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INTRODUCTION

THE DIALOGUE

The Lovers is a conversation about what philosophy is, narrated
by Socrates. He tells, to no named listener, how he went into
the school of Dionysius the writing-master and found two lads
quarreling, it seemed, over astronomy, drawing circles and tilting
their hands, while the lovers of the young sat by (132a-b). He asks
the man beside him what the two are so earnest about, and the
conversation that follows is with two rival lovers of the same boy:
an athlete, who thinks philosophy idle talk, and a man of music
and letters, “the one who laid claim to being wiser”, who thinks
it fine (132b-133b). No one is named but Socrates, Dionysius,
Homer (135a), and three thinkers: Anaxagoras and Oenopides,
whom the lads seemed to be quarreling about, and Solon, whom
the musician quotes. The dialogue fills pages 132 to 139 of the first
volume of Stephanus’ edition, by whose pages Plato is still cited,
and thirteen pages of Burnet’s Oxford text.

Burnet’s manuscripts call it Erastai, “Lovers”; a later hand in the
margin of B gives the title Anterastai, “Rival Lovers”, under which
the ancient arrangement of Plato’s works by Thrasyllus, preserved
by Diogenes Laertius (3.59), places it last in the fourth tetralogy,
after the two Alcibiades and the Hipparchus, with the subtitle “or
On Philosophy”, and classes it as “ethical”; Burnet’s second vol-
ume prints the four in that order. Its authorship was doubted in
antiquity. Thrasyllus counts it among Plato’s genuine dialogues
(3.57-59), yet he identifies the unnamed speaker for whom the
philosopher is like a pentathlete only under a condition, “if the
Rival Lovers is Plato’s” (9.37); Diogenes himself cites it, without
doubt, as the place where Plato names Dionysius, the master from
whom he learned his letters (3.4). Most modern scholars do not
think it Plato’s, though it has had defenders, and no date for it is
certain.
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THE QUESTION AND THE ANSWERS

The athlete calls the lads’ talk “prattling about the things up in the
sky, and talking nonsense, philosophizing” (132b), and his rival,
asked whether “philosophizing is fine or not”, answers, “if ever I
thought philosophizing shameful, I would not even consider my-
self aman” (132d-133b). Socrates asks whether one can know that
a thing is fine or shameful without knowing what it is (133b), and
so what philosophizing is. The musician answers with Solon’s line,
“I grow old always learning many things”: the man who is going
to philosophize “must in this way always be learning one thing at
least ... so as to learn as much as possible in his life” (133c). Phi-
losophy, then, is “much learning”, and it is good as well as fine
(133¢-d).

Socrates tests the answer against the athlete’s own pursuit. Is
much labor the love of exercise, as much learning is philosophy
(133e)? The musician says so; the athlete, nudged into the argu-
ment, says that “even a pig would know that moderate labors put
bodies in good condition” (134a-b). The musician concedes that it
is not the many but the moderate exercises that produce good con-
dition, and then that in food, in everything to do with the body,
and in what is given to the soul, “the subjects of learning” among
them, it is the moderate that benefits (134c—d). But who is to judge
what is moderate for the soul, as the doctor or the trainer judges
for the body and the farmer for the sowing of seeds? At this “we
were all of us now full of perplexity” (134e-135a).

THE ARGUMENT’S MAIN STRETCH

Socrates tries “another way” (135a). Which subjects of learning
should the philosopher learn, since not all, nor many? The wiser
lover answers: those that bring “the greatest reputation for philos-
ophy”, which a man would have “if he seemed to be experienced
in all the crafts, or if not, in as many as possible”, knowing of them
what is fitting for free men to learn, “whatever belongs to under-
standing, not whatever belongs to handiwork” (135b). Not, he ex-
plains, that the philosopher must know each craft “precisely, like
the man who has the craft himself”, but “as is reasonable for a free
and educated man”: he must be able to follow what the craftsman
says better than those present, and to contribute a judgment of his
own, “so as to seem the most accomplished and the wisest” (135c—
d). Socrates offers him an image, and he accepts it. The philoso-
pher is like the pentathlete, second to the racer in the race and to



the wrestler in wrestling, first among the other athletes: “a kind of
runner-up in everything” (135e-136a). The wiser lover is pleased
with it: the philosopher, he says, is “the sort not to be a slave to any
one thing”, but “to have laid hold of all of them in moderation”
(136a-b).

Then Socrates asks what such a man is good for. The good are
useful, the base useless, and philosophers, the wiser lover says, are
most useful (136b—c). But in sickness, asked whether he would
bring “that runner-up” into the house or get the doctor, the wiser
lover answers “Both”, and then the doctor, “both rather and first”;
in a storm he would rather trust himself to the pilot; and to Socrates’
question, “Then so too in everything else: as long as there is any
craftsman, the philosopher is not useful?”, he answers, “It appears
s0” (136c—d). Since “there always are craftsmen”, philosophers are
useless, and by the wiser lover’s account “base and useless as long
as there are crafts among men” (136e-137b).

THE ENDING

“But I suspect, my friend, that they are not so,” Socrates says, and
that philosophizing is not being in earnest about the crafts, “nor
learning much, but something else” (137b). He starts again from
horses and dogs: the craft that makes them best also knows how
to punish them rightly, and knows the decent and the worthless
among them; the same holds for men, and the knowledge that
rightly punishes the unruly in cities is the judge’s, which is jus-
tice (137b-d). Whoever knows one knows many, and whoever is
ignorant of many is ignorant of one; so a man who does not know
the decent and worthless men does not know himself (137d-138a).
Not to know oneself is not to be temperate, so knowing oneself
is being temperate, and this, it seems, is what “the inscription at
Delphi urges: to practice temperance and justice”; and since the
same knowledge punishes rightly and distinguishes oneself and
others, justice and temperance prove to be “the same thing” (138a—
b). Cities are well ordered when wrongdoers pay the penalty; the
statesman’s art, the king’s and the tyrant’s, and the household man-
ager’s and the master’s prove to be one craft with justice and tem-
perance (138b—c).

Here the philosopher cannot be a runner-up. It would be shame-
ful for him to be unable to follow or contribute when a judge or
a king speaks, and he must not entrust his own household to an-
other, “nor hold the second prizes in this, but must himself punish,
judging rightly”; when his friends or his city ask him to judge, it is
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shameful “to appear second or third and not to lead” (138d-139a).
“Then, my excellent friend, for us philosophizing is far from being
either much learning or busying oneself with the crafts.” The wise
one falls silent, “ashamed of what had been said before”; the un-
learned one agrees; “and the others praised what had been said”

(139a).
WHAT IS MOST EXPOSED

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

First, it may not be Plato’s. Thrasyllus, though he counted
it among the genuine dialogues, spoke of it under a condition
(Diogenes Laertius 3.57-59, 9.37); most modern scholars doubt it,
though the dialogue has had defenders; this edition calls it Plato’s
only in the sense that the tradition handed it down among his
works.

Second, the dialogue says what philosophy is not, and only by
implication what it is. It refutes “much learning” and the runner-
up’s smattering of every craft, and ends with “far from” (139a).
What it puts in their place, the knowledge by which one knows one-
self and rightly orders one’s household and one’s city, is reached
by identification, not definition: the judge’s knowledge is justice,
knowing oneself is temperance, these two are “the same thing”,
and the arts of king, tyrant, statesman, household manager and
master are one with them (137d-138c). Whether philosophy is that
craft, or the knowledge of it, or the love of it, the dialogue does not
say.

Third, several steps are short. From those who know horses the
argument passes to a horse that does not know the decent and base
horses, from that to the horse that does not know itself, and then
to the man (137e-138a; see the note there); the knowledge of many
and of one is asserted, not shown (137d-e); justice and temper-
ance are made one because that by which “we know how to punish
rightly” is also that by which we know how “to distinguish both
oneself and others” (138a-b); and the tyrant is set beside the king
as though the name made no difference, where the Statesman sets
the two apart (276e). A reader may take these as faults, or as an
exercise in finding them; the dialogue does not say which.

Fourth, much of it can be read as a gathering of themes from
other dialogues of the tetralogy and beyond: self-knowledge and
temperance joined at Delphi, as in the Charmides (164d-165a); the
king, the statesman and the household manager as one knowledge,
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argued in the Statesman (258e—259¢) and touched in the Alcibiades
I (133d-e); the specialist preferred to the man of general learn-
ing, as the doctor and the pilot are preferred throughout the dia-
logues. That reading is an interpretation; the dialogue names none
of them.

THE MANNER

The comedy is in the persons and in the timing. The rivals trade
scorn. The musician says that the athlete “has spent his whole life
having his neck twisted, stuffing himself and sleeping” (132¢), and
the athlete answers in kind, that “even a pig would know that mod-
erate labors put bodies in good condition”, how much more “a
man, at any rate, sleepless and unfed, with an unrubbed neck, and
thin with worries” (134a-b); “the lads were delighted and laughed
at it, and the other blushed”. The wiser lover speaks loudly “so
that his beloved should hear him” (133b), and answers “very iron-
ically” with two answers, one for his rival and one for Socrates
(133d). Socrates is “dazzled” by the young and beautiful, as always
(133a), and when the lovers are stuck he offers, “teasing them”,
to put the question to the lads: “Or are we perhaps ashamed, as
Homer said of the suitors”, who would not let anyone else string
the bow? (135a). The pentathlete comes as a compliment, “a kind
of runner-up in everything”, and the wiser lover takes it as one
(136a); Socrates then asks where these runners-up are useful. At
the end the one who claimed much learning is silent and “the un-
learned one” agrees (139a). The translation tries to keep all of this
and to add nothing; where the English cannot carry a joke, a note
says what it was.

ON READING THIS EDITION

Each left-hand page is a page of Burnet’s Oxford text, line for line,
with his apparatus at the foot; each right-hand page translates it,
with the Stephanus section letters in the margin so that any pas-
sage can be found on both sides. Burnet’s Greek has no quota-
tion marks and no names of speakers: Socrates narrates, and each
speech begins with a capital. The English sets the speeches in quo-
tation marks, as English narrative does. A word in angle brackets
() in the Greek is not in the manuscripts and has been supplied by
a scholar’s conjecture; it is translated. Words in square brackets [ ]
are ones Burnet thought spurious; they are not translated. Solon’s
verse at 133c is set as verse on both pages. The Key Words of the
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Dialogue, which follow, explain the words on which the argument
turns and how they are rendered. At the back, the Outline gives
the argument’s joints by Stephanus page, the Editorial Note sets
out the conventions of both pages and explains the abbreviations
of the apparatus, 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 establishes little about its persons. The narrator is
Socrates, whom the wiser lover calls by name from his first words
(132¢) and throughout, and the athlete once (134a); he is suscepti-
ble to beauty (133a) and teases the lovers. The two lovers are rivals
for the same boy (132¢, 133b). One has spent his time on music, the
other on gymnastics (132d); the musician claims to be wiser and
is called “the wiser one” and, at the end, “the wise one” (135b,
139a), the athlete “the unlearned one” (139a). The lads are among
the young “who were thought the most comely in looks and born
of esteemed fathers” (132a). None is named.

The rest comes from other sources. Diogenes Laertius says that
Plato learned his letters from Dionysius, the master named here
(3.4). Anaxagoras of Clazomenae (about 500428 BC) taught at
Athens and held the sun to be a fiery stone (Xenophon, Memora-
bilia 4.7.7). Oenopides of Chios, a mathematician and astronomer
of the fifth century, first found the slant of the zodiac, as Eude-
mus records (Theon of Smyrna, p. 198 Hiller). Solon, the Athenian
lawgiver and poet of the early sixth century, wrote the line the mu-
sician quotes (fragment 18 West). Thrasyllus, as Diogenes reports
(9.37), thought that if the dialogue is Plato’s the unnamed speaker
for whom the philosopher is like a pentathlete would be Democri-
tus of Abdera; nothing in the dialogue itself names him.
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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 the Athens of Socrates, and
what the dialogue does with it. The Glossary at the back lists the
renderings with the places where they matter.

PHILOSOPHY, PHILOSOPHIZE, PHILOSOPHER (PHILOSOPHIA,
PHILOSOPHEIN, PHILOSOPHOS )

Philosophia joins philo-, “loving”, and sophia, “wisdom”, and the
words did not yet name a discipline or a profession: to philoso-
phize could be to pursue learning and argument of any kind, and
comic poets mocked it as idle talk about “the things up in the sky”
(132b). The dialogue asks what it is. The athlete calls it prattle;
the wiser lover first calls it “much learning” (133c—e), then the
knowledge of as many crafts as possible, not precisely, like the man
who has the craft himself, “but as is reasonable for a free and edu-
cated man” (135b—d); the argument ends by placing it nearer the
knowledge by which a man knows himself and rightly orders his
household and his city (138a—139a). Philosophia and philosophos are
“philosophy” and “philosopher”, as in the Charmides (153d, 154€),
and philosophein is “philosophize”, throughout, and pephilosophekos
is “the man who has philosophized” (136a); the English thereby
gives up the “love of wisdom” inside the word, which the note at
132b explains, with the dialogue’s other “loves”: philotimds, “ambi-
tiously” (133a), philogymnastia, “the love of exercise” (133d), and
philonikein, “strive for victory” (134c).

LOVER, RIVAL LOVER, BELOVED (ERASTES, ANTERASTES, PAIDIKA )

Erastes is the older lover of a youth, paidika the youth he loves, and
anterastés one of two men who love the same youth. The scene is a
school where “the young who were thought the most comely” sit
with “their lovers” (132a), and the two rivals argue before the boy
they both love: the wiser speaks “in aloud voice, so that his beloved
should hear him” (133b). The rivalry is in the arguments too. Each
disparages the other (132c, 134a-b), the wiser most bluntly (“he
is nothing”, 134c), and the wiser twice speaks one way to his ri-



val and another to Socrates (133d, 134¢). The title Anterastai, “Ri-
val Lovers”, which Diogenes Laertius uses (3.59), comes from the
word. Erastes is “lover”, anterastes “rival lover” (“his rival in love”

at 132c, where it is predicative), paidika “beloved”, as in the series.

MUCH LEARNING, MUCH LABOR (POLYMATHIA, POLYPONIA; PONOI )

The wiser lover’s first answer, which Socrates sums up as poly-
mathia, “much learning”, and he accepts, is Solon’s: Solon grew
old “always learning many things”, and the philosopher must
learn “as much as possible in his life” (133c). Socrates sets beside
it a word of the same make, polyponia, “much labor”, and asks
whether that is the love of exercise (133e). The athlete knows
better: ponoi, the labors of training, make the body fit when they
are moderate, not many (134a-b), and his rival concedes it (134c).
The parallel carries the argument from the body to the soul, where
the subjects of learning too should be moderate (134d—e). Socrates’
last words return to it: philosophizing is far from being “much
learning” (139a). The English keeps the pair parallel: “much
learning”, “much labor”, and ponoi “labors”, as in the Alcibiades 11
(142b); diapeponekenai is ““to have labored at” (136a).

MODERATE, IN MODERATION (METRIOS, METRIOS; AMETROS )

Metrios, from metron, “measure”, is what keeps to the measure: nei-
ther too much nor too little. The athlete’s moderate labors (134a)
lead Socrates to the moderate in food, in everything to do with
the body, and in the soul (134c—d), and so to the question who
knows the measure for the soul, as the doctor, the trainer and the
farmer know theirs (134e). The wiser lover takes up the word for
his own ideal: the philosopher should “have laid hold of all of them
in moderation” (136b). The English keeps “moderate” throughout,
ta metria “what is moderate”, ametros “immoderate”, and metrios
“in moderation”, where the Alcibiades I (130c) has “adequately” (a
departure recorded in the Glossary).

USEFUL AND USELESS (CHRESIMOS, ACHRESTOS, ACHREIOS )

Chresimos is what can be used, achréstos what cannot. The wiser
lover grants that the good are useful and the base useless, and that
philosophers are most useful (136b—c); but the craftsman is always
there, and to the question whether, “as long as there is any crafts-
man, the philosopher is not useful”, he answers “It appears so”
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(136d), so that philosophers prove “base and useless” (137a-b).
At the end Socrates asks whether the runner-up philosopher is to
be achreios, “of no use”, so long as there is a judge or a king, and
the answer is no (138e). Chrésimos is of the same root as chrestos,
“decent”, which the next stage of the argument uses. Chresimos is
“useful”, achrestos “useless”, achreios “of no use”.

GoOOD, DECENT, BASE, WORTHLESS ( AGATHOS; CHRESTOS; PONEROS;
MOCHTHEROS )

Agathos is the widest word of praise: good of its kind, good for
someone, good morally. Chrestos, “serviceable”, is of men honest,
respectable, decent; ponéros, from ponos, “toil”, and mochthéros,
from mochthos, “hardship”, are both “wretched”, and so worth-
less or bad. The dialogue uses the last two interchangeably: the
good are useful and “the base useless” (136b), recalled as “the
worthless useless” (136e) and again as “the base useless” (137a);
the craft that makes horses and dogs best knows “the decent
and the worthless” (137c), and a man ignorant of “the decent
and worthless men” is ignorant “whether he is decent or base”
(138a). The words are the same for horses, oxen and men, since
the argument turns on the likeness. Agathos is “good”; chréstos is
“decent” and poneros “base”, as in the Hipparchus, and mochthéros
“worthless”, as in the Alcibiades II.

CRAFT AND CRAFTSMAN (TECHNE, DEMIOURGOS)

A techne is a craft or art with knowledge of its own: carpentry,
medicine, piloting, farming. A démiourgos is one who practises a
craft for others. The wiser lover wants the philosopher to know
the crafts as “a free and educated man”, by “understanding”, not
“handiwork”, so as to follow what the craftsman says and to con-
tribute a judgment, without being a slave to any one of them (135b—
136b). Socrates turns this into the question of use: whenever there
is a craftsman, the philosopher is not needed (136c—e). Those “in
earnest about the crafts”, Socrates says, are called “menial” (ba-
nausos) (137b). Then the argument finds a craft of its own for the
philosopher: the one by which the king, the statesman and the
household manager rule, which is one with justice and temper-
ance (138c). Techné is “craft” and démiourgos “craftsman”, as in the
series.
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RUNNER-UE, PENTATHLETE, SECOND PRIZES (HYPAKROS; PENTATHLOS; TA
DEUTEREIA )

The pentathlon joined running, the long jump, the discus, the
javelin and wrestling. The pentathletes, Socrates says, “fall short”
of the racers and wrestlers “in these men’s own events”, but
“are first among the other athletes and beat them” (135¢); so the
philosopher, “holding the second prizes”, is “a kind of runner-up
in everything” (136a). Hypakros, a rare word, is “just under the
top”, answering akros, “top”, in Socrates” “top master builder”
(135¢). The wiser lover takes the image as praise; Socrates uses it
to ask where the runner-up is useful (136c), and at the end denies
that the philosopher may “hold the second prizes” in judging and
ruling (138e). Hypakros is “runner-up”, pentathlos “pentathlete”, ta
deutereia “the second prizes”.

PUNISH (KOLAZEIN; AKOLASTAINEIN )

Kolazein is to correct, chastise, punish: to check what is unruly. The
argument’s last stage begins from it. The same craft makes horses
and dogs best and “punishes them rightly” (137b—c); in cities,
the knowledge that “rightly punishes those ... who are unruly
and break the law” is the judge’s, which is justice (137d); and the
philosopher must “himself punish, judging rightly”, in his own
household (138e). Akolastainein, “to be unruly”, is of the same
root: akolastos, literally “unchastened”, was the ordinary word
for the undisciplined and licentious man. Kolazein is “punish”
throughout, of horses and dogs as of men.

TEMPERANCE AND KNOWING ONESELF (SOPHROSYNE, SOPHRONEIN; TO
HEAUTON GIGNOSKEIN )

Sophrosyne, from “sound” and “mind”, was self-control, modera-
tion, discretion, the virtue that knows its limits. The Delphic in-
scription “Know thyself” was commonly read as a call to it, and the
Charmides (164d—165a) makes Critias read it so. Here the argument
reaches it from the other end: whoever does not know the decent
and worthless men does not know himself, “whether he is decent
or base”; not knowing oneself is “not being temperate”; so know-
ing oneself is being temperate, which is “what the inscription at
Delphi urges” (138a). Sophrosyné is “temperance”, sophronein “be
temperate” and sophron “temperate”, as throughout the series.
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JUSTICE (DIKATOSYNE, DIKAIOS; DIKAZEIN, DIKASTIKE; DIKEN DIDONAT)

Dikaiosyne is justice, dikaios the just man, dikazein to judge a case,
and diken didonai to pay the penalty. The knowledge that “rightly
punishes those in cities who are unruly and break the law” is “the
judge’s”, and Socrates” interlocutor calls no other “justice” (137d).
Since that by which we punish rightly is justice, and that by
which we distinguish oneself and others is temperance, and both
are the same knowledge, justice and temperance are “the same
thing” (138b); and cities “are well ordered: when wrongdoers
pay the penalty”. The inscription at Delphi had already been said
to urge “temperance and justice” (138a). Dikaiosyné is “justice”
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throughout the series; dikastike is “the judge’s” (knowledge).

KING, TYRANT, STATESMAN, HOUSEHOLD MANAGER, MASTER (BASILEUS,
TYRANNOS, POLITIKOS, OIKONOMOS, DESPOTES )

When one man orders a city rightly, his name is “tyrant and king”;
when one man on his own orders a household rightly, “household
manager and master” (138b-c). The arts of each, basilike, tyrannike,
politike, oikonomiké and despotike, prove to be “one craft” with jus-
tice and temperance (138c). The list joins the household to the city,
as the Statesman (258e—259c) does at length, and the tyrant to the
king, as it does not (276e). A tyrannos was a sole ruler whose power
rested on no lawful or traditional title; the word was not always
one of blame. The renderings are “king”, “tyrant”, “statesman”,
“household manager” and “master”, with “kingly”, “tyrannical”,
“the statesman’s”, “the household manager’s” and “the master’s”
for the crafts; dioikein is “order”, and oikeisthai “be ordered”, as in
the Alcibiades 1.

FINE AND SHAMEFUL (KALOS, AISCHROS )

Kalos is beautiful of persons and fine of acts and things; aischros, its
opposite, is ugly or shameful. The dialogue opens with the ques-
tion whether philosophizing is “shameful” or “fine” (132c-133b),
and Socrates’ first objection is that one cannot know whether a
thing is fine or shameful without knowing what it is (133b). Phi-
losophy is then found “fine” and also “good” (133d), and the love
of exercise “both fine and good” (133e). At the end the word re-
turns as a reproach: the wiser lover agrees that it is “shameful”
for the philosopher not to be able to follow the judge and the king,
and “shameful ... to appear second or third and not to lead” (138d-
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139a). Kalos is “fine” (and “beautiful” of the young, 133a), kallion
“more finely”, aischros “shameful”.
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THE LOVERS 132a-132¢

I went into the school of Dionysius the writing-master, and
there I saw those of the young who were thought the most comely
in looks and born of esteemed fathers, and their lovers. Now two
of the lads were in fact quarreling, but about what, I could not
quite hear. They appeared, though, to be quarreling about either
Anaxagoras or Oenopides: it was circles, at any rate, that they ap-
peared to be drawing, and with their hands they were miming
some inclinations, tilting them, and were very much in earnest.
And I—for I was seated next to the lover of one of the two—well,
nudging him with my elbow, I asked what in the world the two
lads were so much in earnest about, and said, “Surely it is some-
thing great and fine that they have put such earnestness into?”

And he said, “Great and fine, you call it?”” he said. “No: these
two are prattling about the things up in the sky, and talking non-
sense, philosophizing.”3

And I 'said, wondering at his answer, “Young man, do you think
philosophizing is shameful? Or why do you speak so harshly?”

And the other—for he was in fact sitting near him, being his
rival in love*—hearing me asking and him

1. A grammatistés, “writing-master”, taught boys their letters. Diogenes Laertius
says that Plato learned his letters from a Dionysius, “whom he mentions in the
Rival Lovers” (3.4).

2. Anaxagoras of Clazomenae (about 500—428 BC) taught at Athens and held the
sun to be a fiery stone (Xenophon, Memorabilia 4.7.7); Oenopides of Chios, a math-
ematician and astronomer of the fifth century, first found the slant of the zodiac,
as Eudemus records (Theon of Smyrna, p. 198 Hiller). The “inclinations” (enkliseis)
can be read as the tilt of one circle against another, which the tilted hands suit.

3. Adoleschein, “to prattle”, and ta meteora, “the things up in the sky”, were the
comic poets’ words for philosophers: Aristophanes’ Socrates looks into “the things
up in the sky” from a basket (Clouds 225-228), and his school is “prattle” (1480,
1485); in the Phaedo (70b—c) Socrates says that not even a comic poet could now
accuse him of prattling. Philosophein, “to philosophize”, and philosophia, “philoso-
phy”, join philo-, “loving”, and sophia, “wisdom”; the English keeps “philosophy”,
“philosophize” and “philosopher” throughout. The love in the word returns in the
dialogue’s other loves: philotimos, “ambitiously”, literally “honor-lovingly” (133a),
philogymnastia, “the love of exercise” (133d), and philonikein, “strive for victory”,
literally “love winning” (134c).

4. Anterastés, “rival lover”, one who courts the same boy. From it the dialogue has
its other title, Anterastai, “The Rival Lovers”, under which Diogenes Laertius lists it
(3.59) and which a later hand writes in the margin of B (apparatus, at the title).

132a
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THE LOVERS 132¢-133b

answering, said, “It is not like you, Socrates, even to ask this fellow
whether he thinks philosophy is shameful. Or don’t you know that
he has spent his whole life having his neck twisted, stuffing himself
and sleeping?* So what did you think he would answer, except that
philosophy is shameful?”

Now of the two lovers this one had spent his time on music,and d
the other, the one he was abusing, on gymnastics.> And I thought I
ought to let the one go, the one I had questioned, since he himself
did not even lay claim to being experienced in words, but in deeds,
and to question closely the one who laid claim to being wiser, so
that I might also, if I could in any way, be benefited by him.3 So
I said, “I put my question to the company; but if you think you
would answer more finely than he, I ask you the same thing as I
asked him: whether you think philosophizing is fine or not.”

As we were saying something like this, then, the two lads over- 133
heard us and fell silent, and, stopping their quarrel, became our
listeners themselves. How the lovers were affected I don’t know,
but I, for one, was dazzled; for I am always dazzled by the young
and beautiful. It seemed to me, though, that the other too was
no less on edge than ;> all the same, he did answer me, and very
ambitiously.

“Why, Socrates,” he said, “if ever I thought philosophizing b
shameful, I would not even consider myself a man, nor anyone
else who was so disposed”—pointing at his rival lover as he said
it, and speaking in a loud voice, so that his beloved should hear
him.

And I said, “So you think philosophizing is fine?”

“Certainly,” he said.

1. Trachelizesthai, from trachelos, “neck”, is to have one’s neck seized and bent back
in wrestling. The athlete’s “unrubbed neck” at 134b answers it.

2. Mousike, the art of the Muses, meant poetry, song and letters, not music alone.
3. “The one I had questioned” translates Schleiermacher’s erotomenon, which Fi-
cino’s Latin supports; B and T have eromenon, “the beloved”, and a later hand in B
eromenon, “the one who asked”.

4. So in the Charmides Socrates says that where the beautiful are concerned he is
“simply a white line”, a builder’s line that marks nothing on white stone: nearly
everyone of that age looks beautiful to him (154b).

5. Agonian, “to be on edge”, is the anxiety of a competitor before a contest (agon),
as in the Charmides (162c).
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THE LOVERS 133b-133e

“What, then?” I said. “Do you think it is possible to know of
anything whatever whether it is fine or shameful, if one did not
know at all what it is?”

He said not.

“Then you know,” said I, “what philosophizing is?”

“Certainly,” he said.

“What is it, then?” said L.

“What else but what Solon says? For Solon, I believe, said—

I grow old always learning many things;

and it seems to me too that the man who is going to philosophize
must in this way always be learning one thing at least, both when
he is younger and when he is older, so as to learn as much as pos-
sible in his life.”*

At first he seemed to me to be saying something; then somehow,
thinking it over, I asked him whether he thought philosophy was
much learning.?

And he said, “Entirely.”

“And do you think philosophy is only fine, or good as well?”
said L.

“Good as well,” he said, “entirely.”

“Then is this something peculiar that you see in philosophy, or
does it seem to you to be so in the other things too? For instance,
do you think the love of exercise is not only fine, but good as well?
Or not?”

And he, very ironically, gave two answers: “To this fellow let my
answer be that it is neither; to you, however, Socrates, I agree that
it is both fine and good; for I think rightly.”3

So I asked, “Then in exercises too, do you think much labor is
the love of exercise?”

1. Solon, the Athenian lawgiver and poet of the early sixth century BC (fragment
18 West). Plato alludes to the line also in the Laches (188b, 189a) and the Republic
(536d).

2. Polymathia, “much learning”. Heraclitus’ saying “Much learning does not teach
one to have sense” (DK 22 B 40, in Diogenes Laertius 9.1) was a known rebuke of
it.

3. Eironikos, “ironically”: eirdneia is saying less than, or other than, one means. It is
Thrasymachus’ charge against Socrates in the Republic (337a).

d



133e-134¢ EPAXTAI

Kaketvos €dn, Tlavv ye, domep ye kal €v 7@ ¢phocodeiv
v molvpaliav dpulocodiav 1yotuar elva.

Kayw etmov, ‘Hysj 8¢ &) tovs ¢puloyvuvaorotvras dAAov
Tov €mbuuely 7 TOUTOU, OTL TOUjOEL AVTOUS €0 €xew TO
owua;

Tovrov, €.

"H otv ot moA\ol mdvor 170 odua, v & €yd), moiotow
€v Exew;

s yap dv, épm, amd ye oAlywv mdvwr 70 odud Tis €D
éxou;

Kal pou éofev 10n evratla kwnréos elvar o ¢puhoyv-
praots, wa pou fonbhioyn dwa v éumeplay THS YyuUVaoTIKIS®
kdmeirTa Npouny avTdv, XU 8¢ dn T( ovyds muiv, & AQPOTe,
TOUTOU TabiTa AéyovTos; 7) kal ool dokobow ol dvlpwmol €0
TQ oWuaTta Exew amo TAV TOANGVY Tovwv, 1) dmo TOV
UETPLwV;

Eyow pév, & Ldrpates, épn, duny 70 Aeyduevor 81 TotTo
KQv Ov yvdvar 6Tt ol peTploL movoL €V Tolow Exew Ta
odpara, mobev & ovxl dvdpa ye dypvmvdy Te Kkal dotTov
kal arpyPi) Tov TpdxmAov €xovTa Kal AemTOV UTO UEPUUVAY;
Kal avTob TabTa eimdvTos Tjobn Ta pewpdkia kal émeyélacev,
o & €repos npvbplace.

Kai éyaw eimov, Ti odv; ov 70y ovyxwpels uire mol\ovs
u)TE OAlyous mOvous €U oty Exew Ta owpata Tovs avlpo-
movs, aAla Tovs petplovs; 7 dwaudyy Ovolv SvTow V@V TepL
70U Adyov;

Kaketvos, Ilpos pév totrov, édm, kav mavv 7ndéws dua-
ywviwoaluny, kal €0 old OTt ikavos av yevoiuny PBonlijoar
T vmobéoer v vmebéuny, kal el Tavtns ért pavlotépav
vmeléunr—ovdev ydp €oTi—mpos pevToL o€ ovdév déopat

e4 yeB:om. T e6 ¢ djrecc:0¢delT:8¢B a1 dmd ye dAlywv B: am’ dAlywy ye T
a4 Bonbhion B: Bonbhjocee T a6 TovTov TadTa B: TatTa Tovtov T a10 kv dv
Hermann: kat vov BT b 3 émeyélaoce B: éyéhacer T

10

134

10
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And he said, “Certainly, just as in philosophizing too I think
much learning is philosophy.”

And I said, “And do you think that those who love exercise de-
sire anything else than this, which will make them have their bod-
ies in good condition?”

“This,” he said.

“Then is it many labors,” said I, “that put the body in good con-
dition?”

“Why, how could anyone,” he said, “have his body in good con- 134
dition from few labors, at least?”

And it seemed to me that at this point the lover of exercise must
now be nudged, so that he might come to my help through his ex-
perience of gymnastics; and then I asked him, “And you, my good
friend, why are you silent on us while this fellow says such things?
Or do you too think that men have their bodies in good condition
from many labors, or from moderate ones?”

“I, Socrates,” he said, “for my part thought that, as the saying
goes, even a pig would know that moderate labors put bodies in b
good condition;* so how could a man not know it—a man, at any
rate, sleepless and unfed, with an unrubbed neck, and thin with
worries?”?> And when he said this, the lads were delighted and
laughed at it, and the other blushed.

And I said, “Well then? Do you, for your part, now concede that
neither many nor few labors put men’s bodies in good condition,
but moderate ones? Or are you fighting it out with the two of us
over the argument?”

And he said, “With this fellow I would very gladly contend, and ¢
I know well that I would prove able to come to the help of the
position I laid down, even if I had laid down one still poorer than
this—for he is nothing—with you, however, I have no need to

1. “Even a pig would know” is Hermann's correction, kan hyn, “even a pig”, for the
manuscripts’ kai nyn, “and now”. The proverb is played on in the Laches (196d).

2. The athlete’s picture of his rival is the comic poets’ picture of the philosopher:
in Aristophanes’ Clouds Socrates’ pupils are pale (103), and the would-be pupil,
promised happiness if he can bear cold and hunger and keep away from exercises,
boasts of a sleepless worry and a frugal belly (412-421).
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strive for victory against my own opinion; rather, I agree that it is
not the many but the moderate exercises that produce good condi-
tion in men.”

“And what about food: moderate or much?” said I.

He agreed about food too.

And further I went on to compel him to agree that in all the
other things to do with the body as well, what is moderate is most
beneficial, not what is much or little; and he agreed with me: what
is moderate.

“And what,” I said, “of what concerns the soul? Does what is
moderate benefit it, or what is immoderate, of the things given to
it?”

“What is moderate,” he said.

“Then are not the subjects of learning, too, one of the things
given to the soul?”

He agreed.

“Then of these too what is moderate benefits, and not what is
much?”

He concurred.

“Whom, then, would we justly ask what kind of labors and food
are moderate for the body?”

We agreed, the three of us, that it is the doctor or the trainer.

“And whom about the sowing of seeds, how much is moder-
ate?”

For this too we agreed on the farmer.

“And about the planting and sowing of subjects of learning in
the soul, whom would we justly ask, how many and what kind are
moderate?”

From there on we were all of us now full of perplexity; and I,
teasing them, asked, “Since we are in perplexity,” I said, “shall we
ask these lads here? Or are we perhaps ashamed, as Homer said of
the suitors, who did not think it fit that there be anyone else who
would string the bow?”?

1. In the Odyssey none of the suitors can string Odysseus’ bow, and when the dis-
guised Odysseus asks to try, they protest, ashamed that it should be said that a
beggar strung it (21.285-329).
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Then, since they seemed to me to have lost heart over the argu-
ment, I tried to look into it another way, and said, “What sort of
subjects of learning, then, at our best guess, are the ones the man
who philosophizes must learn, since it is not all, nor many?”

So the wiser one took this up and said that the finest of the sub- b
jects of learning, and the fitting ones, were those from which one
would have the greatest reputation for philosophy; and he would
have the greatest reputation if he seemed to be experienced in all
the crafts, or if not, in as many as possible, at any rate, and espe-
cially in those worth mentioning, having learned of them what is
fitting for free men to learn, whatever belongs to understanding,
not whatever belongs to handiwork.

“Do you mean it, then,” said I, “as in carpentry? For there too ¢
a carpenter you could buy for five or six minae, but a top master
builder not even for ten thousand drachmas; and there would be
few of them, indeed, even in all Greece." Can it be something like
this that you mean?” And he, hearing me, conceded that he too
meant something of the sort.

Then I asked him whether it was not impossible for one and
the same man to learn only two crafts in this way, let alone many
and great ones; and he said, “Don’t take me that way, Socrates,
as saying that the man who philosophizes must know each of the
crafts precisely, like the man who has the craft himself, but as is d
reasonable for a free and educated man: to be able to follow what
is said by the craftsman better than those present, and to contribute
a judgment of his own, so as to seem the most accomplished and
the wisest of whoever is present at what is said and done about the
crafts.”

And I—for I was still in doubt about his argument, what he
meant—

1. A mina was a hundred drachmas, so that the master builder is worth more than
sixteen carpenters at the higher price. “Top” is akros; see the note at 136a.
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“Do I take in,” I said, “what sort of man you mean the philosopher
to be? For it seems to me that you mean what the pentathletes are
in a contest, compared with racers or wrestlers. For indeed they fall
short of these in these men’s own events, and are second to them,
but are first among the other athletes and beat them." Perhaps you
might mean that philosophizing too makes those who pursue this
pursuit something of this kind: that they fall short of the first in the
understanding of the crafts, but holding the second prizes they sur-
pass the others; and so the man who has philosophized becomes
a kind of runner-up in everything.? It is some such man that you
seem to me to be pointing to.”

“You appear to me, Socrates,” he said, “to take the philosopher’s
case finely indeed, likening him to the pentathlete. For he is simply
the sort not to be a slave to any one thing, nor to have labored at
anything to the point of precision, so as to be left behind in all the
others through his care for this one, as the craftsmen are, but to
have laid hold of all of them in moderation.”3

After this answer, then, being keen to know clearly what he was
saying, I asked him whether he took the good to be useful or use-
less.

“Useful, of course, Socrates,” he said.

“Then if the good are useful, are the base useless?”

He agreed.

“Well? Do you think philosophers are useful or not?”

He agreed they were useful, and indeed said besides that he
thought them most useful.

“Come, then, let us find out, if you are telling the truth: where
are they actually useful

1. The pentathlon joined running, the long jump, the discus, the javelin and
wrestling. Thrasyllus, as Diogenes Laertius reports (9.37), thought that if the di-
alogue is Plato’s, the unnamed speaker for whom the philosopher is like a pen-
tathlete would be Democritus, who was, the report goes on, a true pentathlete in
philosophy.

2. Hypakros, a rare word, is “just under the top”, akros, the word of the “top master
builder” at 135¢: second to the specialist in each event, ahead of all the rest.

3. Metrios, “in moderation”, is the adverb of metrios, “moderate”, the word of the
moderate labors, food and subjects of 134a-e.
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THE LOVERS 136¢-136€

to us, these runners-up? For it is plain that the philosopher is
poorer than each of those who have the crafts, at least.”

He agreed.

“Come, then,” said I, “if either you yourself or some friend of
yours about whom you are greatly in earnest should in fact fall
sick, would you, wishing to acquire health, bring that runner-up
into the house, or would you get the doctor?”*

“Both, I would,” he said.

“Don’t say both to me,” I said, “but which one of the two rather,
and first.”

“No one,” he said, “would dispute this, at least: that it would be
the doctor, both rather and first.”

“Well? In a ship in a storm, to which of the two would you
rather entrust both yourself and what is yours: to the pilot or to
the philosopher?”

“To the pilot, I would.”

“Then so too in everything else: as long as there is any craftsman,
the philosopher is not useful?”

“It appears so,” he said.

“Then is the philosopher now a useless sort of man for us? For
there always are craftsmen for us, I suppose; and we agreed that
the good are useful, and the worthless useless.”?

He was compelled to agree.

“What, then, after this? Shall I ask you, or is it rather boorish to
ask—"

“Ask whatever you wish.”

“Why, I seek nothing else,” said I, “than to agree over again on
what

1. After “that runner-up” Burnet brackets “the philosopher” as an addition to the
text, with Cobet; the words are not translated.
2. “Always” is Hermann's aei; B and T have de, “of course”.
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has been said. It stands roughly as follows. We agreed that philos- 137
ophy is fine, and that we ourselves are philosophers, and philoso-
phers good, and the good useful, and the base useless;* and then
again, in turn, we agreed that philosophers are useless as long as
there are craftsmen, and that there always are craftsmen. Has this

not been agreed?”

“Certainly,” said he.

“Then, it seems, we were agreeing, by your argument at least,
that if philosophizing is having knowledge about the crafts in the
way you mean, philosophers are base and useless as long as there b
are crafts among men. But I suspect, my friend, that they are not
so, nor is philosophizing this, being in earnest about the crafts, nor
living as a busybody, stooping over things, nor learning much, but
something else; since I, for my part, thought both that this was
a disgrace and that those who are in earnest about the crafts are
called menial.*> But we shall know more clearly in this way whether,
after all, what I say is true, if you answer this: who know how to
punish horses rightly? Is it the very ones who make them best, or «¢
others?”

“The very ones who make them best.”

“Well? Dogs: is it not those who know how to make them best
who also know how to punish them rightly?”

“Yes.”

“Then the same craft both makes them best and punishes them
rightly?”

“It appears so to me,” said he.

“Well? The craft that makes them best and punishes

1. “And that we ourselves are philosophers” was not agreed in so many words;
Schanz, following Forster, deleted the clause.

2. Polypragmonein, “to be a busybody”, as in the Charmides (161d). Banausos, “me-
nial”, was the word of contempt for the manual trades; Xenophon’s Socrates says
that such crafts are despised in cities because they ruin the bodies of those who
work at them (Oeconomicus 4.2).
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them rightly—is it also the same one that knows the decent and
the worthless, or another?”*

“The same,” he said.

“Then will you be willing to agree to this in the case of men too:
that the craft that makes men best is also the one that punishes
them rightly and distinguishes the decent and the worthless?”

“Certainly,” he said.

“Then also the one that does so for one does so for many too,
and the one that does so for many, for one too?”

“Yes.”

“And so too in the case of horses and of everything else?”

“I say so.”

“What, then, is the knowledge that rightly punishes those in
cities who are unruly and break the law? Is it not the judge’s?”>

“Yes.”

“Is it, then, some other than this one that you call justice too?”

“No, but this one.”

“Then by the very thing by which they punish rightly, by that
they also know the decent and the worthless?”

“By that.”

“And whoever knows one will also know many?”

“Yes.”

“And whoever is ignorant of many, of one as well?”

“I say so.”

“Then if one who is a horse were ignorant of the decent and base
horses, would he also be ignorant of himself, of what sort he is?”3

1. “Decent” is chréstos, “base” ponéros and “worthless” mochtheéros: the dialogue
uses both its words for “bad” of horses and of men alike, and the English keeps
the three apart. “Useful” is chresimos, of the same root as chréstos; “useless”, achres-
tos, is literally “not chrestos”.

2. Akolastainein, “to be unruly”, is the verb of akolastos, literally “unchastened”,
from the root of kolazein, “punish”.

3. The argument passes from knowing horses to being one; it takes the same step
for oxen and dogs, and then for men (138a).
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“I say so.”

“And if one who is an ox were ignorant of the base and decent
oxen, would he also be ignorant of himself, of what sort he is?”

“Yes,” he said.

“And so too if he is a dog?”

He agreed.

“Well? When someone who is a man is ignorant of the decent
and worthless men, is he not ignorant of himself, whether he is
decent or base, since he too is himself a man?”

He conceded.

“And is being ignorant of oneself being temperate, or not being
temperate?”

“Not being temperate.”

“Then knowing oneself is being temperate?”

“I say so,” he said.

“This, then, it seems, is what the inscription at Delphi urges: to
practice temperance and justice.”*

“It seems so.”

“And is it by this same thing that we also know how to punish
rightly?”

“Yes.”

“Then that by which we know how to punish rightly—this is
justice; and that by which we know how to distinguish both oneself
and others, temperance?”

“It seems so,” he said.

“Then it is the same thing, both justice and temperance?”

“It appears so.”

“And indeed it is in this way that cities, too, are well ordered:
when wrongdoers pay the penalty.”

1. The inscription “Know thyself” at Apollo’s temple at Delphi. In the Charmides
(164d-165a) Critias reads it as the god’s greeting, meaning “Be temperate”; here it
is said to urge justice too.
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“What you say is true,” he said.

“Then the statesman’s art too is the same.”

He thought so too.

“Well, when one man orders a city rightly, is not his name, at
least, tyrant and king?”*

“I say so.”

“Then he orders it by the kingly and tyrannical craft?”

“Tust so.”

“Then these crafts too are the same as those?”

“They appear so.”

“Well, when one man on his own orders a household rightly,
what is his name? Is it not household manager and master?”

“Yes.”

“Then is it by justice that this man too would order the house-
hold well, or by some other craft as well?”

“By justice.”

“Then king, tyrant, statesman, household manager, master, tem-
perate man, just man are, it seems, the same. And there is one craft:
the kingly, the tyrannical, the statesman’s, the master’s, the house-
hold manager’s, justice, temperance.”>

“It appears to be so,” he said.

“Then is it shameful for the philosopher, when a doctor says
something about the sick, to be able neither to follow what is said
nor to contribute anything about what is said or done, and likewise
whenever some other craftsman does; but when a judge does, or a
king, or some other of those we have just gone through, not shame-
ful, in these matters, to be able neither to follow nor to contribute
about them?”

1. Tyrannos was the name of a sole ruler whose power rested on no lawful or tradi-
tional title; it was not always a word of blame.
2. The Statesman argues that the knowledge of the statesman, the king, the master
of slaves and the household manager is one (258e—259c); the tyrant, whom the
Lovers adds, it sets apart from the king (276e).
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138d-139a EPAXTAI

[lds & ovk aloxpdv, & XdkpaTes, mepl ye TOCOUTWV
’ \ 4 ’
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THE LOVERS 138d-139a

“How could it not be shameful, Socrates, about matters so great,
at least, to have nothing to contribute?”

“Then are we to say,” I said, “that about these things too the
philosopher must be a pentathlete and a runner-up, holding in this
the second prizes among all, and be of no use as long as there is
any one of these men; or that, first, he must not entrust his own
household to another, nor hold the second prizes in this, but must
himself punish, judging rightly, if his household is to be well or-
dered?”

So he conceded this to me.

“And then, surely, whether his friends entrust arbitrations to
him, or the city assigns him something to decide or judge, it is
shameful in these matters, my friend, to appear second or third
and not to lead?”

“I think so0.”

“Then, my excellent friend, for us philosophizing is far from be-
ing either much learning or busying oneself with the crafts.”

When I said this, the wise one, ashamed of what had been said
before, fell silent, and the unlearned one said that it was so;* and
the others praised what had been said.

1. Amathés, “unlearned”, is of the same root as polymathia, “much learning”, which
the wise one had taken philosophy to be (133c¢).
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OUTLINE

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

I. THE scHOOL OF DIONYSIUS: IS PHILOSOPHIZING FINE? (132A-133B)

132a-b Socrates goes into the school of Dionysius the writing-
master and finds two lads who appear to be quarreling “about
either Anaxagoras or Oenopides”, drawing circles and “mim-
ing some inclinations” with their hands. He asks the lover
beside him what they are so earnest about.

132b—c The athlete: “No: these two are prattling about the things
up in the sky, and talking nonsense, philosophizing.” Socrates:
“Young man, do you think philosophizing is shameful?”

132¢ His rival lover answers for him: “It is not like you, Socrates,
even to ask this fellow”, who “has spent his whole life having
his neck twisted, stuffing himself and sleeping”.

132d One lover had spent his time on music, the other on gym-
nastics. Socrates lets the athlete go and asks “the one who laid
claim to being wiser” whether he thinks “philosophizing is fine
or not”.

133a-b The lads fall silent and listen; Socrates is “dazzled”, and the
wiser lover “no less on edge”. “If ever I thought philosophizing
shameful, I would not even consider myself a man”, he says,
loudly, “so that his beloved should hear him”.

II. PHILOSOPHY AS MUCH LEARNING (133B—134C)

133b-c Can one know whether a thing is fine or shameful “if one
did not know at all what it is”? Then what is philosophizing?
“What else but what Solon says?”: “I grow old always learn-
ing many things”. The philosopher “must in this way always
be learning one thing at least”.

133c—d Socrates asks “whether he thought philosophy was much
learning”. “Entirely.” Fine, and “Good as well”.

133d-e Is the love of exercise also fine and good? The wiser lover
answers “very ironically”: “To this fellow let my answer be that
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it is neither; to you, however, Socrates, I agree that it is both fine
and good”. “Then in exercises too, do you think much labor is
the love of exercise?” “Certainly, just as in philosophizing too I
think much learning is philosophy.”

133e-134a Those who love exercise desire to have their bodies in
good condition; “how could anyone ... have his body in good
condition from few labors, at least?”

134a-b The athlete, nudged into the argument: “even a pig would
know that moderate labors put bodies in good condition; so
how could a man not know it—a man, at any rate, sleepless
and unfed, with an unrubbed neck, and thin with worries?” The
lads laugh; the other blushes.

134b—c Socrates turns to the wiser lover: “Do you, for your part,
now concede ...?” He answers: “With this fellow I would very
gladly contend ... with you, however, I have no need to strive
for victory against my own opinion”: “it is not the many but the
moderate exercises that produce good condition in men.”

III. THE MODERATE IN BODY AND SOUL: PERPLEXITY (134C—135A)

134c—d So with food and everything to do with the body, “what is
moderate is most beneficial, not what is much or little”; and of
the things given to the soul, the subjects of learning too.

134e The doctor or the trainer judges the moderate labors and food
for the body, the farmer the sowing of seeds; “And about the
planting and sowing of subjects of learning in the soul, whom
would we justly ask, how many and what kind are moderate?”

135a “From there on we were all of us now full of perplexity”.
Socrates, teasing, offers to ask the lads: “Or are we perhaps
ashamed, as Homer said of the suitors ...?”

IV. THE PHILOSOPHER AS RUNNER-UP (135A—136B)

135a-b Which subjects of learning must the philosopher learn,
“since it is not all, nor many”? The wiser lover: those that
give “the greatest reputation for philosophy”, by seeming
“experienced in all the crafts, or if not, in as many as possible”,
knowing of them “whatever belongs to understanding, not
whatever belongs to handiwork”.

135b—c As in carpentry, where “a top master builder” costs more
than ten thousand drachmas? He agrees. Is it not impossible for
one man to learn only two crafts in this way?

135¢—d “Don’t take me that way, Socrates”: not “precisely, like the
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man who has the craft himself, but as is reasonable for a free
and educated man”, able to follow the craftsman and “to con-
tribute a judgment of his own, so as to seem the most accom-
plished and the wisest”.

135e—136a Socrates: the pentathletes fall short of the racers and
wrestlers “in these men’s own events” but are “first among the
other athletes”; so the man who has philosophized “becomes a
kind of runner-up in everything”.

136a-b The wiser lover accepts the likeness: the philosopher is “not
to be a slave to any one thing ... but to have laid hold of all of
them in moderation”.

V. WHERE IS THE PHILOSOPHER USEFUL? (136B—137B)

136b—c The good are useful, the base useless; philosophers useful,
and “most useful”. “Come, then, let us find out ... where are
they actually useful to us, these runners-up? For it is plain that
the philosopher is poorer than each of those who have the crafts,
at least.”

136¢—d In sickness, the doctor rather than “that runner-up”; in a
storm at sea, the pilot rather than the philosopher. “Then so
too in everything else: as long as there is any craftsman, the
philosopher is not useful?”

136e “Then is the philosopher now a useless sort of man for us?
For there always are craftsmen for us, I suppose ...” “He was
compelled to agree.”

136e-137b Socrates goes over what was agreed: by the wiser
lover’s argument, “if philosophizing is having knowledge
about the crafts in the way you mean, philosophers are base
and useless as long as there are crafts among men”. “But I
suspect, my friend, that they are not so”: philosophizing is not
“being in earnest about the crafts, nor living as a busybody,
stooping over things, nor learning much, but something else”,
since being in earnest about the crafts is “a disgrace” and such
men “are called menial”.

VI. PUNISHING, KNOWING ONESELE, TEMPERANCE AND JUSTICE
(1378-138B)
137b—c The craft that makes horses and dogs best also punishes
them rightly, and knows “the decent and the worthless”.

137¢-d So with men: “the craft that makes men best is also the one
that punishes them rightly and distinguishes the decent and the
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worthless”, for one and for many alike.

137d “What, then, is the knowledge that rightly punishes those in
cities who are unruly and break the law? Is it not the judge’s?”
No other is justice.

137e That by which men punish rightly is that by which they know
the decent and the worthless (“By that”). Whoever knows one
will know many, and whoever is ignorant of many is ignorant
of one. A horse, an ox, a dog ignorant of the decent and base of
its kind would be ignorant of itself.

138a A man ignorant of the decent and worthless men is ignorant
of himself, “whether he is decent or base”. Being ignorant of
oneself is “not being temperate”; then “knowing oneself is be-
ing temperate?” “I say so.” “This, then, it seems, is what the
inscription at Delphi urges: to practice temperance and justice.”

138b That by which we punish rightly is justice, that by which we
distinguish oneself and others temperance: “Then it is the same
thing, both justice and temperance?” “It appears so.” “And in-
deed it is in this way that cities, too, are well ordered: when
wrongdoers pay the penalty.”

VII. ONE CRAFT OF KING AND HOUSEHOLD MANAGER (1388—C)

138b The statesman’s art is the same. When one man orders a city
rightly, his name is “tyrant and king”, and he orders it “by the
kingly and tyrannical craft”.

138c When one man on his own orders a household rightly, his
name is “household manager and master”, and he orders it
“by justice”. “And there is one craft: the kingly, the tyrannical,
the statesman’s, the master’s, the household manager’s, justice,
temperance.”

VIII. THE PHILOSOPHER MUST LEAD (138D—139A)

138d Is it shameful for the philosopher not to follow or contribute
when a doctor or a craftsman speaks, but “not shameful” when
ajudge or a king does? “How could it not be shameful, Socrates,
about matters so great, at least, to have nothing to contribute?”

138e Is the philosopher “a pentathlete and a runner-up” here too,
“of no use as long as there is any one of these men”? Or “must
himself punish, judging rightly, if his household is to be well
ordered”? He concedes the second.

138e—139a When his friends or the city ask him to decide or judge,
“it is shameful in these matters, my friend, to appear second or
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third and not to lead?” “I think so.”

139a “Then, my excellent friend, for us philosophizing is far from
being either much learning or busying oneself with the crafts.”
The wise one falls silent, “ashamed of what had been said be-

fore”; “the unlearned one said that it was so; and the others
praised what had been said.”
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EDITORIAL NOTE

The Greek text. The Greek is John Burnet’s, from the second
volume of his Oxford Classical Text of Plato (1901; second edition,
1910), in which the Lovers follows the Hipparchus and closes the
volume. The copy reproduced is the one used for the Alcibiades
I, the Alcibiades II and the Hipparchus of this series: an undated
later impression of the second edition, printed at Oxford by John
Johnson as Printer to the University and published by Humphrey
Milford, and so printed between 1925 and 1945. The title page
does not name the edition, but a list of the Oxford Classical Texts
dated January 1935, bound in after the last page of the text, offers
this volume as “Ed. 2”, and the copy was therefore issued no
earlier than January 1935. It carries Burnet’s preface of March
1901 and the short addendum of April 1910 that marks the second
edition, in which he records that he has added the readings of
the Oxyrhynchus papyri in the Symposium and Phaedrus and used
Hermann Schoene’s collation of W in the Symposium; it names no
change in the other dialogues. The text is reproduced page for
page and line for line: each left-hand page of this edition is one
page of Burnet, with his line-ends, his marginal section letters
and line numbers, and his apparatus criticus at the foot. In the
margin, “St. I p. 132" at the head of the dialogue gives the volume
and page of Stephanus’ edition at which it begins; where each
later page of Stephanus begins, its number (133 to 139) stands
in place of the letter a; and within each section every fifth line is
numbered. Burnet sets these in the outer margin of his page, this
edition in the right-hand margin; his running heads are not repro-
duced. The words were taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s
digital transcription of Burnet, and every line was then checked
against the photographs of this copy; where the two differ, this
edition prints what Burnet printed. Burnet’s title, EPAXTAI
“The Lovers”, his paragraphing, and his capitals at the openings
of paragraphs and of speeches are kept. The dialogue is narrated
by Socrates and has no list of persons and no names of speakers.
Burnet marks the speeches only by their capitals and most changes
of speaker by a new, indented paragraph, but within a paragraph
the narrative sometimes passes from one speaker to another: at
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135c4 the wise lover’s assent to Socrates’ question is reported
under a capital (Kat 0s axovoas), at 135¢6—7 his answer follows
in his own words (0 6¢, M7 oUrws pov, €dn), and at 133c9 and
134b3 Socrates’ narrative runs on after another’s speech. The verse
of Solon quoted at 133¢6 is set as verse. The & of diowkj) at 138c1,
whose upper stroke did not print in this copy, is read as the type
intended, as at 138b12 and in the Perseus text. Square brackets
[ ] enclose words Burnet believed spurious: Tov ¢giA\doogov at
136c10, which Cobet deletes. Angle brackets ( ) enclose a word
that the manuscripts lack and that Burnet supplies by a scholar’s
conjecture: Bekker’s Bots at 137e12.

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 section
a; “c 3,6, 9” at 137c is one entry for three lines. The section letters
begin again with each Stephanus page, so that on page 2, which
runs from 132c to 133b, “a 4” after “d 8” belongs to 133a. A fur-
ther entry on the same line follows after a wider space without re-
peating 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 that of no witness listed, the entry gives only theirs: at
135a7 the text’s udA\wora drra Tomdloper has T’s d77a in B’s or-
der (uahwra avra Tomalouev B: pdAwora Ttomalouer drra T);
at 137e2 its kal poxOnpovs has B’s word without B’s article (7ovs
poxbnpovs B: movmpovs T); and at 137e11 its ayvool is the shorter
form of the optative that the later manuscripts give as dyvooi, be-
side the ayvoet of B and T. Where the text’s reading is followed by
a square bracket, no witnesses are listed for the text, and only the
other readings follow (137c¢9, 137¢13,138¢7). Other entries with no
colon report a scholar’s proposal without listing the witnesses for
the text: a deletion (137a2, 137a5, 137a10, 137b3,138e2,139a5) or an
addition (137e12). Burnet adopts the addition, printing (Bots), but
none of these deletions, whose words stand unbracketed in his text;
of Cobet’s two deletions at 136c10—11, entered after the witnesses,
he adopts the first ([Tov ¢puAdoopor]) and not the second (AaBots).
An entry may also give only a reading of some manuscripts, with-
out the text’s words: opoloyotuev pr. BT at 134e5, the first hands of
B and T, where the text prints wuoAoyotuev. Three spaced points
stand for the words between the first and last of a passage: at 133e1
“Nyobuat . . . e 2 €ya)” runs from fyoduac in e1 to €yw in e2, and
at 137ds5 “ris . . . j7is” gives the two places of 77is in the line.
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An asterisk marks an erasure in a manuscript (B’s éyw * at 136d2).
The apparatus reports each witness’s own spelling, which may dif-
fer from the text’s: B’s atet at 135d5, where the text prints aet; 1yet
at 133d7 and ¢aive: at 136a5, where it prints 7y7 and ¢aivy. Two
entries are printed as they stand in this copy though they look like
printer’s faults: T’s kayafov at 133e1 lacks the mark of crasis, and
at 138a2 the reading ayvool is assigned to T, which in the same
entry has ayvoet.

Names and abbreviations. Stephanus is Henri Estienne, whose
edition of 1578 supplies the page numbers by which Plato is cited;
the Lovers fills pages 132-139 of his first volume. A scholar’s name
standing alone after a reading marks that scholar’s reading, from
his edition or a study: at 134d4 @w¢elel is the reading of Stephanus’
edition. The names are of editors and critics: Stephanus; the edi-
tors Bekker, Baiter, Hermann and Schanz; Schleiermacher, Plato’s
German translator; Forster, on whose suggestion (auctore) Schanz
deletes at 137a2; and Cobet, Heusde and Mudge. Ficinus is the
Latin form of the name of Marsilio Ficino, whose Latin translation
of Plato (Florence, 1484) Burnet cites at 132d3 by its words quem
prius interrogaveram, “whom I had questioned before”, as support
for Schleiermacher’s correction. Solo at 133¢6 is Solon: & atet is the
reading of the line as Solon’s own verse, against B’s atel and T’s
O’ ael. Stobaeus is the anthologist of the fifth century AD, whose
Anthology quotes 138a-b in its chapter on “Know thyself” (3.21
Wachsmuth-Hense). add., “added”, marks a scholar’s addition;
del., “deleted”, and secl., “set apart”, a scholar’s deletion; ci., “con-
jectured”, a conjecture Burnet does not print (134e5); om. means
that a witness leaves the words out. corr. Coisl. (135e2, 137a10) is a
corrector of the Coislinianus. yp. (graphetai, “it is written”) marks
a variant that a manuscript records beside its own reading: at
136e3 axpnoTous is in B and is recorded as a variant in T, whose
own text has aypelovs; in marg. is “in the margin” and s. v. (supra
versum) “above the line”. ex emend. (135c6) and ex (132b1) mark a
reading made by correcting an earlier one. et is “and”, joining two
witnesses (137¢8, 137¢c11), and sed “but” (134e3). ut videtur, “as it
seems”, marks a reading that is hard to make out (138d2).

The witnesses. Burnet’s apparatus to this dialogue rests chiefly
on three manuscripts: 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). Where W is not named, the apparatus
does not report its reading. Later hands are marked by the small
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letter: b for B (the marginal title, 132d3, 132d8, 133c1, 133c4,
135a5, 136¢10, 139ay, and in “Tb” at 138d2, T together with a
later hand in B), and t for T (133c4). pr. B is B’s first hand, before
correction (138d2), and pr. BT the first hands of B and T (134e5).
Letters written together share a reading, so that “BT” is B and T.
recc. (recentiores) are later manuscripts in general, al. (alii) other
manuscripts, and ovulg. (vulgata) the text of the early printed
editions (137a10). Laur. Ixxxv. 14 (132d8) is a manuscript in
the Laurentian Library at Florence. Coisl. is the Coislinianus 155
in Paris, a later manuscript whose correctors” readings Burnet’s
preface regards as the conjectures of learned readers, not tradition.

The English. The translation is new. It aims to be exact, with ev-
ery clause answering to a clause of the Greek, and to keep Socrates’
manner as narrator: his asides, his teasing of the two lovers, and
the timing of the short exchanges. Nothing is added to make it
livelier; where a joke depends on the Greek, a note explains it. Bur-
net’s Greek has no quotation marks; the English sets the speeches
in quotation marks, as English narrative does. Words that Burnet
prints in angle brackets are translated, without the brackets; the
words he prints in square brackets (70v ¢iAdoodov at 136¢10) are
not translated. The reading Burnet prints is translated, including
his conjectures; where his choice changes the sense, a note says so.

Each right-hand page translates the Greek page opposite. When
a sentence runs over the turn of Burnet’s page, the English breaks
at the nearest point English word order allows. The Stephanus sec-
tion letters in the margin of the English mark where each section
begins.

Key terms. The words on which the argument turns have
one rendering each throughout. Philosophia, philosophein and
philosophos are “philosophy”, “philosophize” and “philosopher”,
as in the Charmides; erastés is “lover” and anterastées “rival lover”
(“his rival in love” at 132¢, where it is predicative). Polymathia is
“much learning” and polyponia “much labor”, with ponoi, “labors”;
metrios is “moderate”. Chresimos is “useful” and achrestos “useless”.
Agathos is “good”; chréstos is “decent” and poneros “base”, as in
the Hipparchus, and mochtheros “worthless”, as in the Alcibiades II.
Kolazein is “punish”; sophrosyné is “temperance” and dikaiosyné
“justice”, as throughout the series; techne is “craft” and demiourgos
“craftsman”. Socrates’ skopein is “look into”.

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

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

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

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

Key Words of the Dialogue, the Glossary says so.

agree, opoloyeiv (homologein); agree over again, advopoloyeioOat
(anomologeisthai); concede, ovyyxwpetv (synchorein); concur,
ovupava (symphanai). The steps granted, 133e, 134c—, 136b—,
136e-137a, 137¢, 137e; “agree over again on what has been
said”, the recapitulation, 136e; “concede”, 134b, 135¢, 138a,
138e; “He concurred”, 134d.

appear, paiveolar (phainesthai); seem, doketv (dokein). Kept apart:
the lads “appeared” to be quarreling and drawing circles, 132a—
b; “You appear to me”, 136a; “It appears so”, 136d, 137c, 138b,
and “They appear so”, 138b; “It appears to be so”, 138¢; “to ap-
pear second or third”, 139a. “Seem” renders dokely, as at 133a,
135b (“if he seemed to be experienced”), 135d (“so as to seem”)
and 136a (“you seem to me”); and €owxe, “it seems” (137a, 138a,
138b, 138¢); in questions doket oot is “do you think” (132¢, 132d,
133b, 134a), except at 133d, “does it seem to you”.

argument, Aoyos (logos). 134b, 135a, 135d, 137a (“by your argu-
ment”); “words”, against “deeds”, at 132d.

base, movnpds (ponéros); decent, xpnotds (chréstos); worthless,
poxtnpds (mochtheros). “Base”, 136b, 137a, 137€, 138a; “worth-
less”, 136e, 137¢, 137d, 137e, 138a; “decent”, 137¢, 137d, 137e,
138a. The same words for horses, oxen and men, 137c-138a.
See good and Key Words, Good, decent, base, worthless.

beloved: see lover.

benefit, peleiv (dphelein); be benefited, wpeletotar (opheleisthai);
beneficial, vpéAos (ophelimos). 132d (“be benefited by him”);
134d (“most beneficial”, “benefit it”, “benefits”).

best, BéATioTos (beltistos). The craft that makes horses, dogs and
men “best”, 137¢—d; “my excellent friend”, & Bé\TioTe, 139a.

busybody, be a, moAvmpayuovetv (polypragmonein); busying one-
self, mpayuateia (pragmateia). “Living as a busybody”, 137b,
as in the Charmides (161d); “busying oneself with the crafts”,
139a.
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craft, Téxvn (techné); craftsman, dnucovpyds (démiourgos). “Craft”,
135b, 135¢, 135d, 1364, 136¢, 137a-b, 137¢, 138b, 138¢, 139a (at
137d the English supplies it); “craftsman”, 135d, 136b, 136d,
136€, 1374, 138d. “Carpentry”, TekTovika), “carpenter”, TékTwv,
and “master builder”, apyirékTwv, 135b—c; “handiwork”,
xetpovpyia, 135b. See Key Words, Craft and craftsman.

decent: see base.

disgrace, dvewdos (oneidos). 137b.

distinguish, diayryvddorew (dingignoskein). 137d, 138b, where the
Charmides (170e) and the Alcibiades I (109d) have “tell ... from”.

doctor, atpds (iatros); trainer, madorp(Bns (paidotribes); farmer,
yewpyos (georgos); pilot, kuBepvnrns (kybernétés). The judges
of the moderate, 134€; the doctor and the pilot preferred to the
philosopher, 136c—d; the doctor again, 138d.

earnest, be in, omovdalew (spoudazein); earnestness, omovdr
(spoude). The lads, 132b; friends “about whom you are greatly
in earnest”, 136¢; “being in earnest about the crafts”, 137b.

exercise, the love of, ¢u\oyvuvaoria (philogymnastia); lover
of exercise, ¢pu\oyvuvaoris (philogymnastés); love exercise,
duloyvuvaoTely (phzlogymnastezn) exercises, yvuvaoia (gym-
nasia); gymnastics, yvuvaotwky (gymnastiké). The love of
exercise, 133d—e; those who love exercise, 133e; the lover of
exercise, 134a; exercises, 133, 134¢; gymnastics, 132d 134a.

experienced, éumeipos (empeiros); experlence, eumeplo (empezrla)
“Experienced in words”, 132d; “his experience of gymnastics”,
134a; “experienced in all the crafts”, 135b.

fine, kaAds (kalos); more finely, kdAAwv (kallion); shameful,
atoxpds (aischros). Something “great and fine”, 132b; is philos-
ophizing “shameful”, 132¢, 133b, or “fine”, 132d, 133b; “fine”
and “good”, 133d-e; “the finest”, 135b; “finely”, 136a; “phi-
losophy is fine”, 137a; “shameful” for the philosopher, 138d,
139a. “Beautiful”, of the young, 133a. See Key Words, Fine and
shameful.

follow, émarolovleiv (epakolouthein), émeobar (hepesthai); con-
tribute, ovufaAieaOar (symballesthai). One English verb for
the two Greek verbs of following, since 138d restates 135d
(EvpBdAreotar at 135d): to follow what the craftsman says and
contribute a judgment, 135d; to follow and contribute when a
doctor, a judge or a king speaks, 138d.

free, é\evlepos (eleutheros); educated, memadevuévos (pepaideu-
menos). What is fitting for free men to learn, 135b; “a free and
educated man”, 135d.
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good, ayallds (agathos). Philosophy “good as well”, 133d; the love
of exercise “both fine and good”, 133e; “the good are useful”,
136b, 136e; “the good useful”, 137a. See base and Key Words,
Good, decent, base, worthless.

inscription, ypauua (gramma). “The inscription at Delphi”, 138a,
as in the Charmides (164d-165a).

judge, dwcaors (dikastes); to judge, dwcalew (dikazein); the
judge’s (knowledge), ducaoTwcn) (dikastike). 137d; “a judge”,
138d; “judging rightly”, “decide or judge”, 138e. See just.

just, dikatos (dikaios); justice, dikatoovvy (dikaiosyné); justly,
dwcaiws (dikaios); wrongdoers, ot adwotvres (hoi adikountes);
pay the penalty, diknv duddvar (diken didonai). “Justly”, 134e;
“justice”, 137d, 138a, 138b, 138c; “just man”, 138c; “when
wrongdoers pay the penalty”, 138b. See Key Words, Justice.

king, Baoc\els (basileus), kingly, Baow\wcr (basiliké); tyrant,
TUpavvos (tyrannos), tyrannical, Tvpavvwr) (tyrannike); states-
man, mo\wrikds (politikos), the statesman’s (art), moAurik)
(politike); household manager, otkovduos (oikonomos), the
household manager’s, otkovoukt] (oikonomike); master,
deomdrys (despotes), the master’s, deomoruxy) (despotike). 138b-
c; “a king”, 138d. See order and Key Words, King, tyrant,
statesman, household manager, master.

know, yuyvdokew (gignoskein), edévar (eidenai); know how,
emioTaolar (epistasthai); knowledge, émoriun (epistemé);
have knowledge, émomjuwy elvac (epistémon einai); be igno-
rant, ayvoetv (agnoein); find out, yvavar (gnonai) at 136c; take
in, évvoetv (ennoein). “Know” (eidévar), 133b, 133¢ (“Then you
know ... what philosophizing is?”), 136b; “even a pig would
know” (yvavai), 134a; “know each of the crafts precisely”,
135¢; “having knowledge about the crafts”, 137a; “know how
to punish”, 137b—c, 138a-b; “knows the decent and the worth-
less”, 137¢, “know the decent and the worthless”, 137e; “the
knowledge that rightly punishes”, 137d; “ignorant”, 137e, 138a;
“knowing oneself”, 138a; “let us find out” (yvduev), 136¢; “Do
I take in”, 135e (“thinking it over” at 133c). See temperance.

labor, ovos (ponos); much labor, moAvmovia (polyponia); labor
at, dwamovetv (diaponein). “Labors”, 133e, 134a, 134b, 134e€;
“much labor”, 133e; “to have labored at anything”, 136a. See
Key Words, Much learning, much labor.

learn, pavfdvew (manthanein); much learning, roAvualia (poly-
mathia); learn much, molvuabetv (polymathein); subjects of
learning, pabuara (mathémata); unlearned, aupabhs (am-
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atheés). “Learn”, 133¢, 135a, 135b, 135¢; “much learning”, 133c,
133e, 139a; “nor learning much”, 137b; “subjects of learning”,
134d, 134e, 135a, 135b; “the unlearned one”, 139a. “Learning”
in Solon’s line, 133¢, renders dwdaokduevos. See Key Words,
Much learning, much labor.

look into, okometv (skopein). 135a, Socrates’ method verb, as in the
series.

lover, épaomis (erastes); rival lover, avrepaori)s (anterastes);
beloved, mawwa (paidika). “Lovers”, 132a, 132d, 133a; “the
lover of one of the two”, 132b; “his rival in love”, 132¢; “his
rival lover”, 133b; “his beloved”, 133b. The “lover of exercise”
is phoyvuraomis (see exercise). See Key Words, Lover, rival
lover, beloved.

menial, Savavoos (banausos). 137b, as in the Alcibiades I (131b).

moderate, uérpios (metrios); immoderate, duerpos (ametros); in
moderation, perpiws (metrios). “Moderate”, 134a, 134b, 134c,
134d, 134€; “immoderate”, 134d; “in moderation”, 136b, where
the Alcibiades I (130c) has “adequately” for perpiws. See Key
Words, Moderate, in moderation.

opinion, 6dfa (doxa); reputation, d6fa; judgment, yvwun
(gnome). “Against my own opinion”, 134c; “the greatest
reputation for philosophy”, 135b; “a judgment of his own”,
135d.

order, dtowkeiv (dioikein); be ordered, oiketoOar (oikeisthai). “Cities
... are well ordered”, 138b; one man “orders a city”, “orders a
household”, 138b—c; “if his household is to be well ordered”,
138e. As in the Alcibiades I (126a-b, 127b).

perplexity, amopia (aporia). 135a, twice.

philosophy, ¢u\ocogia (philosophia); philosophize, ¢ilocopety
(philosophein); philosopher, ¢i\doopos (philosophos). “Phi-
losophy”, 132¢, 133¢c, 133d, 133e, 135b, 137a; “philosophize”,
“philosophizing”, 132b, 132¢, 132d, 133b, 133¢, 133€, 1353, 135¢,
135e, 137a, 137b, 139a; “the man who has philosophized”,
136a; “philosopher”, 135€, 136a, 136b, 136c, 136d, 136e, 137a,
138d, 138e. See the note at 132b and Key Words, Philosophy,
philosophize, philosopher.

precisely, akpiBas (akribos); precision, akpifewa (akribeia). 135d,
136a.

punish, koAdlew (kolazein); be unruly, axolaoTaivew (ako-
lastainein). “Punish”, 137b—c, 137d, 137e, 138a, 138b, 138e;
“unruly”, 137d. See Key Words, Punish.

runner-up, Umakpos (hypakros); top, dkpos (akros); pentath-
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lete, mévTallos (pentathlos); second prizes, Ta devrepeia (ta
deutereia). “A top master builder”, 135¢c; the pentathletes, 135¢;
“likening him to the pentathlete”, 136a; “a kind of runner-up
in everything”, “holding the second prizes”, 136a; “these
runners-up”, 136¢; “that runner-up”, 136¢; “a pentathlete and
a runner-up”, “holding in this the second prizes”, 138e. See
Key Words, Runner-up, pentathlete, second prizes.

seem: see appear.

shameful: see fine.

temperance, cwdpoovvy (sophrosyné); be temperate, cwppovetv
(sophronein); temperate (man), cwdpwy (sophron). knowing
oneself as “being temperate”, 138a; temperance and justice,
138a-b; “temperate man”, “temperance”, 138c. See Key Words,
Temperance and knowing oneself.

think, 7yeioOac (hégeisthai), oleclar (oiesthai); consider, vouilew
(nomizein); take, vmolauBdvew  (hypolambanein); lead,
Nyetofac. “Think”, 132¢, 132d, 133b, 133¢, 133d—€, 1344, 136b—,
137b; “consider myself a man”, 133b; “took this up”, 135b,
“Don’t take me that way”, 135¢c, “to take the philosopher’s
case”, 136a, “whether he took the good to be”, 136b; “not to
lead”, 139a.

tyrant: see king.

understanding, ovveais (synesis). “Whatever belongs to under-
standing”, 135b; “the understanding of the crafts”, 136a.

useful, yprjowuos (chrésimos); useless, dypnotos (achréstos); of no
use, axpetos (achreios). “Useful”, 136b, 136¢, 136d, 136€, 137a;
“useless”, 136b, 136e, 137a, 137b; “of no use”, 138e. See Key
Words, Useful and useless.

wise, copds (sophos); wiser, copwTepos (sophiteros); wisest,
ogopduiTaTos (sophotatos). “Laid claim to being wiser”, 132d;
“the wiser one”, 135b; “the wisest”, 135d; “the wise one”, 139a.

worthless: see base.

writing-master, ypaupator)s (grammatistés). 132a, as in the
Charmides and the Alcibiades 1.
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NOTE ON THIS EDITION

How THE VOLUME WAS MADE

The Greek was taken from the Perseus Digital Library’s digital tran-
scription of Burnet and cut into Burnet’s lines by reading every line-
end from the photographs of his page, in the impression described
in the Editorial Note. Accents, breathings and iota subscripts were
read on the sharpest image of each page that the scan provides,
and a doubtful mark was settled by setting it beside sure exam-
ples of each form in the same fount, and, where that image was in
doubt, on the full photograph of the page. The section letters and
line numbers in the margin were computed from the Stephanus di-
visions rather than copied, and were then compared with Burnet’s:
across the 345 lines of the dialogue they fall where he prints them,
and every mark in the margins was checked on the full photograph.
Burnet’s apparatus was transcribed from the same images. Where
the digital text differs from Burnet’s page, chiefly in the small let-
ters it gives to the openings of speeches, this edition follows Bur-
net.

The dialogue is short, and it was made as a single block. The
block was checked by four independent reviewers: two, dividing
its pages between them, compared the Greek and the apparatus
with the page images letter by letter, one compared the English
with the Greek clause by clause, and one checked every fact and
reference in the notes and the Editorial Note. Each finding was ex-
amined again against the evidence before it was adopted, and not
all were adopted. What that check caught is recorded at the end of
this Note.

The volume was then read through again as one text, since a
check made clause by clause cannot see some kinds of error: a word
rendered one way here and another way there, a recapitulation
that states a step in other words than the step itself, a rendering
that departs from the earlier volumes of the series. The translator
read the whole, and four further reviewers read it independently:
one for the consistency of terms across the whole book and with
the earlier volumes, two for sense, omissions and continuity in its
two halves, and one for the Editorial Note against the scan of Bur-
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net’s volume. 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, and
against the ancient sources they cite, by three more reviewers.

WHAT THE FINAL READING CAUGHT

It found some fifty faults that the block check had passed, most of
them small and a few substantive. They fall into a few classes.

The most consequential concerned the witness. The copy repro-
duced was described, in the Editorial Note and on the title page, as
the edition of 1901 in a later impression. Its preface is of 1901, but it
also carries Burnet’s addendum of April 1910, which marks the sec-
ond edition, and the publisher’s list bound in after the text, dated
January 1935, offers the volume as “Ed. 2”. The title page and the
Editorial Note now describe it as a later impression of the second
edition, and the Editorial Note shows that it was issued no earlier
than January 1935. The Editorial Note also gained what a reader
of the Greek page needs to know: that at 135a7, 137e2 and 137e11
the text prints a reading that no listed witness has in that form,
which of the scholars’ proposals Burnet adopts, and that within
one paragraph the narrative sometimes passes from one speaker
to another.

In the English, a few renderings changed the sense. At 137b
Socrates” “But I suspect, my friend, that they are not so” had read
“that this is not how things are”: the Greek verb is plural, and
its subject is the philosophers just called base and useless, whom
Socrates is about to rescue. At 138d the second half of Socrates’
question had read “is it not shameful”, which in English presses
for a yes; the Greek offers the opposite, that it is “not shameful” to
be unable to follow a judge or a king, and the reply, “How could it
not be shameful”, rejects that proposal. At 137d the question “some
other than this one” now matches its answer, “No, but this one”. At
139a “far from being either much learning or busying oneself with
the crafts” replaces “both ... and”, which after “far from” could
be read as “not both”; and the wise one is now “ashamed of what
had been said before”, as in the Greek, so that the dialogue’s last
words, “what had been said”, answer it. Tenses and moods were
set right at 132a (“were thought”), 134b (“are you fighting it out”)
and 135b (“were those”, a reported statement, not a guess); and
at 136a the wise one’s “You appear to me” now renders the verb
Burnet prints, not the “seem” of another manuscript.

Next came renderings that had not been checked against the se-
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ries. Grammatistes is “writing-master”, as in the Charmides and the
Alcibiades 1; ofesthai is “think” (it had twice been “suppose”); the
answer Panu men oun is “Certainly”, as in the earlier volumes; ba-
nausos is “menial”, as in the Alcibiades I, and oikeisthai, of cities and
households “well ordered”, now answers dioikein, “order”, as in
the Alcibiades I; it had been “managed”. Words were kept off the
English of other key words: ennoein at 135e is “take in”, not “un-
derstand”, which is kept for synesis; gnonai at 136¢ is “find out”, not
“learn”, which is kept for manthanein; the runners of 135e are “rac-
ers”, since “runners” beside “runner-up” made a pun the Greek
does not make; and at 136d “so too in everything else” replaces “it
is the same”, since “the same” is the argument’s word from 137c.
Mathémata is “subjects of learning” each time, and legein of the wise
one’s position “mean” in Socrates” questions (135b-e, 137a). A step
and its recapitulation now share their words: “there always are
craftsmen” (136e and 137a). At 134c the wise lover’s “with you,
however” now repeats the shape of his own two-faced answer of
133d, as the Greek does. Some phrases that followed Lamb’s Loeb
were rewritten.

In the notes, the description of Democritus as “a true pentath-
lete in philosophy” is now given as the continuation of Thrasyllus’
report, which it seems to be, rather than as Diogenes” own; the
runner-up is no longer “first overall”, which the dialogue does not
say; the Clouds promise happiness to the would-be pupil rather
than question him (412—421); the Charmides’ “white line” is quoted
as Plato wrote it; Hermann’s correction at 134a is given as the
two words he changed; and Heraclitus’ saying is rendered “Much
learning does not teach one to have sense”, since “understanding”
belongs to another word of the dialogue. Two sentences of the
block record below, which misdescribed corrections it reports,
were put right.

WHAT REMAINS UNDONE

Two entries in the apparatus are printed as this copy has them
though they look like printer’s faults (133e1, 138a2), and the dam-
aged 0 of dwowky) at 138c1 is read as the type intended; they should
be checked against another copy of the volume. The place of Sto-
baeus’ quotation of 138a-b is given by chapter only.

The apparatus is Burnet’s alone. It has not been collated against
the manuscripts, and readings proposed since 1910 are not re-
ported. The translation follows Burnet’s text even where later
scholars would print something else.
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The notes are a reader’s aid, not a commentary. They were cho-
sen to explain what the English cannot carry, and they label the
more doubtful interpretations as such. The question of who wrote
the dialogue, and when, is set out in the Introduction but not ar-
gued; a reader who wants the scholarly debate will need a com-
mentary.

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

THE RECORD OF THE BLOCKS

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

Brock I: 1324-139A (BURNET PAGES 1-13)

The block is the whole dialogue, from Socrates’ arrival at the school
of Dionysius to the silence of the wise lover. It was drafted on 8
October 2026.

The checks. Four independent reviewers then read the block.
Two compared the Greek and Burnet’s apparatus with the pho-
tographs letter by letter, one the English with the Greek clause by
clause, and one every note and the Editorial Note with its sources.
Every finding was examined against the photographs or the text
before it was adopted.

The Greek. The text was found right letter for letter. Three
readings of T in the apparatus were corrected: d77a at 135a7 and
nmep at 137c9, both with the smooth breathing the copy prints,
and dwatoovvy at 138bs, with its iota subscript. The doubtful
places were settled on the full photographs: kayafov at 133e1, the
second T at 138a2 and the lemma at 137e2 are printed as this copy
has them, and the 8 of dwouk] at 138¢1 shows no trace of its upper
stroke.

The English. At 136a Towob76v Twa is masculine, “some
such man”, not “something of this sort”; at 137a the imperfect
wpoloyoduer became “we were agreeing”; the “second prizes”
of 136a are now the same words in the recapitulation at 138e.
“Having his neck wrung”, which in English means killing, became
“having his neck twisted”, the wrestler’s hold. Words left untrans-
lated were restored: the emphatic “you” at 134b, “rather” at 134c,
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“both ... and” at 137b, “in these matters” at 138d, “laughed at it”
at 134b. The question at 136¢ is again a question, and kwntéos at
134a is “nudged”, as Socrates nudged the same man at 132b. Six
Stephanus letters were moved to the first word of their sections
(132b, 133b, 134b, 136b, 137b, 137¢), the turn of page at 132c was
set where the Greek turns, and dvrepaoTrs at 133b is “rival lover”,
as ruled. Phrases that followed the Loeb translation of W. R. M.
Lamb word for word were rewritten.

The notes. Thrasyllus (Diogenes Laertius 9.37) took for Dem-
ocritus the unnamed speaker for whom the philosopher is like a
pentathlete, not the philosopher of the likeness; Plato alludes to
Solon’s line in the Laches and the Republic but does not quote it;
the note on “decent”, “base” and “worthless” no longer claims
a precedent that no single earlier volume bears out; the places
in the Clouds were corrected; the folk etymology of banausos was
dropped; the definition of tyrannos was put right; sources were
added for Anaxagoras (Xenophon, Memorabilia 4.7.7), Oenopides
(Theon of Smyrna), Heraclitus and the Statesman. In the Editorial
Note the account of entries without a colon was corrected and
completed, and the copy’s preface and addendum were added.

Typesetting. A Stephanus letter at the head of an English para-
graph stood beside the last line of the paragraph before; it now
stands beside the first line of its own.
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