
       

Philosophy Exam 2 

 

The Crito:  Premises and Conclusions 

Implied Premise: Socrates is a man of singular virtue 

Conclusion: You [Socrates] can never be replaced. 

Implied Premise: Crito has financial assets that are great 

Conclusion: People would think that Crito could have saved Socrates through 

money, but didn’t for lack of caring. This turns into another premise that leads 

Crito to the conclusion that Socrates should escape prison, not only for his own 

well being, but for that of his friends as well. 

Socrates retorts: 

Premise: Good men are the only ones worth considering their opinions. 

Premise: Good men will remember things and think of them as they truly were 

Conclusion: One should disregard the opinion of the many 

Implied conclusion: Socrates should not escape 

Crito: 

Premise: The many are the ones who can do the greatest evil to man who has 

lost his own view or opinion 

Conclusion: Their opinions must be regarded 

Socrates:  

Premise:  The many cannot do good nor evil, everything they do is a result of 

chance. 

Implied conclusion: once again Socrates thinks that the opinion of the “many” 

(in this case the ones thinking he should escape) should be disregarded 

 

 

 

Comment [DP1]: APPEAL TO CONSEQUENCES:  
Premise: People will think Crito could have saved a 
friend but did not. 
Implied Premise: to Not save a friend when one can 
is bad 
Subconclusion/Premise: Crito’s  reputation will be 
damaged  
Premise:  Crito will lose a friend 
(understood that these are bad things) 
CONCLUSION: Socrates should escape 

Comment [DP2]:  
Implied Premise: The greatest good is that a man is 
wise and virtuous, the greatest evil is that he is 
foolish and unvirtuous.   
Premise: The majority have no ability to make a 
man either of these  
(So Crito is mistaken about what harm is, about the 
greatest evil, and is thus mistaken in his central 
concern of losing a friend or having a poor 
reputation.  These are not great evils compared to 
doing wrong).   



Crito: 

Premise: Crito thinks that Socrates may be acting in accordance with 
compassion for his friends and those who would help him,  not wanting to get 
them into trouble. 

Implied premise: Anyone who helps him will be found out and punished for 
aiding in his escape. 

Conclusion: Socrates is afraid to escape because he fears for his friends’ well 
being (so thinks Crito) 

Implied Premise: Socrates is a great man, and a greater friend 

Conclusion: He is worth putting one’s self in danger to save. 

Premise: Socrates will not know what to do with himself after escaping. 

Premise: People will love him in other city states for what he has accomplished 
as a thinker 

Conclusion: He should escape without fear 

Socrates: 

Premise: He believes in laws, and the fact that people should abide by them 

Implied Premise: he will have compromised his virtue by escaping, not to 
mention making the laws of the land mean nothing. 

Implied Premise: Living longer is not worth compromising one’s virtue 

Sub conclusion: Socrates will remain a good man if he does not escape 

Conclusion: He should not escape. 

Premise: the opinions of the wise are good, the opinions of the unwise are evil 
by nature 

Implied premise: Not everyone’s opinion is equal 

Conclusion: not everyone’s opinion should be heeded 

Premise: Crito is not an authority on this matter, as he is not going to die 
tomorrow 

Comment [DP3]: What is the support for this? 

Comment [DP4]: What makes this so?  What 
does Socrates appeal to  in order to distinguish 
better from worse opinions?  (“The unexamined life 
is not worth living”) 



Conclusion: Crito’s opinion may not be valid on this matter 

Final conclusion: Crito’s opinion is not to be heeded on this matter 

Premise: The “good life” is equal to an honorable one 

Implied premise: escaping is dishonorable 

Conclusion: Socrates’ escape would compromise his honor. 

Implied Premise: Socrates wants to die an honorable man 

Conclusion: He should not escape 

Implied Premise: Escape would be ‘wrong” 

Premise: men should never intentionally do wrong 

Conclusion: escape is not a good option 

Premise: a man should do what he sees as right 

Implied premise: Socrates sees staying in prison and facing execution as ‘right” 

Conclusion: Socrates must stay in prison. 

You get the idea of what a premise conclusion relation is and how reasoned 
thinking depends on this.  However, you do not include some of the most 
important parts of Socrates’ argument about justice and our obligation, 
especially the arguments given by The Laws who Socrates has speak his final 
strongest arguments.  Some of the ways you put the arguments you do include 
misses some important connectedness, not to mention your reconstruction 
commits fallacies or gaps in reasoning Socrates is not guilty of. 

You can easily turn this into an A or B.   

Rewrite 

 

Comment [DP5]: What is appealed to here is 
reasoned thinking about what is right, not appeal to 
consequences as Crito argues. 
 

Comment [DP6]: It is not just a matter of 
Socrates’ honor, though that is an issue that he 
would be acting in a way that is contrary to his 
integrity, but more important is what is right.  How 
does he get to this? 
 

Comment [DP7]: These two statements come to 
the same thing, so the second one is not implied. 

Comment [DP8]: This is the same as the lines 
just commented on.  This is a fallacy call circular 
reasoning where the conclusion is the same claim as 
one or more of the premises. 

Comment [DP9]: Socrates would avoid putting it 
this way, since “what he sees as right” implies 
relativism.  Better to say: A man should do what is 
right in light of sustained excellence in reasoning 
about this. 


