we said
knowing oneself and being temperate is, isn't it?”

“Certainly,” he said, “and it does follow, Socrates. For if

1. Burnet, after Schleiermacher, deletes “except knowledge” after “in relation to
itself”: the words would assume the answer to the question Socrates goes on to ask.
2. Manteuomai, “I divine”, is Plato’s usual word for a hunch (Republic 506a, Phae-
drus 278e). After Critias’ god who speaks “as a prophet would” (164e), it may be
heard as an echo; that is an interpretation.

3. Yawning is catching, as the Aristotelian Problems observe (7.1). “Caught” (halo-
nai) is the verb Socrates used of himself at 155¢, caught by the beautiful boy; now
Critias is the one caught. Badham would delete “forced”; Burnet, who keeps it, asks
whether Plato wrote “infected” (anaplésthenai), the verb Thucydides uses of catch-
ing the plague (2.51).
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someone has knowledge which knows itself, he himself would be
of the same kind as what he has. Just as when someone has speed
he is fast, and when he has beauty, beautiful, and when he has
knowledge, knowing, so when he has knowledge that is knowl-
edge of itself, then surely he will be knowing himself.”*

“That isn’t what I'm disputing,” I said, “that when someone has
what knows itself, he will know himself. But what necessity is there
that someone who has it should know what he knows and what he
does not know?”

“Because, Socrates, this is the same as that.”

“Perhaps,” I said, “but I'm afraid I'm my same old self: again
I don’t understand how it is the same thing, to know what one
knows and to know what one does not know.”

“What do you mean?” he said.

“This,” I said. “Knowledge that is knowledge of knowledge: will
it be able to distinguish anything more than that, of these things,
this one is knowledge and that one is not knowledge?”

“No, only that much.”

“Then is it the same as knowledge and lack of knowledge of the
healthy, and as knowledge and lack of knowledge of the just?”

“Not at all.”

“No: the one, I think, is medicine, the other statesmanship, and
this one nothing but knowledge.”

“Of course.”

“So if someone does not also know what is healthy and what is
just, but knows only knowledge, since that is all he has knowledge
of, it stands to reason that he would know that he knows something
and that he has some knowledge, both about himself and about
others, wouldn’t he?”

“Yes.”

1. Critias” principle is that whoever has a thing becomes such as the thing he has.
His examples are pairs that share a root: speed (fachos) makes one fast (tachys),
beauty (kallos) beautiful (kalos), knowledge (gnosis) knowing (gignoskon). Socrates
grants the step and questions the next one.

55

170



170b-170e XAPMIAHZ

‘O7c 8¢ ryvyvokel, TavTy TI €moTiuy TOS €loeTal;
yryvdoker yap O1 TO pev Vywewov T3 Latpki] dAN od owppo-
ouvy, 70 O apuovikov povotkj] dAN o owdppoovvy, TO O
0lk0douLkov olkodoutki) dAN o owdpoaivy, kal oUTw TdvTa
7) ov;

Qawerar.

Xwdpooivy O€, elmep pdvov €oTW EMOTHUOV ETOTHUY,
TAS €L0ETAL OTL TO VYLEWOV YUYVWOKEL 7] OTL TO OLKOOOULKOV;

Ovdapws.

Ovk dpa eloetar 0 oldev 0 ToUTO ayvo@v, dAN’ 6Tt 0ldev
povov.

"Eoukev.

3 R4 ~ ~ 9 N %4 > \ ’ > /.

Ovk dpa owdpovelr To0T dv €l ovde ocwdpooivy, edévar
o % e \ 5 > ) e ” o % \ e
d 7€ oldev kal 4 un oldev, al\\’, ws €owev, 6TL 0ldeV Kal OTL
0UK 0ldev povov.

Kwdvveve.

> QA L k4 4 54 o} > 4 4 4

Ovde dAAov dpa oids Te éoTar ovTos €feTacar ¢dokovTd
Tt émioTacbal, woTepov émioTaTar 6 ¢now emioTactar ) ovk
€mioTaTar aAAQ TOOOUTOV UOVOV, WS €EOLKEV, YVWOETAL, OTL
éxel Twa €moTniuny, 6Tov 8€ ye, 11 owppoolyy ol TonjoEL
aVTOV YUYVOKeW.

O0v ¢alverar.

Otre dpa TOv mpoomooluevor tatpov elvar, SvTa &8¢ wy,
kal Tov ws aA\nlds ovra oids Te €oTal duakpivew, olTe dANov
ovdéva TV €moTnuovwy kal pi. okepwuela 3¢ éx TdVde

b ’ 3 7’ N e ~ k4 \ e > ~ 5> \
€l péAew 0 owppwy 1) 00TIo0DY dANOS TOv ws aAnbids taTpov
dwayvddoeclar kal Tov u1), ap’ ovx ®Oe ToLjoEL TEPL eV
laTpikijs dmov avT® ov dwaAéfeTar—ovdév yap émalel, ws
v e > \ kd 9 O\ \ € \ \ \ ~ N Q/.
€papev, 0 latpos aAX’ 1) TO VyLewor kal 70 voowdes—1i) ov;

Nai, ovrws.

[lept &€ ye emomiuns ovdév oldev, aAAa TobTo &) 71
owdpoovvy uovy amédouer.

b1z wds W: Smws BT e4 ) T: 7B

56

10

10

10



CHARMIDES 170b-170e

“But how will he know, by this knowledge, what it is he knows?
For he knows the healthy by medicine and not by temperance, the
harmonious by music and not by temperance, what belongs to
house-building by house-building and not by temperance, and so
on for everything. Isn’t that so?”

“So it appears.”

“But by temperance, if it is only knowledge of kinds of knowl-
edge, how will he know that he knows the healthy, or what belongs
to house-building?”

“Inno way.”

“Then the man who is ignorant of these will not know what he
knows, but only that he knows.”

“It seems so.”

“Then being temperate, and temperance, would not be this,
knowing what one knows and what one does not know, but, it
seems, only that one knows and that one does not know.”

“It looks that way.”

“Nor, then, will this man be able to examine someone else who
claims to know something, to see whether he knows what he says
he knows or does not know it. He will know only this much, it
seems, that the man has some knowledge; but of what, temperance
will not make him know.”*

“Apparently not.”

“Then he will be able to distinguish neither the man who pre-
tends to be a doctor, but is not, from the one who truly is, nor any-
one else who has knowledge from anyone who does not. Let us
look into it from this angle. If the temperate man, or anyone else,
is to tell the true doctor from the one who is not, won’t he proceed
like this? He will surely not discuss medicine with him—for the
doctor, as we said, understands nothing but the healthy and the
diseased. Isn't that s0?”

“Yes, that’s so.”

“But about knowledge the doctor knows nothing; that, we as-
signed to temperance alone.”

1. This is perhaps the result that tells most against Critias” definition. One of the
powers credited to temperance at 167a, examining others to find who knows and
who thinks he knows but does not, is exactly what Socrates does in the Apology (21b—
22e); on this account temperance could not do it. That the resemblance is deliberate
is an interpretation, though a common one.
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“Yes.”

“Then the medical man doesn’t know about medicine either,
since medicine is in fact a knowledge.”

“True.”

“That the doctor has some knowledge, then, the temperate man
will know; but when he has to test what knowledge it is, won't he
look into what it is of? Or isn’t each kind of knowledge defined, not
just as being knowledge, but as being a particular knowledge, by
its being of particular things?”

“By that, yes.”

“And medicine was defined as different from the other kinds of
knowledge by being knowledge of the healthy and the diseased.”

“Yes.”

“Then whoever wants to look into medicine must look into it in
the things in which it is found, and surely not in the things outside
it, in which it is not?”

“Certainly not.”

“Then the man who looks into it correctly will examine the doc-
tor, in so far as he is a doctor, in what is healthy and diseased.”

“It seems s0.”

“Examining, in what is said or done in this way, whether the
things said are said truly and whether the things done are done
rightly?”

“Necessarily.”

“Could anyone, then, follow either of these without medicine?”

“Certainly not.”

“Nor could anyone else, it seems, except a doctor, and so not the
temperate man either; for then he would be a doctor in addition to
being temperate.”

“That is so.”

1. The deadpan conclusion, that the doctor does not know medicine, follows be-
cause medicine has just been classed as a knowledge, and knowledge of knowledge
was given to temperance alone.
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CHARMIDES 171c-172a

“Most certainly, then, if temperance is only knowledge of knowl-
edge and of the lack of knowledge, it will be able to tell neither
a doctor who knows the things of his craft from one who does
not know them but pretends or thinks he does, nor anyone else
who knows anything at all, except the temperate man’s own fel-
low craftsman, as the other craftsmen can.”

“So it appears,” he said.

“Then what benefit, Critias,” I said, “would we still get from
temperance, if it is like this? For if, as we supposed at the start, the
temperate man knew what he knew and what he did not know, of
some things that he knows them, of others that he does not, and
were able to examine another man in the same situation, then, we
say, it would be of enormous benefit to us to be temperate." For
we would live our lives without error, both we ourselves who had
temperance and all the others who were ruled by us. For neither
would we ourselves try to do what we did not know; we would find
those who did know and hand things over to them. Nor would we
allow the others we ruled to do anything except what they would
do correctly, and that would be whatever they had knowledge of.
And so a household run by temperance would be bound to be run
well, and a city governed by it too, and everything else that temper-
ance ruled. For with error removed and rightness leading, those so
disposed must necessarily do finely and well in every action, and
those who do well must be happy.> Wasn't this what we were say-
ing about temperance, Critias,” I said, “when we said what a great
good it would be to know what one knows and what one does not
know?”

“Certainly,” he said, “that is what we said.”

1. “Enormous” renders megalosti, a rare epic and Ionic adverb: Homer uses it of a
great warrior lying “at his full length” in the dust (Iliad 16.776, 18.26), Herodotus
simply for “greatly” (6.70).Itis Stephanus’ conjecture for the manuscripts’ “greatly,
inaway”;if itis right, the Homeric ring may be Socrates waxing mock-heroic, which
is an interpretation.

2. Eu prattein, “to do well”, means both to act well and to fare well, prosper; Plato
often exploits the double sense (compare Gorgias 507¢, also of the temperate man).
The step from doing well to being happy (eudaimon) rides on it. Spoken to Critias,
the picture of “us” ruling a city without error invites an irony many readers have
felt.
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CHARMIDES 172a-172d

“But now,” I said, “you see that no knowledge of this kind has
turned up anywhere.”

“I see,” he said.

“Well then,” I said, “is this the good that temperance has, as we
are now finding it to be, knowing knowledge and the lack of knowl-
edge: that whoever has it will learn more easily whatever else he
learns, and everything will appear more clearly to him, since in
addition to each thing he learns he has a view of the knowledge
as well; and that he will examine others better about the things he
himself has learned, while those who examine without it will do so
more feebly and poorly? Is it some such things as these, my friend,
that we shall get out of temperance, while we have been looking at
something greater, and seeking for it to be greater than it is?”

“Perhaps that is how it is,” he said.

“Perhaps,” I said. “And perhaps our search has been to no use-
ful purpose. L infer this because some strange things come to light
about temperance, if it is of this kind. For let us see, if you like,
granting both that it is possible to know knowledge, and, as for
what we laid down at the start that temperance is, knowing what
one knows and what one does not know, let us not take that away
from it, but grant it. And having granted all this, let us look still
better at whether, if it is of that kind, it will benefit us at all. For
what we were saying just now, that temperance would be a great
good if it were of that kind, as the guide of the management of
household and of city, I don’t think, Critias, we were right to agree
to.”

“How s0?” said he.

“Because,” I said, “we too easily agreed that it would be a great
good for men if each of us did what we knew, and handed over
what we did not know to others who did know it.”*

1. The principle that each should do what he knows and leave the rest to those
who know recalls the founding principle of the city in Republic II, that each should
do the one work for which he is suited by nature (369e—370c); Republic IV restates
it as “doing one’s own business” (433a-b), the formula Charmides offered at 161b.
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“Then weren’t we right to agree to that?” he said.

“T don’t think we were,” I said.

“You're saying some truly strange things, Socrates,” he said.

“By the dog,” I said, “I think so too;* and it was with my eye on
this very point that I said just now that some strange things were
coming to light for me, and that I was afraid we were not looking
into it correctly. For truly, even if temperance is entirely of this kind,
it does not seem at all clear to me that it does us any good.”

“How s0?” said he. “Tell us, so that we too may know what you
mean.”

“I think I'm talking nonsense,” I said. “All the same, one must
look into what comes to light and not let it go by at random, if one
cares for oneself even a little.”

“Yes, you're right,” he said.

“Hear my dream, then,” I said, “whether it has come through
horn or through ivory.? If temperance ruled us as fully as could be,
being such as we are now defining it, wouldn’t everything be done
according to the kinds of knowledge? No one who claimed to be
a pilot, but was not, would deceive us, nor would any doctor or
general or anyone else escape our notice who pretended to know
what he did not know. With things so, what else would happen
to us than that we would be healthier in body than we are now,
and come through safe when in danger at sea and in war, and that
our equipment and clothing and our footwear, all of it, and all our
possessions would be expertly made for us, and much else besides,
because we would be using genuine craftsmen? And if you like, let
us grant that prophecy too is

1. “By the dog” was Socrates’ favorite oath: he swears it at Gorgias 482b, calling the
dog “the god of the Egyptians”, and before his jury (Apology 22a). Ancient scholars
called it the “oath of Rhadamanthys”, who had men swear by dog, goose or ram
rather than by the gods (Suda p 13); Porphyry insists that Socrates was not joking
(On Abstinence 3.16). Whether he swore it with a smile is a matter of reading.

2. In the Odyssey (19.560-67) Penelope says that dreams come through two gates:
those through the gate of horn come true, those through the gate of ivory deceive.
Socrates does not know which kind his is.
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CHARMIDES 173c-174a

knowledge of what is going to be, and that temperance, presiding
over it, turns away the impostors and sets up the true prophets
for us as foretellers of the future." Equipped in this way, the hu-
man race would act and live knowledgeably, I grant, since temper-
ance, standing guard, would not allow the lack of knowledge to
slip in and work alongside us. But that by acting knowledgeably
we would do well and be happy, this, my dear Critias, we cannot
yet learn.”

“And yet,” he said, “you won't easily find anything else that
crowns doing well, if you slight ‘’knowledgeably”.”

“Then teach me one small thing more,” I said. “Knowledgeably
about what? About cutting leather?”?

“By Zeus, not 1.”

“Working bronze, then?”

“Not at all.”

“Or wool, or wood, or anything else of that sort?”

“Certainly not.”

“Then we are no longer holding to the argument,” I said, “that
the man who lives knowledgeably is happy. For these people live
knowledgeably, and you do not admit that they are happy; rather, I
think, you are marking off the happy man as one who lives knowl-
edgeably about certain things. And perhaps you mean the one I
was speaking of just now, the one who knows all that is going to
be, the prophet. Do you mean him, or someone else?”

“Him,” he said, “and another as well.”

“Which?” I said. “Can it be the sort of man who, besides the
future, knew everything that has happened and everything that is
now, and was ignorant of nothing? Let us suppose there is such a
man. For I don’t

1. Alazones, “impostors”, were the stock pretenders of comedy, men who claimed
knowledge or powers they lacked (Aristophanes, Birds 983, 1016); Aristotle’s ex-
amples are the prophet, the sage and the doctor (Nicomachean Ethics 4.7, 1127b17-
20). The word names, in effect, the man Socrates’ questioning exposes, though the
Clouds (102) pinned it on Socrates himself.

2. Socrates’ lowly examples are his trademark, and Callicles complains of them in
the Gorgias (491a): “shoemakers and fullers and cooks and doctors, you never stop”.
Critias, who at 163b put cobblers beside prostitutes, is not amused.
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CHARMIDES 174a-174d

think you would say that anyone lived still more knowledgeably
than he.”

“Certainly not.”

“Then this is what I still long to know: which of the kinds of
knowledge makes him happy? Or do they all, alike?”

“Not alike at all,” he said.

“Then which, most of all? The one by which he knows what, of
the things that are and have been and are going to be? Is it perhaps
the one by which he knows draughts?”

“Draughts?” said he. “What draughts?”*

“The one, then, by which he knows calculation?”

“Not at all.”

“The one by which he knows what is healthy?”

“More s0,” he said.

“And the one I mean, the one that does it most of all,” I said, “is
the one by which he knows what?”

“By which he knows good,” he said, “and bad.”

“You rascal!” I said. “All this time you’'ve been dragging me
round in a circle, hiding from me that it was not living knowledge-
ably that made us do well and be happy, not even with all the other
kinds of knowledge together, but only this one, the knowledge of
good and bad.* For, Critias, if you choose to take this knowledge
away from the other kinds of knowledge, will medicine make us
any less healthy, or cobbling any less well shod, or weaving any
less well clothed, or will the pilot’s art any less prevent us from
dying at sea, and generalship in war?”

“No less,” he said.

“But, my dear Critias, each of these things being done well and
beneficially: that will be gone from us, if this is absent.”

“You're right.”

“But this, it seems, is not temperance, but the knowledge whose

1. Petteia, draughts, was a board game played with pebbles. Plato treats it as a real
skill that needs long practice (Republic 374c; Statesman 292e), and in the Republic
Adeimantus likens Socrates” own questioning to it, the weaker player hemmed in
“in words, not pebbles” (487b—c). Critias bristles at being offered a game.

2. On one widely held reading this is the dialogue’s positive hint: the knowledge
that benefits is knowledge of good and bad, the pair on which Critias built his own
definition at 163e. The same knowledge surfaces at the end of the Laches (199c—e),
where it likewise wrecks the definition under examination; the Euthydemus hunts
for the knowledge that makes us happy and goes round in a circle (291b—292e).
Critias names it, and at once tries to bring it under temperance (174d-e).

69

C



174d-175b XAPMIAHZ

épyov €0TW TO WpeNely Muds. o0 yap EmMOTNUDV YE Kal
AVETTIOTNUOCVVAV 1) €moTNU €07, dAAa dyabol Te kal
Kakol @oTe €l alTn €0TW WPENos, 1) owdpooivy dANo
T av € [ operiun] Huiv.

T( &, 7 & 8s, ovk av almy wpelol; el yap 6Tt pd\oTta
TOV EMOTNUOV €MOTHUY €0TW 1) Owdpoolvy, €moTaTel
d¢ kal Tals d\\ats emoTiuas, kal TavTns ojmov dv dpyovoa
T1)s mepl Tayalov emoTnuns wpelot av uas.

"H kav vywalvew mowl, v & eyw, alrn, a\\’ ovx 7
laTpw); Kal TGAAG Ta TOV Texywv alTn Qv mowol, Kal ovy
al d\\at 70 avTi)s €pyov €kaaTy; 7 o0 malar OEpapTUPO-
pea  OTL €moTiuns udvov €0TW KAl AVETTLOTNUOOUVYS
€mLOTNUT, AANOV O€ 0VdEVds ovY OUTwW;

Qaiveral ye.

Ovk dpa vyelas éoTar dnuovpyds;

0v &jra.

"ANAys yap T Téxvms vylewa 1) ot

"AAA7s.

Ovd dpa wpelias, @ €raipe dA\y yap ab amédouev
T0UTO TO €pyov TéxVY Vvuvdn 1) yap;

[Mavv ye.

[Ids odv wdpéApos €orar 1) owdpoovry, ovdeuds wpe-
Alas oboa dnutovpyos;

Ovdaums, @ XdkpaTes, Eoév ye.

Opas otv, & Kpiria, ws e€yw malar ekdTws €dedoikn
Kal Owalws €uavTov NTIOuNY OTL 0VOEV XPNOTOV TEPL Ow-
ppooilvys okom®; o0 yap dv wov & ye KAANOTOV TAVTwY
opoloyeiTar €lvai, ToOTO MUY AvwdeENes epdvm, €l TL €uol
Opelos T mpos TO KaAws (nrev. viv d¢ mavraxi yap
NTTpeba, kal ov dvvduela elpelv € 6Tw TOTE TV SVTWY

d 4 ye] e Heindorf  d7 7 addeliun B: wpeiun T: 7 cdperiun Schleiermacher:
secl. Madvig  e3 kdv Schanz: kat BT  e4 ovy at Hermann: ovxt BT bz
Speros T: dipedos B b 3 yp. evpeiv T: Exew BT

70

10
175

10



CHARMIDES 174d-175b

work is to benefit us. For it is knowledge not of kinds of knowledge
and lacks of knowledge, but of good and bad. So if this is what
benefits us, temperance would be something else for us.”

“Why couldn’t it benefit us?” said he. “For if temperance really
is, in the fullest sense, knowledge of kinds of knowledge, and pre-
sides over the other kinds of knowledge too, then surely, since it
would rule over this knowledge of the good as well, it would ben-
efit us.”

“Would it also make us healthy,” I said, “and not medicine? And
would it do the other things belonging to the crafts, and not each of
those crafts its own work? Or didn’t we solemnly declare long ago
that it is knowledge only of knowledge and of the lack of knowl-
edge, and of nothing else? Isn’t that so?”

“It seems so.”

“Then it will not be the craftsman of health?”

“Certainly not.”

“For health belonged to another craft, didn't it?”

“To another.”

“Nor of benefit either, then, my friend; for we just now assigned
this work in turn to another craft, didn’t we?”

“Certainly.”

“How then will temperance be beneficial, when it is the crafts-
man of no benefit?”

“It seems it can’t be, Socrates, in any way.”

“So you see, Critias, that my fear long ago was reasonable, and I
was right to blame myself for looking into temperance to no useful
purpose? For surely what is agreed to be the finest of all things
would not have turned out to be of no use to us, if I were of any
use at inquiring well. As it is, we are beaten on every side, and
cannot discover to which of the things that are
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175b—176a XAPMIAHZ
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CHARMIDES 175b-176a

the lawgiver gave this name, temperance.” And yet we have con-
ceded many things that did not follow in the argument. For we
conceded that there is knowledge of knowledge, though the argu-
ment did not allow it or say that there was; and we conceded, again,
that by this knowledge one knows the works of the other kinds of
knowledge too, though the argument did not allow this either, so
that, if you please, our temperate man might turn out to know, of
what he knows, that he knows it, and of what he does not know,
that he does not know it. This we conceded with the utmost mag-
nificence, without even considering that it is impossible to know,
in some way or other, what one does not know at all; for our agree-
ment says that he knows them, knows that he does not know them.
And yet, I think, nothing could appear more absurd than this. Still,
though it found us so simple-minded and so easy to deal with, our
inquiry is no more able to find the truth. It has made such a mock-
ery of the truth that what we long ago agreed on, and made up
between us, and laid down as temperance, it has shown, with the
utmost insolence, to be of no benefit.> For my own part I am less
aggrieved. But on your account, Charmides,” I said, “I am very ag-
grieved, if you, being such as you are in your looks and, besides,
most temperate in soul, are to get no profit from this temperance,
and it is to be of no benefit to you in life by being present in you.
And I am still more aggrieved on account of the charm I learned
from the Thracian, if I took great pains to learn a charm for a thing
worth nothing. Well, I don’t at all think it is so; rather, I am a poor
inquirer. For I do think that temperance is a great good, and that
if you have it you are blessed. So see whether you have it and have
no need of the charm. For if you have it, I would sooner

1. The “lawgiver” (nomothetés) is the imagined first giver of names, a figure the
Cratylus develops at length (388e-390a); later manuscripts read “name-giver” here.
2. Socrates personifies the inquiry as an insolent mocker: finding its partners
simple-minded (euethikoi) and not hard to handle, it laughed at the truth and
showed their definition to be of no benefit “with the utmost insolence” (hybristikos).
The “magnificence” of their concessions reads as irony: they gave away lavishly
what the argument did not allow.
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176a-176d XAPMIAHZ
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CHARMIDES 176a-176d

advise you to regard me as a babbler, unable to inquire into any-
thing whatever by argument, and yourself to be happier just in
proportion as you are more temperate.”

And Charmides said, “But by Zeus, Socrates, I don’t know
whether I have it or whether I don’t. For how could I know, when
not even you two are able to discover what it is, as you say? I'm not
altogether persuaded by you, though, Socrates,* and I think I very
much need the charm. As far as I'm concerned, nothing stops me
from being charmed by you every day, until you say it’s enough.”

“Very well,” said Critias. “But Charmides, if you do this, it will
be proof to me that you are temperate: if you let Socrates charm
you and don’t desert him, great or small.”

“Count on it,” he said: “I'll follow him and not desert him. I'd
be doing something terrible if I didn't obey you, my guardian, and
didn’t do what you order.”

“Well, I do order it,” he said.

“Then I'll do it,” he said, “starting from this very day.”

“You two,” I said, “what are you plotting to do?”

“Nothing,” said Charmides. “We’ve finished plotting.”>

“So you'll use force,” I said, “and won’t even give me a prelimi-
nary hearing?”3

“Count on force,” he said, “since this man here gives the orders.
You, for your part, take counsel what you'll do about it.”

“There’s no counsel left,” I said. “When you set about doing any-
thing, and use force, no man alive will be able to oppose you.”

“Then don’t you oppose me either,” said he.

“Then I won't oppose you,” I said.

1. Peithomai, “1 am persuaded”: Charmides is not persuaded by Socrates, and a
moment later will obey (peithesthai, the same verb) his guardian. The play on per-
suading and obeying begun at 156a and 157b—c closes here, just as persuasion gives
way to force.

2. The verb (bouleuesthai) means to deliberate, to take counsel, and so to plot;
Socrates asks in the present, Charmides answers in the perfect: the plotting is done.
Some twenty-five years later these two ruled Athens by force in the oligarchy of
404-403 BC, Critias among the Thirty and Charmides among the Ten set over the
Piraeus; both died fighting the democrats at Munychia (Xenophon, Hellenica 2.4.19).
Many readers hear the exchange as the dialogue’s last and darkest irony.

3. Anakrisis, the preliminary hearing held by a magistrate before a case went to
court: Socrates protests, in the language of the courts, that force is to be used on
him without even this first step of due process.
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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.

agree, opoloyetv (homologein); agreement, opoloyia. The part-
ners’ steps in the argument: 158c, 160e, 163a, 164c, 165b—,
172d-e, 175a—d. At 162e and 166b “agree” renders ovyywpetv
(see concede).

appropriate to one, otketos (oikeios). Critias’ word, paired with
“one’s own” and opposed to “belonging to others”: 163c—d.

argument, A\dyos (logos), where it means the discussion itself:
160b—d, 162e, 166c—e, 169d, 173e, 175b—c, 176a. Elsewhere “ac-
count” (158d, 164c, 165b), “principle” (156¢, 161e) and “words”
(157a, “beautiful words”).

at a loss, amopeiv (aporein); perplexity, amopia; no way through
(167b). 155¢, 156b, 167b, 169c—d. See Key Words, “Look into,
and at a loss”.

bad, kaxos (kakos). Never “evil”: 156e, 161a-b, 163e, 174b—d. See
Key Words, “Good and bad”.

bashful, aloyvvrnAos (aischyntelos): 160e; “bashfulness” at 158¢.

beautiful, kaAds (kalos), of persons, of the object of love, and of
the charm’s words: 154a—155d, 157a, 158¢c, 167e. See fine, and
Key Words, “Fine, beautiful”.

beautiful and good, kalos kat ayallos (kalos kai agathos), the stock
phrase kaAos kayalds for a gentleman, in its full form: 154e.

belonging to others, aAAd7puos (allotrios): 162a, 163c.

beneficial, wpéyuos (ophelimos); benefit, wdeleiv, wpeAia; of
no benefit, avwpelrjs. 163c, 164b—c, 165d, 167b, 169b—c, 171d,
174d-175a, 175d—€; avwpelrjs is “of no use” at 175b, where
it plays on use. (“Benefit” at 172d renders ovivnut.) See Key
Words, “Benefit”.

charm, érwd) (epdidé); to charm, to sing a charm, €rgdew. 155e—
158¢, 175e-176b. See Key Words, “Charm and remedy”.

concede, grant, cvyywpetv (synchorein), of steps allowed for the
sake of argument: 164d, 169c—d, 172¢, 173¢, 175b—c; “agree” at
162e and 166b.
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craft, Téxv (techné): 161e,165d, 171¢, 174e-175a; “art” at 165e (“the
art of calculation”).

craftsman, dnuiovpyds (demiourgos): 162e, 164a-b, 171¢, 173¢; “the
craftsman of health”, “of no benefit”, 174e-175a.

do, mparrew (prattein); doing, mpatis. Kept apart from make and
work: 161b-163e, 171d-172a. See Key Words, “Doing, making,
working”.

do well, €0 mparTew (eu prattein), both acting well and faring well:
172a, 173d, 174b. See Key Words, “Doing well, and happy”.

doctor, catpds (iatros): 156b—157b, 164a—c, 170e-171c, 173b.
Medicine, (atpw) (iatriké): 165¢, 170b-171b, 174c—e; “doctor-
ing” once, of Socrates’ pretence, 158e.

doing one’s own business, 70 Ta €avTot mparTew (to ta heautou
prattein): 161b—163c. See Key Words.

examine, eferalew (exetazein): 167a, 170d, 172b; also for com-
pounds of okomeiv where a person is examined, 171b, 171d.

fine, kaAds (kalos), of acts, works and things: 159c—160d, 163c,
165d—-e, 172a, 175a. See beautiful.

force, Bualeclar (biazesthai): 176c—d.

good, ayallos (agathos): 160e-161b, 163e, 169b, 172a-d, 174b—e,
175€.

guardian, émitpomos (epitropos): 155a, 176¢.

happy, ebdaiuwyv (eudaimon); be happy, evdaiuovetv: 172a, 173d-
174c. Happiness, evdaiuovia: 158a.

health, vyiewa (hygieia), the product of medicine: 157a-b, 165d,
174e-175a. The healthy, what is healthy, 70 vUywewdv (to
hygieinon), the object of medicine: 165¢, 170a-171b, 174b. The
two are kept apart: medicine is knowledge of the healthy and
produces health.

impostor, alalwv (alazon): 173c¢.

inquire, inquiry, {(nretv, (o (zétein): 160a, 165b, 165¢, 175b,
175d-176a; “search”, “seeking”, 172c; “looking for”, 166b.

know, edévar, yryvdokew, émioracbau all “know”, so that
the formula “knowing what one knows and what one does
not know” keeps the same verb wherever it recurs (167a-b,
169d-170a, 170d, 171d, 1724, 172¢).

knowing oneself, yryvawokew €avrov (gignoskein heauton): 164c—
165b, 1673, 169d—e. See Key Words.

knowledge, émomjun (episteme); kinds of knowledge for the
plural: 165c-175b. Knowledge of knowledge, emomiun
emoTus: 166e, 169b—d, 170a, 170¢, 171¢, 175b. “Knowledge”
also renders yvdots twice, 169e. See Key Words.
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knowledgeably, emomyudvws (epistemonds): 173d-174b.

lack of knowledge, avemornuooivy (anepistémosyné): 166e, 167¢,
169b, 170a-b, 171¢, 172b, 173d, 174d—e.

look into, okomety, okémreabar (skopein, skeptesthai); way of look-
ing into it, oxéfis: 158d-e, 161b—c, 162¢, 165¢, 167b, 168a, 169b,
169d, 171a-b, 172e, 1734, 175a. See Key Words.

make, owetv (poiein); making, momots: 162e-164b. See do, work.

modesty, adws (aidds): 160e-161b. See Key Words.

persuade, melbew (peithein); obey, be persuaded, melleclai: 156a,
157b—c, 176b—c.

pilot, kuBepvijns (kybernétes); the pilot’s art, kuBepvnTuc): 173b,
174c.

power, dvvauus (dynamis): 156b, 168b—169a.

prophet, udvris (mantis); prophecy, pavrkn: 164e, 173¢, 174a.
Prophetic hunch, pavredopar: 169b.

quietness, novxworys (hésychiotés); quietly, novyi: 159b—160d.

rascal, you rascal!, & papé (0 miare): 161b, 174b.

refute, eNéyyew (elenchein): 162d, 166¢—e.

remedy, pdpuakxov (pharmakon): 155b—158c¢.

riddle, aiviypa (ainigma); speak in riddles, awirreobai: 161c,
162a-b, 164e.

temperance, owppoaivy (sophrosyné); temperate, ocdppwv; be
temperate, cwppoveiv. Throughout, one English word for one
Greek word. See Key Words.

use, opelos (ophelos): 155¢, 175b (with “of no use”, avwper)s).
Useful, xpno7ds, xpiowos: 165a, 165¢ (“what use is it”), 172c,
175a. Kept apart from beneficial.

work (noun), épyov (ergon): 161e,163b—c, 165d—166a, 174d—e, 175a—
b. Work (verb), epyaleaOar: 162a, 163b—c. See do, make.
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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 1909 impression
described in the Editorial Note. 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: all of
them, across the 1,067 lines of the dialogue, fall where he prints
them. From the second block on, doubtful accents, breathings and
superscript numerals were read on the sharper 400-dot text layer
that lies beneath each photograph in the scan; in the first block they
were read on the photographs at up to fourteen times” magnifica-
tion. Burnet’s apparatus was transcribed from the same images.

The work was done in five blocks of six to nine pages, each
finished and checked before the next was begun. Each block
was checked by four independent reviewers: 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. 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 step of the
argument stated in terms different from those of the step it relies
on. The translator read the whole volume, and four further review-
ers read it independently: one for the consistency of terms across
the whole book, two for sense, omissions and continuity in its two
halves, and one for the front matter and the abbreviations of the
apparatus. The Introduction, the Key Words of the Dialogue, the
Outline and the Glossary were then written from the finished text,
and their claims and references were checked against it.
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WHAT THE FINAL READING CAUGHT

It found some fifty faults that the five block checks had passed,
most of them small and several substantive. They fall into a few
classes, and the classes are worth a reader’s knowing, because they
are the kinds of error that an edition checked page by page is likely
to contain.

The most serious was words that Burnet deletes surviving
in the English. At 169a4 he brackets mAnv émomiuns, “except
knowledge”, as spurious, but the English still translated them,
in square brackets and without a note, so that Socrates” question
named knowledge as the one exception before asking whether
knowledge is one. The words are now left untranslated, as the
edition promises, and a note records the deletion.

The largest class was terms rendered two ways, with the change
falling between blocks. At 162a Socrates was made to speak of
“making and doing” one’s own, where the Greek has “working
and doing”, so that at 163b Critias attacked a word Socrates had
not used. Medicine was “knowledge of health” at 165c but “of the
healthy” from 170a, although 171a refers back to the definition
at 165c. The knowledge that makes us happy was “of good and
evil” at 174b—d, while the same Greek pair was “good and bad” at
156e and in Critias” definition at 163e. Critias’ “usefully” at 163¢c
hid that Socrates” “beneficially” on the next page was the same
word, and “useless” at 175d hid that the verdict answered the
question of benefit. Socrates” “You rascal!” at 161b had become
“You villain!” at 174b; the verb “examine” of 167a and 170d had
become “test” at 172b; the ship’s “captain” at 173b was a “pilot”
at 174¢; and at 176b Charmides “believed” Socrates where the
Greek resumes the play on persuading and obeying from 156a
and 157b—c. At 161b “consider” hid that Charmides was turning
Socrates” own “look into” back on him. All are now rendered one
way, and the Glossary and Key Words record the rulings.

The next class was sense errors in hard constructions, sentences
that read plausibly on their own. At 164e the English had Critias
tell people to urge one another not to rejoice; he says we should not
bid one another “Rejoice!” but “Be temperate”. At 161d “or teaches
you boys only yours” added words not in the Greek. At 172c “we
have been searching for nothing useful” made temperance the use-
less thing, where the Greek says the search was to no purpose, as
Socrates repeats at 175a. At 175b—c the recapitulation now says “by
this knowledge one knows the works of the other kinds of knowl-
edge”, in the terms of the step it recalls (170b—c). The tentative
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question at 174a, the plural formula at 171d and an overstatement
at 167c were also corrected, and three times (154a, 154€e, 171a) a
Greek idiom meaning “is in fact” had been rendered “happens to
be”, against the edition’s own ruling.

At two page turns (174a and 174d) the English page carried
words that belong to the Greek page following; the breaks now
match. Nested quotation marks on the page of Critias’ Delphic
speech (164d-165b) were set as double instead of single, and at
165¢ an opening quotation mark was turned the wrong way by the
typesetting program, which has been fixed. Small additions (“of it-
self” at 159a, “for hire” at 163b) and an omission at 175e (“a charm
for a thing worth nothing”) were set right.

In the notes, three cross-references were wrong or loose (161c—
162b, where Socrates speaks of a riddle three times, not twice; the
reference at 166a; the return of the charm, but not the remedy, at
the close); two textual notes that the edition’s working record said
had been written, at 156e and 157d, had never been written, and
have now been supplied; and a note on the play on persuading
and obeying has been added at 176b.

In the front matter, the Editorial Note had said that the Greek
was checked against “the 1903 printing”; the copy is in fact the
second impression of 1909, corrected in places, and the Note now
says so. It named two passages that Stobaeus quotes where he ex-
cerpts three, left Priscian and many of Burnet’s abbreviations un-
explained, and called Burnet’s text the one in which most readers
meet the dialogue, a claim it could not support and has withdrawn.

WHAT REMAINS UNDONE

The identity of Burnet’s witness 0 is not settled; he does not list
it among his sigla or discuss it in his preface. Its agreement with
B’s gaps in the Protagoras suggests that it was copied from B, and it
may be the Vaticanus gr. 226 that Bekker and Stallbaum cite as 0,
which contains this tetralogy, but that has not been confirmed.

A few diacritics and superscripts in Burnet’s small apparatus
type lie at the limit of what the scan can show, and are printed as
read: the breathings under a circumflex at 163a11, 167b10o, 167c8
and 167d4; the damaged superscript at 168e9, read as T?, and the
heavily inked one at 169a3, read as T? and the two breathings at
174b1. They should be checked against a better copy of the 1909 im-
pression, or of the first impression of 1903, which may differ from
it in places.

The apparatus is Burnet’s alone. It has not been collated against
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the manuscripts, and readings proposed since 1903 are not re-
ported. The translation 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 interpretations as such; a reader who
wants the scholarly debate on the argument of 165-175 will need a
commentary.

The checks described above were made by independent review-
ers working from the same files and 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 (153a-1598)

How it was made. The Greek was taken from the Perseus digital
transcription of Burnet and cut into Burnet’s lines by reading ev-
ery line-end from the photographs of his page (in the 1909 impres-
sion, as the final reading established). The section letters and line
numbers in the margin were then computed from the Stephanus
divisions rather than copied, and all of them, across the 243 lines
of these nine pages, fell exactly where Burnet prints them. The
paragraph breaks read from the photographs agreed with the dig-
ital text at every change of speaker. Burnet’s apparatus was tran-
scribed from the photographs at magnifications of up to fourteen
times.

What verification caught. The block was then checked by four
independent reviewers. Two compared the Greek and the appa-
ratus with the page photographs letter by letter, one compared
the English with the Greek clause by clause, and one checked ev-
ery fact and reference in the notes and in the Editorial Note. Each
finding was examined again against the evidence before it was
adopted.

In the Greek there were three corrections. At 156d6 the digital
text’s @paf, with a grave accent, is what Burnet actually prints,
although the expected form is ©paf; the draft had “corrected”
it, wrongly, and Burnet’s reading is restored. In the apparatus at
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155b9, B and W read 7jket, not 7ket, and at 157¢c4 the correcting
hand is B not B2. Two doubtful breathings, at 155c¢2 avT® and
157b3 avTod, were confirmed as rough.

In the English, six errors of sense were corrected. At 155¢,
Socrates’ boldness rested on his expectation of an easy conversa-
tion, not the other way round. At 157b, the mistake is one made
“in treating human beings” by some doctors, not by people at
large. At 157¢, “this weakness in the head” would have had Critias
call his cousin simple; it is now “this trouble with his head”. At
158a, the comparison with “your uncle Pyrilampes” had been
lost. At 158b, the remedy “should” be given, an obligation, not a
possibility. At 158c, Charmides looked more beautiful “for one
thing”, not “at first”. Smaller omissions and additions were set
right at 153a, 153b, 154c and 155b. At 154b the pun on “measure”
and “measuring-line” is now carried in the English, and at 154e
Critias” phrase is rendered “beautiful and good” so that its joke
shows.

In the notes, a speaker was corrected: at Phaedrus 27oc it is Phae-
drus, not Socrates, who cites Hippocrates. T’s reading at 158b1 was
restated as “to disgrace none of your forebears”, not “disgraced”.
Critias” genealogy was brought into line with the modern recon-
struction, the Symposium reference narrowed to 219e-220e, and the
lovers of 154a identified as young men rather than grown men. Cy-
dias’ fragment is now called his only secure one, and several inter-
pretive remarks are labelled as interpretation.

What remains open. The manuscript Burnet calls © is not on his
Sigla page and has still to be identified; the Editorial Note names
it only as he does.

Brock II (1598-162E)

How it was made. As for Block I: the line-ends of Burnet’s pages
10-15 were read from the photographs, the margin numbers com-
puted and found to agree with Burnet’s at every one of the 180
lines, and the paragraphing read from the photographs agreed
with the digital text throughout. Block II adds Burnet’s first dis-
played verse (Homer at 161a) and his first italic Latin in the appa-
ratus (160a).

What verification caught. The same four checks were run. In
the Greek text itself nothing was wrong. In the apparatus three
readings were corrected: at 159b2 the reading written above the
line in W is ot, with a breathing only; at 159d4 Cobet’s conjecture is
Tapa, with a circumflex; and at 162e1 Burnet prints re vera in roman,
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not italic. A reviewer found that the scan carries a sharper 400-dot
text layer beneath the photograph, and every doubtful accent and
superscript in this block was settled on it; two superscripts were
confirmed as B® and one as B

In the English, the idiom pantos mallon at 162b had been taken
as “more than ever”; it means “most certainly”. The simile at 162d
now keeps “the poet’s own verses”, which matters because the def-
inition being mangled is Critias” own. The play between “like a
man” and “very much like a man” at 160d-e is now audible, and
Homer’s line at 161a keeps “present”, which the argument picks
up two lines later. Smaller corrections were made at 160d, 161b,
161c and 162b, and a section letter was moved at 162e.

In the notes, the account of the second half of the argument
at 160b—d was corrected; the claims about Critias as a dramatist
were reduced to what the ancient evidence supports; the note on
Homer’s line now says that Plato adapts it; and the notes on hésyché
and on Charmides” second answer now label their interpretations
as such.

Brock III (162E-167E)

How it was made. Burnet’s pages 16—23. From this block on, every
doubtful accent, breathing and superscript is read on the 400-dot
text layer of the scan rather than on the photograph. All 233 lines,
margin numbers and paragraph breaks agree with Burnet’s page.
One defect in the digital text was removed: a stray numeral keyed
into it at 163c.

What verification caught. The Greek text itself was again free
of error. In the apparatus ten readings were corrected, all single ac-
cents, breathings or superscripts in Burnet’s small type: at 163a11 7)
B; at 165a6 ¢jjs B; at 165b2 avTov B; at 165e3 TavTy) B, where a cor-
rection made in drafting had wrongly removed the iota subscript;
at166a1 B3; at 166d4 kowwv B, printed without accent; at 167b2 7 B,
with no breathing; and at 167b10, ¢8 and d4 the smooth breathing
under a circumflex. These last four are read at the limit of what the
scan shows and are recorded as open questions in the register.

In the English, the doctor who “does not know, of himself”
(164c¢) could have been read as “does not know unaided”; it is
now “does not know himself—how he has acted”, which keeps
the Greek and prepares “know thyself”. At 163d the construction
of Socrates’” summary of Critias was made unambiguous, and
Critias’ two words “appropriate” and “one’s own” now echo each
other as in the Greek. Smaller omissions were restored at 163a,
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163d, 165a, 165¢, 166a, 166b and 166¢—d, a missing section letter
was added at 166d, and three page-turns were brought into line
with Burnet’s.

In the notes, the account of logistiké was wrong: the contrast
between practical reckoning and the theory of number is later
than Plato. The maxim “Pledge, and ruin is near” is now given its
ancient interpretations and ascriptions, the notes on Hesiod and
Xenophon were made exact, and four interpretive remarks are la-
belled as such. The Editorial Note now defines every abbreviation
used in the apparatus so far.

Brock IV (167e-172D)

How it was made. Burnet’s pages 24-31, read on the 400-dot text
layer. All 238 lines, margin numbers and paragraph breaks agree
with Burnet’s page. The builder now also checks every line’s length
against the rest, which caught one line-end matched too early be-
fore the proofs were made.

What verification caught. In the Greek, a space had crept be-
tween a bracket and a comma at 169a4 (and would have at 172¢8);
the fault was in the handling of the digital text and is fixed through-
out. In the apparatus, three readings were corrected: at 169a3 T?
reads avmv, with a smooth breathing; at 171b11 T reads 7, with
a circumflex; and at 168e9 the damaged superscript is read as T3,
not T2 Burnet’s apparatus gives “e8” for wdv at 171e, which stands
on line ey; the slip is his and is kept. A stray accent printed above
avaykatov at 172a2 is a displaced sort, not a reading, and is not
reproduced.

In the English, the question at 170a10 now follows Burnet’s
text, which asks whether knowledge of knowledge is the same as
knowledge of the healthy and of the just; the draft had followed
the manuscripts. At 170e the question-tag had reversed the doc-
tor’s answer, and at 172¢ the draft had added a clause (“is what it
is”) that Plato does not write. At 171c “his own fellow craftsman”
is now the temperate man’s, and “do well” is kept both times at
172a, so that the reader can see the phrase slide from acting well
to faring well. Smaller corrections were made at 168a, 168e, 169a,
170b, 171e and 172b.

In the notes, the suspicion of “forced” at 169c is Badham's, not
Burnet’s; the claims about love of the beautiful, about Homer’s
megalosti, and about the Republic’s division of labour were made
exact; and three interpretations are now labelled as such.
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Brock V (172E-176D)

How it was made. Burnet’s pages 32-37, the end of the dialogue,
read on the 400-dot text layer. All 173 lines, margin numbers and
paragraph breaks agree with Burnet’s page, and the build runs
to the last word of the text. Three new cases were taught to the
builder: a line made only of the end of a divided word (TevTwcdy;
at174b), the end of the text itself, and a raised point set against the
following word at 175e6.

What verification caught. The Greek text itself was free of error.
In the apparatus five readings were corrected. At 174b1, bs, bg and
bio Burnet reports the manuscripts’ own forms, which the draft
had normalised to 7): he prints 1) 7(B, 7] 7 T, aAX’ 7 B; ) 7¢ B, 7¢{
T, and 7} 70 T, with no iota subscript anywhere. At 176bs Madvig's
conjecture is 0pa, without the subscript that Hermann'’s 8pgs has
beside it.

In the English, the draft had translated at 174d7 the words [7
wepeliun ], which Burnet deletes, and in the form of Schleierma-
cher’s conjecture, which he rejects; they are now left untranslated.
At 175¢6 the draft had made Socrates” point a flat contradiction
(“he knows the very things he doesn't know”); the Greek says
that our agreement has him know, of what he does not know, that
he does not know it. At 172e Socrates no longer gives a reason
the Greek does not give, and at 174d8 “if it really is, in the fullest
sense” now matches the same idiom at 172e and 173a. Two small
jokes were restored at 175¢: the ironic “if you please” and “simple-
minded” for the self-mocking euethikoi. Smaller corrections were
made at 174c9 and 176b4, and the section letter was added at the
head of page 32.

In the notes, two statements were wrong. Plato does not treat
draughts as a trivial pursuit; he counts it a real skill, and at Repub-
lic 487b—c Adeimantus compares Socrates’ own questioning to it.
And Critias and Charmides did not take Athens by force: the Thirty
were voted in, under Spartan pressure, and then ruled by force,
and Charmides was not one of the Thirty but one of the Ten set over
the Piraeus; both died at Munychia. The note on the oath “by the
dog” now gives the ancient explanation, the “oath of Rhadaman-
thys”, with Porphyry’s denial that it was a joke. The parallels in
the Laches and Euthydemus are now stated exactly, and the notes
on alazones and on the insolent inquiry label their interpretations
as such.
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