
I wish I would have read the Protagoras first and the Apology (which in Sweden usually is 
named Socrates Defense which I do find is a more apt description) after because I believe 
the first mentioned provided ground for Socrates description of death but since I didn’t I will 
instead present them in that order here and then try to say something regarding my thought 
on them and ethics at the end.  
 
In Protagoras as I read it we find that all human beings are to act virtuously. That is the basis 
of civilisation. We also find that to act virtuously is to act to gain the greatest pleasure (where 
pleasure is not defined as mere physical pleasure) and knowledge about what causes the 
greatest pleasure is wisdom.I think the most important point in the Protagoras is where 
Socrates proclaims that the “being overcome with pleasure” is not that but rather ignorance 
of what creates the greatest pleasure in the long run. Thus all evil acts, as I read him, are 
acts of ignorance where one assumes that the pleasure that is closest is also the greatest.  
 
In the Apology we see this thinking in action. Socrates refuses to plead for forgiveness or 
exile because it would be unbecoming of him. He also notes that he will not give up his god 
given mission of being kind of a dickhead to everyone and thus he cannot stop pointing out 
the lack of wisdom in others. Thus since he believes the virtuous act is the one which gives 
the most pleasure and, as he points out, either death is eternal undisturbed sleep or meeting 
with the greatest and wisest of his civilisation there might as well be more pleasure in death. 
“But now it is time to go away, I to die and you to live. Which of us goes to a better thing is 
unclear to everyone except to the god.”.  
 
I did spend time thinking about this all in terms of ethics, what is ethical and why should we 
act ethically. As I read Socrates (or Platon, I guess, I haven’t quite figured out how to think 
about the author situation here) especially in the apology is that to act unethically, as it were, 
is worse than death. It will not change who he is or what he does and if it did it would be a 
greater pain than the potential non-pain of death. On top of that he has acted in the way he 
has acted because he believed that it would be of the greatest benefit to all and if he were to 
change his behaviour, keep quiet, then he would not provide the service which he is best fit 
to serve, I believe that this too he sees as unethical.  
 
It is a bit hard for me to fit these two texts into 500 words and then say something succinctly 
about them and ethics but I figured that maybe the essential part is: 1. We need knowledge, 
when put into a situation with an ethical conundrum we must carefully evaluate the options 
so as to try to know and understand what we are choosing when we are choosing it, and 2. 
the quick and easy option with pleasure upfront isn’t necessarily the best option, either for 
ourselves or others.  


