
Commentary on Plato’s Apology of Socrates and Plato’s Protagoras 
 

This commentary starts by discussing some selected elements in Plato’s Apology that I found 
particularly thought-provoking. Thereafter, I will shortly discuss my thought on Plato’s Protagoras.  

The first aspect that I found particularly interesting in Plato’s Apology was the section on “whether 
anyone was wiser than I [Socrates] was” (Plato). While on his quest to answer this question, Socrates 
realizes that every purportedly wise person suffers from a misconception about their wisdom, 
generalizing from being skilled in one specific domain to general wisdom, or as mentioned in the 
Apology: “[…] because they were good workmen they thought that they also knew all sorts of high 
matters, and this defect in them overshadowed their wisdom […]”. While this section opens up for 
many more questions such as the question after what wisdom really is, or whether humans are in fact 
able to be “wise” at all or not, and whether there is anything that we really know about the world and 
our existence, I reflected a bit about my conception of myself as an engineer and the social 
expectations of engineers to be “wise”. Perhaps, it is not only the profession of engineers but generally 
persons with high degrees of education who are perceived to be “wise”. While I think one can become 
very knowledgeable in certain domains, I have a deep respect for all the things I do not know. Thus, I 
would reckon Socrates approach to challenge everyone to reflect upon their own “wisdom” and 
challenge myself by embracing my own ignorance. However, perhaps wisdom is nothing one can every 
reach, but a direction one can aim for to make less biased and more reflected judgements. But as I 
read Plato’s Apology, one can only strive for wisdom when acknowledging the limitations of one’s own 
wisdom. 

I will now continue reflecting upon Plato’s Protagoras. Generally, it includes many interesting aspects 
such as the question after what virtue is, if virtue is knowledge, if it can be unified and taught or if it 
needs to be developed from the inside of a person. However, since I think that this has been discussed 
by many in more detail before, I want to reflect on another, perhaps more complementary aspect of 
the Protagoras. At the beginning of the story, Socrates emphasizes knowledge as the food of the soul 
and further elaborates that one needs to be considered to whom and to what knowledge one exposes 
one’s own mind. I found that very triggering, since I commonly pay much attention to what I eat to be 
healthy, but a lot less attention to what I expose my mind to. Imagining my mind as the composition 
of my cognition and my knowledge, and my mind as a or perhaps the key determinant for my well-
being, it should be at the core of my attention how I shape my cognition and in what I become more 
knowledgeable. As Socrates said it in the Protagoras: “But you cannot buy the wares of knowledge 
and carry them away in another vessel; when you have paid for them you must receive them into the 
soul and go your way, either greatly harmed or greatly benefited […]”. But how to decide what is good 
or evil for my mind? Is it not a necessity to understand what evil is to comprehend what constitutes 
the good? Socrates suggests to consult the elderly to know better what to do. However, if I am looking 
at my reality today, it is mostly algorithms determining what kind of knowledge I consume. Whether 
it the music I listen to, the books I read, the films and debates I watch, algorithms preselect and 
reinforce the things I add to my mind. Thus, one may argue that algorithms are a central teacher of 
virtue, or perhaps a misleader of virtue. Either way, algorithms and the engineers behind them bear a 
heavy load of moral responsibility of today’s society.  


