
A SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS OF BOOK I IN PLATOS REPUBLIC

A summary of Book I in Plato's The Republic. Learn exactly what happened in this chapter, scene, or section of The
Republic and what it means. Perfect for acing.

The just man would no longer feel the need to be just. The rational thing to do is ignore justice entirely. The
Republic moves beyond this deadlock. Book I, which more than any other shows the Socratic method at work,
is in some ways an overview of the other nine. He adds that tyrants, the most unjust, are the happiest and
richest because of their tyranny. In the Republic it seems that justice is defined many different ways. So it is
not justice itself that is recommended, but rather, the respectability that it brings with it. Cephalus is using the
traditional definition of a just lifeâ€”paying what one owes to gods and men, and being honest. Thrasymachus,
unwillingly quiet, interrupts, loudly. Simonides, says Polemarchus, meant that friends owe it to their friends to
do well by them, and never harm them, and enemies are owed harm. Notice that Socrates uses Thrasymachus'
assumption that justice is a skill in order to compare justice via a series of analogies with other skills.
Thrasymachus, breaking angrily into the discussion, declares that he has a better definition of justice to offer.
Anything with a function also has a virtue. Continuing to build and broaden, Socrates' must solve the problem
of how the State, devaluing wealth, would defend itself. But, in fact, as Socrates himself notes, it was built
into the State from the beginning. If he was a truly a just person then he would not be unjust even if there was
no fear of punishment. Socrates, however, is not finished yet. Active Themes Socrates adds that a person with
a bad soul will rule poorly, while one with a good soul will rule well. Socrates' point is that the ruler's purpose
is to rule, just as a doctor's purpose is to care for his patients. Socrates has "proven" the existence of justice in
the State; therefore, since the faculties of the individual correspond on a smaller scale to those of the State,
justice must also exist in the individual. Throughout the discourse on guardians, defense, and legislature, Plato
, through his mouthpiece Socrates, continually reiterates the importance of education, of the harmonious
balance between music and gymnastics that will guide the citizens through life. On the road, the three travelers
are waylaid by Adeimantus, another brother of Plato, and the young nobleman Polemarchus, who convinces
them to take a detour to his house. They would both break into houses unseen, and help themselves to
whatever they wanted. The specific function of the soul is life, and it can not perform that function without its
accompanying virtue of justice. Finally Socrates divulges his parallel. A sea captain seeks whatever is
beneficial to his sailors, and a ruler seeks what is beneficial for his subjects. Since the nature of the State and
the nature of the individual are analogous, Socrates argues, the nature of justice must also be analogous.
Though Thrasymachus claims that this is his definition, it is not really meant as a definition of justice as much
as it is a delegitimization of justice. Download it! This leads Socrates to consider Thrasymachus' assertion that
the life of an unjust man is better than that of a just man. Thrasymachus leaves, still insisting that his definition
of justice is the correct one. A man to be truly just must desire and get his pleasure on living with what he has
earned fairly and helping others around him. Within a group, injustice creates chaos and disharmony, even
among thieves, so Socrates argues it cannot be a virtue. Socrates says that it is the ignorant man who thinks he
knows better than the doctor, the non musical person who thinks he knows more than the musician. Yet
political rulers earn no wages and so do not benefit themselves. Courage resides in those who fight; it is shown
to be knowledge of the nature of fear.


