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1. Plato, Respublica, Vi11.546A2: émel yevouévw mavti ¢bopa oty (cf. Leges, 111.677A4: TO TOAAAS
avBpuymwy dbopag yeyovévar).

2. Gerald A. Press, The State of the Question in the Study of Plato, §/Ph 34 (1996) s07: «[...] the
study of Plato is carried on [...] by scholars in an astonishing diversity of fields: anthropology,
archeology, art history, classical philology, city planning, drama, education, geography,
history, law, literature, mathematics, medicine, music, penology, philosophy, politics,
psychology, religious studies, rhetoric, and sociology.»

il (6,5 J3L 5 (LT el 850y sdS| Cuis) Platonic Forschung 455 C}’\L...a\ .
Paul Shorey, The Unity of Plato’s Thought (Chicago 1904) 3.
Sy el o k35550 A5 0 sk Uslae fSuleS S SKus I Study of Plato C‘)/Ua..,a\
Diskin Clay, Platonic Studies and the Study of Plato, Arion 2 (1975) 116-132.

4. W. K. C. Guthrie, Twentieth Century Approaches to Plato, in: Lectures in Memory of Louise

Taft Semple (Princeton 1967) 1-18.
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Pierre Chantraine, Dictionnaire étymologique de la langue grecque, t. 2 (Paris 1970) 356 & 379.

6. e.g. Michel Foucault, Histoire de la sexualité, t. 2: L'usage des plaisirs (Paris 1984).

7. e.g. Claude Calame, I greci e l'eros: Simboli, pratiche e lnoghi (Bari 1992).
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9. Frederick J. E. Woodbridge, The Son of Apollo (Boston 1929) vii-viii: «I am very conscious that
my rendering of Plato is an interpretation. It represents, however, the Plato who, after
repeated reading and after a studious attempt to deal with the documents in the case, has
caught my imagination: the son of Apollo and not the founder of the Academy, the artist and

not the metaphysician. I have a very strong suspicion that the Plato of the philosophers is
more a product of a biased tradition than of Athenian culture, but I cannot prove it nor
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would I attempt the proof. Yet I may say that there appears to me to be considerable evidence
that the writers of commentaries and epitomes transformed Aristotelian references to Plato,
which were illustrative, into a definition of the Platonic enterprise, thus linking Plato and
Aristotle together as men with the same basic purpose but rivals in the execution of it. The
Platonic writings, however, do not, even as a whole, reflect the same audience, the same
intellectual temper and curiosity, or the same ancestry as do the writings of Aristotle. The
contrast between the two men is like the contrast between the man of letters and the man of
science. This, to me, is so evident that I have taken the man of letters to be something quite
different from a man of science in disguise.» Cf. Charles Kahn, Plaro and the Socratic
Dialogue (Cambridge 1996) xiv: « The developmental view also presupposes that Plato writes
dialogues like other philosophers write essays or treatises: in order to solve problems for
himself, or to announce his solutions to the world. But this, I belive, is to misconstrue Plato’s
motive in writing.»

10. Paul Elmer More, The Religion of Plato (Princeton 1921) 124: «Plato was still a poet of the race
of Homer and Pindar and Aeschylus, though the first of philosophers.» ¢f. Kahn, op. cit., xiii:
«My understanding of Plato reflects three quite different traditions. [...] Plato as a great
dramatist who belongs in the company of Shakespeare and the Attic tragedians. [...] Plato’s
dialogues as central texts for Greek culture of the fourth century Bc [...]. Finally, [...] Plato
[as philosopher].»

S edal (il 2o S5 Cannd 50 |y Agils SIS ol 053300 BNl cpualy Dol aSST 8,1
Olen £ Al 5l & 4) gl Sole sl (09530 sbMl Jilae (s (g9 bdde 4 S 5
.«the great modern Platonist (as opposed to Plato scholar)» 1wl cpl ( W1 > i

2. Alfred North Whitehead, Process and Reality [1929], ed. David Ray Griffin & Donald W.
Sherburne (New York 1978) 39: «The safest general characterization of the European
philosophical tradition is that it consists of a series of footnotes to Plato. I do not mean the
systematic scheme of thought which scholars have doubtfully extracted from his writings. I
allude to the wealth of general ideas scattered through them. His personal endowments, his
wide opportunities for experience at a great period of civilization, his inheritance of an
intellectual tradition not yet stiffened by excessive systematization, have made his writings an
inexhaustible mine of suggestion.»
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s SN 5555 Sl
Michel Foucault, Theatrum Philosophicum [1970], trans. Donald F. Brouchard ¢ Sherry
Simon, in: Essential Works of Foucault, 1954-1984, ed. Paul Rabinow, vol. 2 (New York 1998)
343-368.

13. Wolfgang Kinzler, Wittgenstein Reads Plato, in: Wittgenstein and Plaro, ed. Luigi Perissinotto
¢ Begonia Ramén Cémara (New York 2013) 25-47.

14. Descartes, Regulae, 111 (AT 10: 367): «neque enim unquam, exempli gratii, Mathematici
evademus, licet omnes aliorum demonstrationes memoria teneamus, nisi simus etiam ingenio
apti ad quaecumque problemata resolvenda; vel Philosophi, si omnia Platonis ¢ Aristotelis
argumenta legerimus, de propositis autem rebus stabile judicium ferre nequeamus: ita enim,
non scientias videremur didicisse, sed historias.»
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15. Myles Burnyeat, What Was ‘the Common Arrangement’? An Inquiry into John Stuart Mill’s
Boyhood Reading of Plato, Utilitas 13 (2001) 1-32

Sl 0l Jiiie 35 Apeiron 34 (2001) s1-90 3 Philologus 145 (2001) 158-186 ;3 alas -]
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17. Cf. C. J. Rowe, Methodologies for Reading Plato (2015), in: <goo.gl/DSRjPF>
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09\ &\ 8,93) Divini Platonis opera omnia Marsilio Ficino interprete olge e g e
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20. The Works of Plato, Viz. His Fifty-Five Dialogues, and Twelve Epistles, trans. Floyer Sydenham
¢ Thomas Taylor, 5 vols. (London 1804)

21. Friedrich Schleiermacher, Einleitung, in: Platons Werke von F. Schleiermacher, ersten Theiles
erster Band (Berlin 1855°) 5—36.

22.. Schleiermacher, Introductions to the Dialogues of Plaro, trans. William Dobson (London 1836;
rep. New York 1973).

23. Wilhelm Gottlieb Tennemann, System der platonischen Philosophie, 4 Bdn. (Jena 1792-95);
Geschichte der Philosophie, 11 Bdn. (Leipzig 1798-1819).

24. Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, Vorlesungen iiber die Geschichte der Philosophie, 3 Bdn.
[Werke in zo Bénden, hg. Eva Moldenhauer ¢ Karl Markus Michel, Bd. 18—20] (Frankfurt a.
M. 1971).
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Dietrich Tiedemann, Theditet, oder, Uber das menschliche Wissen (Frankfurt a. M. 1794);
Thomas Alexander Szlezdk, Schleiermachers ,Einleitung” zur Ubersetzung von 1804: Ein
Vergleich mit Tiedemann und Tennemann, Antike und Abendland 43 (1997) 46—62.

26. Hans-Georg Gadamer, The Beginning of Philosophy, trans. Rod Coltman (New York 1998) 12:
«In my opinion, Schleiermacher deserves the credit for allowing Plato to be studied again not
only as a writer but also as a dialectical and speculative thinker. In contrast to Hegel,
Schleiermacher had a particular feeling for the individuality of phenomena.»
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27. Schleiermacher, Einleitung, op. cit., 8: «Dies leuchtet gewif8 einem jeden von selbst ein; denn
niemand wird in Abrede sein, daff aufler den allgemeinen Schwierigkeiten, die es hat,
irgendeinen andern als den Gleichgesinnten auf dem Gebiete der Philosophie griindlich zu
verstehen, in Beziehung auf den Platon noch als eigentiimliche Ursach hinzukommt seine
ginzliche Abweichung von den iiblichen Formen der philosophischen Mitteilung.» Cf.
Albert Levi, Philosophy as Literature: The Dialogue, Philosophy 9 (1976) 1—20; John

Yo
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Beversluis, Cross—Examining Socrates (Cambridge 2000) 20-26; Ruby Blondell, The Play of
Character in Plaro’s Dialogues (Cambridge 2002) 37-52.

28. e.g. Diogenes Laertius, Vitarum Philosophorum, 3.47-48: Aieddyous Tolvuy $agl mpéitov ypdal
Zvawva tov "Ededmv. AptotoTéls 08 év mpdytew [lept mordyv Alelapevdv Stupéa 7 Trlov,
ws xal PaPwplvos &v Amopvnuoveldpaat. Aoxel 0¢ por TIhdTwy dxpifwoas To eidog xal Ta
mpwtela dixaiwg &v Gomep Tol xaAlous oUTw xal THs edpérews dmodépeada.

29. Schleiermacher, Einleitung, op. cit., 14: «denn wenn irgendwo, so ist in ihr Form und Inhalt
unzertrennlich, und jeder Satz nur an seinem Orte und in den Verbindungen und
Begrinzungen, wie ihn Platon aufgestellt hat, recht zu verstehen.» Cf. Rudolf Hirzel, Der
Dialog: Ein literarbistorischer Versuch (Leipzig 1895) 1: 174-177.

30. Michael Frede, Plato’s Arguments and the Dialogue Form, in: Methods of Interpreting Plaro
and his Dialogues, ed. James Klagge ¢ Nicholas D. Smith (Oxford 1992) 201-219; Debra
Nails, Mouthpiece, Schmouthpiece, in: Who Speaks for Plato?, ed. Gerald A. Press (Lanham
2000) 15-26; J. Angelo Corlett, Interpreting Plaro’s Dialogues (Las Vegas 2005).

31. Karl Friedrich Hermann, Geschichte und System der platonischen Philosophie (Heidelberg 1839).
32. Shorey, op. cit.; Hans Raede, Platons philosophische Entwickelung (Leipzig 1905).

33. Kahn, op. cit.; Gregory Vlastos, Socrates, Ironist and Moral Philosopher (Ithaca 1991) 45-106;
Kahn, Vlastos’s Socrates, Phronesis 37 (1992) 233-258; Debra Nails, Agora, Academy, and the
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