
 
Crito 

Crito argues with Socrates on the opinions of the majority. Socrates tells Crito that the 

opinion of an expert is more important than the opinion of many. Socrates give the example of an 

athlete training and an athlete would listen to his trainer instead of what the public has to say to 

succeed.  Socrates main argument is that it is not important to live, but to live well. 

 
 

Premise:  In moral matters we should follow the few wise, not public opinion 
Public Opinion 

Premise: Public opinion says return evil for evil, the few wise say do not harm anyone. 
Conclusion: This rules out harming the city just to get even. 
 
 
 
Premise: To do an unjust action ruins one's soul 
Living Well  

Premise: Life is not worth living with a ruined soul 
Conclusion: The most important thing is not life but living a moral and just life. 
 
 

Premise: If I escape from jail, then the laws of Athens and thus the city of Athens will be 
destroyed. 

Consequences for Athens  

Premise: To destroy the laws of Athens and the city of Athens harms the citizens of Athens. 
Premise: To harm others is to harm my soul because to harm others is unjust, and doing unjust 
actions harms my soul. 
Premise: It is better to die than to live with a ruined soul. 
Conclusion: Therefore, I should stay in jail and accept the death penalty 
 
 

Premise: If I escape, then I will break an agreement I made with the city. 
Agreement Argument 

Premise: To break an agreement is an unjust action 
Premise: Doing unjust actions harms the soul. 
Premise: It is better to die than to live with a ruined soul. 
Conclusion: Therefore, I should stay in jail and accept the death penalty 
 
 
This is basically correct, but you leave some things out that would show how this hangs together.  
Take a look at some of the other papers online. 
GRADE: B 
 

Comment [DP10]: The arguments all support 
these two conclusions:  Socrates should escape.  
Socrates should not escape.  All other conclusions 
are sub-conclusions on the way to one of these two 
conclusions.  Who do you think reasons better, rito 
or Socrates and why? 

Comment [DP11]: What is the premise for this?  
How do we decide who is wise?  How does one 
move toward wisdom, by what means? 

Comment [DP12]: What is the support for this? 

Comment [DP13]: Is there any support for this? 

Comment [DP14]: This is not merely an appeal 
to consequence.  What support is there for this, 
how does it tie to the previous argument? 


