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First of all, I must admit that I found both texts rather heavy to read,

and I’m not sure that I spent quite enough time processing the texts to fully

appreciate/understand them. Starting with Apology, I did quite enjoy the way

he defended himself against the charges, and the way he talked about death. For

example, I liked the following quotes and found them rather thought-provoking:

- “The hour of departure has arrived, and we go our ways—I to die, and you
to live. Which is better God only knows.”

- “I would rather die having spoken after my manner, than speak in your
manner and live.”

- “The di�culty, my friends, is not to avoid death, but to avoid unrighteous-
ness; for that runs faster than death.”

- “Some one will say: And are you not ashamed, Socrates, of a course of life
which is likely to bring you to an untimely end? To him I may fairly answer:
There you are mistaken: a man who is good for anything ought not to calculate
the chance of living or dying; he ought only to consider whether in doing anything
he is doing right or wrong—acting the part of a good man or of a bad.”

The last quote above I found particularly interesting. Reading it, I started

thinking about our discussions regarding di↵erent forms of rationalization, and

especially rationalization based on that we “have” to do certain things for the

sake of advancing our careers. “...a man who is good for anything ought not
to calculate the chance of living or dying; he ought only to consider whether in
doing anything he is doing right or wrong...”, then it also seems reasonable that

we should never consider whether a certain action will e.g. make us unable to

finish our PhD, we should always just try to do right? This quote also makes

me think about how we can know that what we are doing is “right”. What

if we believe that what we are doing is right (e.g. developing a nuclear bomb

in order to help win the war), but fail to properly consider possible negative

side-e↵ects? Is it enough to do something that I believe is right to be a man of

good? Or is doing something I believe is good, without properly exploring my

possible ignorance, in fact an act of a bad man?

As for the second text, Protagoras, I found this one more di�cult to prop-

erly follow and understand. Initially, I did find the general debate on whether

or not virtue can be thought quite interesting, but then I sort of got lost in the

not so very concise arguments.
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