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Resumen

El presente trabajo pretende ofrecer una alternativa diferente,
desde los problemas filosoficos, de la perspectiva tradicional
cronolédgica de abordar los escritos de Platon. Sin descartar la
cronologia de los Didlogos, esta se tendrd presente de manera
constante, pero no como el hilo conductor del estudio de la filo-
sofia platonica, pues esta tiene muchas dificultades.
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Abstract

This work aims to offer a different approach, from the perspective of
philosophical problems, to the traditional chronological perspective
of studying Plato’s writing. While not disregarding the chronology of
the Dialogues, it will be constantly considered, but not as the guiding
thread of Platonic philosophy, since it presents many difficulties.
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Introduction

Plato’s study of his works of the Corpus
Platonicum has been given for more than
two thousand years and continues to take
place. Year after year, a large number of
works are published by Academics deal-
ing with issues concerning Plato. In ad-
dition, in universities around the world,
many students are introduced to Platonic
philosophy, which -in the vast majority of
cases- is done from a chronological one,
which, on the one hand, has worked well.
The above may sound scandalous. Just
thinking of another way of introducing
people to platonic needs without cling-
ing to the chronological order, can at least
generate discomfort. In any case, what
form would it be? Well, after more than
a decade teaching Plato from his prob-
lems (without completely forgetting the
chronology of his works), it has been suc-
cessful. How can this be possible? In this
modest work we will try to describe it, to
explain it.?

I. Traditional method: chronological
order scopes and limitations

Introducing students to Plato’s philosophy
has traditionally been given by exploring
his Dialogues and Letters in chronological
order that, although it seems obvious,

2 Itis very important to say that the idea of writing an ar-
ticle where we try to explain how Plato’s thought can
be introduced to students from the perspective of phil-
osophical problems and not from the chronology, is not
originally mine. Some time ago I found an article that
talked about the subject of the introduction to Platonic
philosophy, without focusing on the chronological order
of the dialogues, which caught my attention a lot, but
not having time to read it at that same time we wrote the
bibliographic information to look for the work later. The
fact is that we did not manage to find the information or
the article on the Internet to read and quote it.

without major complication, the subject of
the writings of antiquity in the Old World
is very complicated and the case of Pla-
to is no different, because of the way in
which the texts were transmitted and pre-
served for decades. And, although the Pla-
tonic texts had a better “press” due to their
dissemination, there are differences be-
tween the codices that are possessed being
the basis of research and translations, in
addition to the comparative study between
the different sources that are expressed by
the historians of the classical era, as well
as the textual citations that are made from
other authors or eras.

Plato is one of those rare cases in which we
preserve the entirety of his work?®, which
gives us the possibility of deepening Pla-
to’s philosophy more completely, forming
the first great philosophical system in his-
tory in Athens. Plato’s case is truly excep-
tional, because even of Aristotle we do not
preserve his complete work*. But that does
not mean that we have greater certainty of
the moment in which the Athenian phi-
losopher wrote, either his Dialogues or
his Letters, having little access to primary
sources of the writing of these.

There are several proposals of what could
be the order in which the aforementioned
Letters and the famous Dialogues were
written, but the truth is that there are
few coincidences and much in what they

3 And even a little more, because we also have dubi-
ous writings and others considered almost universal-
ly as apocryphal.

4 In his time at the Academy, the stagirite wrote 22 dia-
logues, none of which is complete. We only have frag-
ments that add up to a few hundred pages. And without
counting on the disappearance of exoteric or external
lessons that were dedicated to public education.
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differ’. In addition, to further complicate
things, the dating of the writings of Aristo-
tle’s master, and of all the ancient writers,
is done from the Relative Chronology,’ be-
cause even with all the technological and
technical advances in the field of dating,
an absolute chronology remains impossi-
ble. What is known as absolute chronolo-
gy consists of a type of dating that allows
to establish in a very precise way the mo-
ment in which certain events occurred
certain works. Currently, the most well-
known, used, exact, and reliable method is
known as the Carbon Radio Dating Meth-
od 14. This method consists of comparing
the amount of carbon 12, with that of car-
bon 14 that is an object that has boasted
life at some point, that is, that only works
with some objects, but that will definite-
ly not work with others that do not pres-
ent carbon chains, whether double simple
and triple, that is, with life. This works
as follows, when a living being dies the
amount of carbon 12 it contains remains
unchanged, not so carbon 14 that degrades
at a known rate, so by comparing both
radioactive isotopes a date can be estab-
lished quite close to the moment of death
of the living being in question. This meth-
od is mainly used in areas of archaeology,
paleontology, geology, forensic sciences,
art studies, being not very functional for
philosophical studies in which their pri-
mary documents cannot be easily dated.

However, the Carbon 14 Radius Dating
Method has its limitations and they are not

5 As mentioned in the general introduction to the Dia-
logues I, by Gredos, in which it shows the chronology
between Wilamowitz, Confort, Leisegang, Praechter,
Shoney, Riter, Taylor, and Crombie (cf. p. 53-55).

6  With all the limitations that this implies, which we
will detail later.

insignificant. The aspect in which the Car-
bon 14 Method suffers the most is that it
has an error rate of between 30-50 years
when defining the moment in which the
living being that is being analyzed died.
Which to establish chronologies in dis-
ciplines such as paleontology does not
present a major problem however for ar-
chaeologists and let alone for historians
who try to establish the date of creation of
some document, an error cup of between
30 and 50 years, is unacceptable since
such an amount of time can imply the end
of one era and the beginning of another.

In addition, although the error index de-
creased significantly, at about five or sev-
en years, carbon 14 requires destroying a
not so small part of the object to be dat-
ed, and since many documents that have
managed to reach us are small fragments,
thinking about incinerating them to try to
establish the moment in which the ma-
terial on which it was written (whether
of animal or vegetable origin) died, and
remembering that an error index is still
being handled, between 30 and 50 years
does not seem a viable option. In addition
to the above, it must be remembered that
carbon 14 dating could only bring us clos-
er to the moment when the material on
which the document of interest was writ-
ten ceased its life and cannot instead tell
us the moment when it was written about
it. In this way we understand that, even
if a papyrus was created in the year 100
before the common era, it does not mean
that it has been written about it at that
very moment, decades may have passed
before it is used because the papyrus is a
material that if kept in optimal conditions
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(the one offered by the Egyptian “desert)
can be kept in perfect condition for hun-
dreds or thousands of years.

Without expanding further on the issue of the
endowment itself; it is not the one that is fun-
damentally occupied in this study, we will
explain the difficulty of these criteria. The re-
sources of the Relative Chronology are var-
ied, however, for the dating of old writings
and especially in cases where we have sev-
eral works, two types of methods are used:
internal criteria and external criteria.

A. External criteria

To be able to address the study texts for
an exegesis, it is necessary to make the
context of this to avoid the anachronisms
that can be presented in the interpretation,
as well as the social, economic, political,
warlike aspects of the moment in which
they were written: The “clues” that are
scattered in the Dialogues, Letters and
other sources of academic consensus, col-
laborate to be able to give that “order” to
the texts. According to the general intro-
duction present in the edition of Gredos of
the Dialogues I of the Platonic works, the
external criteria are references to historical
events or characters whose date is known:

With this criterion, the term post quem was
specified; but, once this posteriority was
fixed, a great inaccuracy remained. Thus,
for example, if in the Teeteto Euclid of
Megara is taken as the protagonist, it is to
be assumed that the whole dialogue refers
to a date after 399, since it is in Megara

7  Itcan be confronted with the documents accidental-
ly found by Bedouin shepherds in 1947 in the caves
located in Qumran, which have been called Dead
Sea Scrolls.

where Plato takes refuge after the death of
Socrates. At the beginning of the Banquet
(172c) Agaton is mentioned, a tragic poet
who triumphs in the year 416, news that we
know from testimonies of grammarians. In
honor of Agatho took place the Banquet
that Apollodore narrates and that must be
located, therefore, in that year 416 or short-
ly after; but the date of composition must
have been in volume to the year 385, since
later (193a) refers to the political disgre-
gation of Mantinea by the Lacedemonios
that took place in that year 385 (Jenofonte,
Heldnicas V 2, 1). (quote pages 47-48)

The previous text makes clear the difficul-
ties of this criterion, because in the same
dialogue it is possible to mention histori-
cal facts that are found after different mo-
ments, but that in the narrative structure
of it are developed as events that occurred
at the same historical moment. Something
similar happens with the historical charac-
ters of those we know, even if it is a little of
their biography and the dates that marked
their life, because they can appear in one
or more Dialogues at times, places or both
of which we have no news that the afore-
mentioned historical characters would have
been. Moreover, those same characters can
interact with each other, complicating the
panorama more and making the confluence
of all the characters unlikely mentioned in
the texts, so that you can suppose are sup-
ports in the writing, as a literary exercise
to be able to expose and sustain the philo-
sophical ideas that are developed depend-
ing on the dialogue that we find, whether on
the virtues, education, the beautiful, knowl-
edge, the immortality of the soul, among
the other topics arranged in an extensive
and articulated way.
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1. References from one dialogue to another

Although this type of news is not abun-
dant, there are exceptions, such as the
quotes of the Sophist, in Politico 284b and
286b. There are relatively clear mentions
of Parmenides in Teeteto 183e and Soph-
ist 217¢. The Timeo, e.g., begins with a
recapitulation of the Republic. (Lledé en
Platon, 1981, p. 48)

In this case we find some difficulties to
take this criterion as infallible, because,
although there are cases, such as the
aforementioned quote, which certainly
indicates which dialogue is before or af-
ter, although it is not always the case that
the author provides us with that reference.
Taking the same example of the Timeo
and The Republic, although at the begin-
ning of the Timeo it seems that it is an im-
mediate continuation of The Republic, we
know from other sources and criteria, that
both Dialogues belong to different peri-
ods and, in fact, with many years of dis-
tance between them: The Republic written
throughout several stages of the life of the
Athenian genius and finally ended in the
period of maturity and the Timeo faithful
example of a dialogue of senence.

2. Dependence on other works of the time

... Isocrates and the praise that Socrates
makes of him in Phaedrus 278. But Isocra-
tes pronounces, in the year 390, a speech
against the sophistry that, in a certain
way, attacked Socrates. In the Eutidemus
(304d), Plato takes revenge. This makes
us assume that Phaedrus is prior to 390
and Eutidemus after. The studies of Th.
Gomperz showed that the question was

not so simple and that the Phaedrus was
after the famous speech of Isocrates. (tex-
tual quote page 48).

The previous quote shows us that even
the method of contrasting with texts un-
related to the Dialogues, even being from
the same era, is not without difficulties,
some of them very deep. The fact that Pla-
to writes about an event that from other
sources we know corresponds to a non-fic-
tion fact, does not mean that Aristotle’s
teacher places that event in the place and
time in which it happened. Given these
difficulties of the method of contrasting
texts, it would not be a way that generates
certainty in the elaboration of the chronol-
ogies of the Dialogues. In addition, it must
be considered that the texts have the inten-
tion to express ideas, concepts, theories,
and definitions that are typical of the field
of philosophy: anthropology, epistemolo-
gy, ethics, dialectics, astronomy, politics,
education. All these in a set that, although
studied by approaches, depend on each
other to be understood in their entirety,
according to Plato’s genius and skills to
develop a system that interacts in its dif-
ferent reflections that permeate the history
of thought to this day.

B. Internal criteria

1. Real content of the dialogues, in rela-
tion to the greater or lesser reference in
them to typical themes of Platonism.

It only serves to determine the great peri-
ods of the Platonic work: ... Schleiermach-
er, e.g., maintained that the dialogues that
deal with a subject, with abundant myth-
ical allusions, are prior to those in which
Plato expresses himself more concisely.
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Thus, the Phaedrus is prior to the dia-
logues in which it speaks of the division of
the three parts of the soul without images
or myths. (p.49)

As well explained in the aforementioned
introduction of the first volume of the
Dialogues, this criterion is too general to
establish a chronology beyond the great
Platonic topics, namely: Socratic, doctrine
of forms, the immortality of the soul, the
sacred geometry, the music of the spheres,
the neo-Opithagoric mathematics un-
derstood from the vision of the Athenian
philosopher. The point is that the chrono-
logical order, according to the greater
or lesser reference to the great platonic
themes, is something that appears in var-
ious sources since antiquity, being among
the most famous Life and opinions of the
most illustrious philosophers of the first
century doxograph Diogenes Laercio. Not
for not finding any reference in ancient
texts, it implies that they are not important
or indicative that they should be discarded
as valid sources, it is only that this themat-
ic criterion has been insufficient to estab-
lish a more specific chronological order
since antiquity.

2. Artistic structure

The Dialogues written with poetic force
and in which the characters appear sur-
rounded by a certain theatricality, think
of the Protagoras, whose composition is
more careful and literary resources abound
-Banquete, Fedon-, they are prior to those
in which artistic coverage is hardly im-
portant and in which the characters do not
have the strength or the psychological nu-
ances of the first era. Thus, Parmenides,

The Sophist, The Politician, Filebo. 1t is
possible to affirm that this group of dia-
logues already belongs to a time in which
the political setbacks of the failed Syra-
cuse experience have accentuated the mel-
ancholy of the philosopher (p. 49).

As Plato ages, the texts are modified; the
style, since the theoretical becomes a lead-
ing role, leaving the artistic composition a
little aside. The artistic structure then only
does not give clues to the order of the Dia-
logues, but in a general way, which would
indicate some intention of the author that
the most important thing will be what he
says and not how he says it.

-The language

The most fruitful criterion that has giv-
en important fruits has been stylometry?®.
Lewis Campbell was the first who, in the
prologue to his edition of The Sophist and
The Politician, began to establish style-
metric °criteria, based on the study of par-

8 Stylometry is a new specialized field that arises
thanks to the synergy between linguistics and technol-
ogy (Crespo Miguel, 2021) and the implementation
of computer methods in the humanities; however, it
lacks specialized works that deal with it... (Moyano,
2023, p. 340).

9  The stylometric analysis starts from the premise that
all people make use of language in a different and
idiosyncratic way (Coulthard et al., 2016), holding
that every author, unconsciously, has his own linguis-
tic imprint that distinguishes him from other authors
(Daelemans, 2013). Moreover, styles is a term whose
definition is not only complicated (Akhmanova,
1970) but has also been widely studied and exploit-
ed, subjected to all kinds of excesses, both in linguis-
tic and literary studies can be defined from different
perspectives and end up adopting one terminology or
another depending on the application to which it is
focused. What’s more, styles is a term whose defini-
tion is not only complicated (Akhmanova, 1970) but
has also been widely studied and exploited, subjected
to all kinds of excesses, both in linguistic and literary
studies (Olsson, 2008) (Moyano, 1., p. 347).
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ticles or groups of particles that appeared
or disappeared with insistent frequency,
according to the time of the dialogue stud-
ied, “[...] But it was Lutoslawski who, with
his already classic work on Plato’s log-
ic, established stylometry, as a scientific
criterion, to solve the problems posed by
chronology. [...] This lexical criterion was,
however, less fruitful than the one that
could be deduced, not so much from the
words, from the relations between them,
as Plato himself had already mentioned in
the Phaedrus” (236a).

Stylometry was based on the repetition
of stylistic phenomena that Lutoslawski
(1890) called styles. The styles manifest
certain unconscious habits, which, reflect-
ed in repetitions and groupings of parti-
cles, expressed various influences, travel,
social environment, friendships, etc. This
type of particles presented, due to their
exclusive character of relating terms,
an extraordinary ease to be statistically
controlled and, accordingly, to establish
nuclei of linguistic behaviors that accu-
rately measured the chaining of dialogues
(p. 50-51). This issue can be somewhat
complicated, and not because in fact the
style analysis of any document, although
very useful, poses some difficulties that
we want to explore. This presents, as ex-
pected in all disciplines, a wide variety of
methods that are based on statistics. Con-
comitantly he shares many of the difficul-
ties of that discipline, pointing out that the
results can only aspire to probabilities, not
to maintain a certainty. If this is applied
qualitatively to the Dialogues, the idea
of an order for statistics in the analysis
of documents could not be maintained,
since there is the same shortcoming of not

having primary sources, but versions that
were maintained from manuscripts trans-
mitted by copyists who in turn could stop
translating directly from Greek to Latin, or
only staying with previous translations.

Therefore, it should be noted that there is
a margin of error in any statistic and that
cannot fail to be kept in mind in the anal-
ysis carried out in the Dialogues and Let-
ters. In any case, it is very important to
stop for a moment in the nature of the data
that are used to generate those metrics of
the style!®. The big problem is wanting to
temporarily order the texts of an author, the
stylometry may not be enough, at least not
to obtain the certainty and questionable of
which text was written before which other.
Again, the most we can aspire to is to get
closer to that original order that helps us
better understand an author like Plato.

In addition to what has been said, anoth-
er situation becomes apparent that could
become complicated, to put it mildly, we
are referring to the phenomenon of Philol-
ogism, understood as the abuse of some of
the philological methods to, in this case,
establish chronologies. It is not enough to
know and have mastery of an ancient lan-
guage such as Greek to venture into giving
a chronology of the texts, but a minimally
interdisciplinary work is indispensable, so
that specialists in the area of history, phi-
losophy, and linguistics are required to
make a broader analysis. Not reducing this
to a single field of philology or linguistics,

10 Also known as styles, which consist of the repeti-
tion (with greater or lesser frequency) consciously or
unconsciously of stylistic phenomena that give us a
matrix of data that in turn allows us to establish the
authorship of a text and also, although with a slightly
smaller margin of success, some chronologies.
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since their analyses suffer from academic
rigor in the understanding of the philo-
sophical content of the Dialogues. Thus,
instituting a chronology for Plato’s Dia-
logues and Letters, goes beyond the lim-
its of philology and the participation of
philosophers and historians is necessary
to bring us closer (without perhaps ever
achieving it) to an absolute chronology, so
one cannot lavish absolute confidence in
any relative chronology.

Having said all of the above, the question
becomes necessary: if the chronological or-
der is not used to address the study of Pla-
tonic philosophy, is there another way to
address and problematize the teaching of
Platonic thought? If we can approach Plato’s
philosophy if we study the problems that the
Athenian philosopher tried to solve, without
ever leaving aside the existing chronologies
being a secondary problem in the under-
standing of the philosophical system raised
by Plato since ancient times and that contin-
ues to remain valid in current thought, and
in this way analyze and value the thought
of Aristotle’s master as a permanent phi-
losophy that has permeated Western culture
since it emerged, its nuances and influenc-
es of Neoplatonism in Christianity and the
way of addressing philosophical problems,
identifying the problems pointed out by the
author since the time allows us to trace the
ideas present in our current thought, being
an obligation to build bridges in knowledge
and updating Platonism in our time. There-
fore, although the chronology is important to
address, it is not enough to be able to take a
walk in Platonic thought and its complexity,
it is a help to understand how the philosoph-
ical thought of an author also goes through
stages of maturity and complexity, allowing

the concepts that he had previously raised to
redefine and improve, or overcome, the ar-
gumentation. In this way, addressing Plato’s
study from the problems he raised allows us
to navigate through the different dialogues
to find the possible contradictions among
themselves or the similarities they maintain
throughout the development of Platonism
and its systematic study.

I1. Study Plato’s philosophy from the
problems he was trying to solve. Where
to start?

For more than a decade our classmates,
teachers, and ourselves have taught the
course on Plato’s thought from his philo-
sophical problems. In our particular expe-
rience, the best way to start is to establish
the great themes of the philosophy of the
Athenian genius and then the questions
that underlie those topics to understand
how they were supposed to be answered,
those that could have been answered. Let’s
look at three examples that denote the
methodological possibility of approach-
ing the study of Plato from his problems
raised: epistemology, politics, and doc-
trine of the form.

1. Epistemology

For this, it is essential to ask three basic
questions to the Dialogues: What charac-
teristics must knowledge have to be such?
How do we know? Where does knowledge
come from?

Now that we have the topic or philosoph-
ical problem, and the questions, we pro-
ceed to choose the dialogues in which we
consider that the questions are raised more
clearly and answers are proposed for the
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questions already mentioned. In addition,
of course we will choose some support-
ing readings, for a better understanding of
both the questions that the Athenian phi-
losopher tries to answer and the answers
he tried to wield.

For the subject of epistemology, and the
questions that try to answer the Dialogues
traditionally (and not without reason)
used, in which the Athenian genius ex-
plores the nature and complications of
knowledge in its time, are the following:
Menoén and Theateto. At this point, each
teacher will decide the order in which he/
she will analyze each dialogue, although
the most advisable thing by virtue of the
chronology of the topics and the treatment
of these, is to start with the Menén, be-
cause as we have already said, it is not
about ignoring the chronology, even less
one that is as clear as that of the stages of
Plato’s intellectual life.

Of course, the teacher must first carry out
a conscientious contextualization of the
chosen dialogues so that students can un-
derstand why those writings were chosen,
how the questions are raised and how they
are resolved. It is also important, never to
leave aside the general contextualization
of the time in which Plato lived, because
one must understand what was happen-
ing at that time and in that place (you can
never leave the place aside). Trying to un-
derstand the philosophical thought of Soc-
rates’ disciple without first knowing the
thought of previous philosophers and the
most relevant historical facts of his time,
is like trying to understand a work of art
without knowing the time and place in
which it was made.

In the case of ancient Greek philosophy
of the fourth century before the common
era, it is inevitable to analyze the enor-
mous influence exerted by both the Med-
ical Wars'' and the Peloponnesian War'?,
because if we do not understand why these
wars occurred and what their consequenc-
es were, whether political, geopolitical,
social and cultural, we could not adequate-
ly explain why Plato asks the questions he
asks himself and tries to answer them as
he does. So much so, that in fact to explain
the whole phenomenon of Socrates’ death,
is impossible if you do not know before,
even if it is instrumentally the Pelopon-
nesian War. If it is not understood that
Socrates is tried and convicted for crimes
related to the religion of the city, not being
able to do so for political reasons, since a
period of amnesty had been established to
try to shovel part of the terrible damage
that the government of the “30 tyrants” did
to the entire Athenian society during the
year that they held power, in no way could
we finish understanding the significance
that the death of Plato’s teacher has had.

2. Politics

We can also carry out the methodologi-
cal strategy of three fundamental ques-
tions: What is the best form of political

11 They were a set of military incursions carried out by
the Persian Empire against the Greek polis, especially
<Athens and Eubea. Traditionally they have been di-
vided into two parts, the first medical war (470 BC)
with the famous battle of Marathon as the insignia,
and the second medical war ten years later whose
flagship battles were: battle of Thermopylae, battle of
Salamis and the battle of Platea a year later. The Greek
polis was victorious.

12 It was a devastating civil war between Athens and its
allies (League of Delos), and Sparta and its allies (Pelo-
ponnesian League), to gain dominion of Hellas. This
for 27 years, culminating with the capture of the City
of Athens by the Spartan general Lisander in 404 c.e.
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organization for the Hellenes? How should
society be organized?

Who and how should be governed?

For this philosophical problem, Plato’s
masterpiece, that is, The Republic, is cen-
tral and irreplaceable. Of course, it is not
the only work that we can use, among oth-
ers it is common to review for example
The Laws, and even the Menon especially
the last part.

It is necessary to stop to remember that
Plato’s writings do not have the modern
characteristic of decisively separating the
themes of his philosophy. In this way, we
find that in the same dialogue a multiplic-
ity of topics is treated, and it is that, as an
ancient philosophical system, all its phi-
losophy is concatenated with each other,
so that if one aspect is not understood,
others cannot be understood. For exam-
ple, we know that Platonic politics is in-
exorably linked to its epistemology and is
in turn to its ontology, which is linked to
its ethics, so if we do not understand any
of these aspects, we cannot expect to un-
derstand the political proposal of the Athe-
nian philosopher.

In any case, it is not impossible to under-
stand the Platonic philosophy as a whole;
it has been done for more than 2000 years,
it is all a matter of placing yourself in the
context and understanding how it was
thought at that time. In fact, the modern
heritage mania of the encyclopedism of
French illustration and Comte’s work with
positivism, of separating and fragmenting
everything to analyze and embrace it, has
shown that it is not always the best option.

There are things that once done can never
be discarded and that separating an object
of study in order to understand it better
sometimes means never being able to re-
compose it in its original form, with the
consequences that we already know (we
are certainly referring to the environmen-
tal crisis we are facing).

When choosing the Dialogues according
to the subject we want to explore, it is im-
portant to never lose sight of the integral-
ity of Platonic thought and explain it in
great detail to the students so that they be-
come familiar with other forms of writing,
philosophy and thought, but also so that
at the time of making the readings of the
Dialogues they are prepared to encounter
a multiplicity of interdependent topics,
and manage to focus on the philosophical
problem that is being analyzed, we repeat
without ever forgetting the constant refer-
ences to the other aspects of philosophy
that give it meaning.

3. Doctrine of the form

Being perhaps one of the central themes
in platonic thought in which anthropolo-
gy, ontology, ethics and politics are artic-
ulated, the doctrine of the forms that we
find in Book VII of The Republic, and
in Phaedrus, we can thus focus on three
generating questions: What are Forms or
Ideas? What is the Doctrine of Forms?
How does it relate to the soul?

The theme of the Doctrine of Forms is
perhaps the theme for which Plato is best
known, and it is not trivial, because with-
out this theme one could never understand
the Platonic philosophy of the two Worlds:
The World of Shadows and the World of
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Forms. The theme and the problem asso-
ciated with the Doctrine of Forms is what
gives way to what has been known as the
Second Navigation, which allowed the
Athenian philosopher to generate his own
thought which, as we know, will gradually
separate from that of his teacher Socrates
who is the main Based on the first stage of
the philosophy of Aristocles. The topic of
ideas, archetypes, or forms, is medullary
and we can never emphasize enough the
importance, not only in Plato’s thought,
but also in all Western philosophy for the
subsequent influence that Neoplatonism
makes, although not only.

Now, how will we face this issue, that is
to say that of the forms? Well, starting by
explaining what the Second Navigation
consists of, for which it is necessary to
analyze the general characteristics of the
previous period, that is, “the First Navi-
gation”, for this it is very useful to look
back to the staging of Platonic thought and
explain again the nature of Plato’s youth
stage to be able to establish the differenc-
es between both stages and how the Doc-
trine of Forms changed the thought of the
Athenian and that evolved throughout his
life. It is very important to remember that,
although in the Phaedrus and Book VII
of The Republic 'is where ideas and their
central role are most clearly manifested
throughout the rest of the Platonic system,
there are many more references in the rest
of the dialogues of the period. It is also ap-
propriate to tell students that the influence
of the doctrine of forms will lose prom-
inence in other subsequent dialogues, al-
though without ever disappearing from the
thought of the Athenian sage.

13 Politeia.

II1. Conclusions

Helping some people to introduce them-
selves to the thought of a genius of Pla-
to’s stature will always be a pleasure,
and like all pleasure it can be enjoyed in
many ways, not necessarily as others, no
matter how expert they are, demand. The
fact that an instrument has worked well to
approach an author, for a while, does not
mean that it is neither the only valid nor
perfect. Each instrument has its strengths
and weaknesses, so trying new options can
lead us to reap very good fruits. Trying to
understand Platonic philosophy having as
its axis its problems and the chronological
order in which the Dialogues are supposed
to have been written, is an interesting bet
because it can lead us to discover aspects
of the philosophy of the Athenian sage,
which had previously gone unnoticed.

Philosophy has been characterized by its
constant self-criticism, so that its own na-
ture of questioning what has been received
is still in force. The discussion about the
chronology of the texts of the classics is
important, but perhaps it is one in which
it should only be taken into account al-
most as a curiosity, because the central
thing must be to understand how Platonic
and Aristotelian thought have remained in
force, forming a founding part of Western
thought. That is, it is part of the culture
that reaches Latin America through the
Discovery and Colonization from 1492
and maintains its relationship to this day.
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