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Continue reading the main storyCredit ... Mike McKuadePled has started to appear in some unexpected places. On the first track of the hip-hop album Watch the Throne by Jay-zee and Kanye West (2011), you can choose the line: Is pious god's work god, Who Loves the Pious? This, as the classics
instantly acknowledge, is a hint of a dilemma posed in Plato's Euthyphro dialogue, in which Socrates asks: Is the pious loved the gods because it is pious, or is it pious because he is loved by the gods? In Rebecca Newberger's new book Goldstein Plato's Googleplex: Why Philosophy Won't Go Away,
Plato appears not only at the search engine headquarters in Mountain View, California, but also with an obstreperous array of cable news talk shows, as a consultant consultant to the advice of a columnist, and in a few other places far from ancient Athens. In Goldstein's neat finale, Socrates' pupil and
Aristotle's teacher willingly disappears into the magnetic bowels of fM.R.I. scanner to have his brain examined. Goldstein is a writer and philosophy teacher whose previous nonfiction book, Betrayal of Spinoza, is, in fact, a love letter to a 17th-century Dutch thinker described as a renegade Jew who gave
us modernity. Now she has written a love letter to Plato, whom she believes she gave us philosophy. It, in her opinion, today is as relevant as before, that is very. To demonstrate her constant hipness, her narrative chapters about his writings and environment alternate with the platonic dialogues that will
take place in modern America, where Plato is on a book tour. The old guy adapts perfectly to his unfamiliar environment. Presented with a Chromebook computer, it becomes addicted to Google searches, and is enrolled in online courses to refresh on neuroscience. It is a distraction to speculate on what
aspects of the Internet will be covered by time travel by ancient thinkers. An epigrammatic Heraclitium would no doubt appreciate Twitter's forced brevity. Diogenes Cynic, who made a play about himself in order to heap contempt for ordinary values (to that end he allegedly masturbated in public),
apparently relished Facebook - until his selfie-strewn account was deleted. Diogene Laertius, a shamefully indistinguishable historian, would have gleefully reposted every hoax and rumors to be found in cyberspace. It's harder to swallow the idea that Plato would be such a Googler, given his insistence
on the gulf between simple information and genuine wisdom. Aristotle, a keen collector of biological oddities, is a more believable custodian of facts. But this is not a criticism. On the contrary: Goldstein Plato's resurrection actually works, which does not mean achievement. His avid Google search is a bit
baffling precisely because her character is recognizably the real thing - or rather a plausible reconstruction of his mouthpiece, Socrates. When Plato gently probes the loud certainty of Roy McCoy, Goldstein Goldstein Cable news scientist, on the themes of happiness, virtue, success and religion, we hear
genuine platonic arguments brought beautifully to the course. Plato never speaks under his own name in old dialogues. We are told in them that he was present at Socrates' trial and was absent at his death, but otherwise we hear nothing about him. Plato Murdoch was dogmatic and impatient in one
dialogue (Oh, what nonsense you all talk about!), and emotional and tedious youth in another. Plato Goldstein seems to have been modeled on Socrates' character because he is invariably humble and polite - and thus quite unlike the philosophy of ridicule among scholars with whom she struggles at
various points in the book. One of the most raucous mockers against philosophy in general, and Socrates in particular, was delivered in his time by Plato, the comic playwright of Aristophanes. Nowadays, it's most often the scientists who lead the jibes: Some physicists seem to be especially got under
Goldstein's skin. I'm not sure what the ones she quotes are worthy opponents. They are deaf to philosophical reasoning and mistakenly believe that the defect lies in music, not in themselves. Such unfathomable hostility is an intriguing phenomenon that perhaps partly reflects the narrowness of scientific
specialization today. Einstein and several founders of quantum mechanics were enthusiasts of philosophy, perhaps because they benefited from a broader formation than modern laboratory scientists. In the 1920s, the wife of an Oxford don once assured a dinner companion that a student with a first-class
degree in classics could embark on science in two weeks. Today the situation is reversed: it is some scientists who think they can understand the basics of another discipline, thumbing a few pages and having a quick think. Hence, for example, the booming literature of some neuroscientists and their fans,
in which the problem of free will, or some other venerable source of charm, is freshly sent to tris. (In some of the busiest arguments in this book, one such self-confident neuro-sage is masterfully needy Plato Goldstein.) However, there is a problem, or at least a conundrum, about the nature of progress in
philosophy, which is still the relevance Plato emphasizes rather than solves. As Goldstein put it: If philosophy progresses, why doesn't Plato finally just go away? Goldstein's answer somewhat gnomic. She argues that progress in philosophy is real, but invisible because it is included in our point of view...
We don't see it because we see with it. But if that were the case, shouldn't Plato now be the old hat for us? He's only going to tell us what, thanks in part because of him, we already know. A more appropriate approach to the riddle of philosophical progress may be a question. Should we really consider
philosophy as a dog-eared crossword puzzle, first published about 2,500 years ago and still pored over by enthusiasts who, after 100,000 rainy Sundays, managed to fill in only a few clues? Another way to see this is to be the source of the eternally youthful issues that we will always struggle with,
because they expose intractable tensions in our beliefs and concepts and stimulate our intellectual appetites. Wouldn't it be quite disappointing to stop asking fundamental questions? If philosophy is not something that we would like to see all ulated and mutilated, there will always be room for Plato
because he was so amazingly good at it. At the beginning of this long book, the author states that Plato is elusive. He keeps himself out of the way, she says. She warns us that it is almost as naive to reduce the dialogueal Socrates to just a sock puppet for the philosopher Plato as it is to reduce Plato to a
simple notetaker for the philosopher Socrates. Plato floats a fugitive between these two cuts. This, however, does not stop Goldstein from what Plato tells us, she says, My Plato. Plato, her argument works, is all about The beginning of this long book the author argues that Plato is elusive. He keeps
himself out of the way, she says. She warns us that it is almost as naive to reduce the dialogueal Socrates to just a sock puppet for the philosopher Plato as it is to reduce Plato to a simple notetaker for the philosopher Socrates. Plato floats a fugitive between these two cuts. This, however, does not stop
Goldstein from what Plato tells us, she says, My Plato. Plato, her argument works, it's all about our access to the understandable world through reason. This world is not this world. It is another world of perfection, harmony and beauty, which is manifested in astronomical heavens and mathematical truth.
This is embedded in our material world as immanence, not transcendence. In this world there is a constant in the flow, very constantity, which gives an explanation of the flow. It's true peace. We benefit from knowing about its existence and modeling ourselves after it. Moral superiority requires the
superiority of the cosmos to be assimilated into itself, Goldstein writes. This is the world of truth, real truth, real reality, where distortions of the cave are corrected. Once we know this world, we are drawn to it by love, and it is the love of the impersonal kind, not the love for people that reformes his moral
being. For who are able to reach these heights, they reach a kind of immortality in their mortal world. We are immortal only to the extent that we lose ourselves in the knowledge of reality, allowing its elevations to overtake us. We are immortal only to the extent that we allow ourselves to rationalize the
sublime ontological rationality by ordering our own processes of thinking, desire and action in accordance with the perfect proportions realized in space. This perfection is good for society because we avoid disagreements that are the result of subjectivity. We avoid subjectivity by discussing, dialogue and
achieving radical objectivity, where the mind stands beside itself, where we can see a truth that applies to all. We do this because we are attracted to the image of perfection. To fall in love with the impersonal beauty of objectivity, which does not love us, the author writes, is a moral achievement in itself.
The relevance of Plato, says the author, is that his vision of true reality transforms us and gives us an extraordinary position. The privilege of the few (class of matter; Matter is the author's favorite expression), to do philosophy, that is, to do reason. In what may be news to Nietzsche, author Socrates as a
model for the ages. Alcibiades, she states, describes what is so unusual about Socrates in terms that implicitly Nietzschean, the exaltation of an extraordinary personality precisely because he is an incomprehensible and irreversible personality. The Socrates types then formulate conclusions for the non-
space masses who are unable to make a mind and should be told what to do. Addressing those who doubt the relevance of Plato's philosophy, Goldstein calls those who doubt philosophy-sneers another favorite term. These are scientific types that call into question Plato's relevance. Boiled down,
Goldstein sees the taunts taking on religion as well as philosophy, lumping both together as philosophy-theology. Religion, she said, relies on the authority of God's personalities, who tell us what is right and what is wrong. It's not Plato, she says. Plato has us use our cause to determine the right from the
wrong. After centuries of theological reason, Goldstein says that Spinoza, in fact, saved Plato from God-spinners and gave us a secular reason to do what Plato intended all along. She then declares her essence on the question of Plato's relevance to modern life. Plato is all about unpacking the truth and
anyone who denies this current process, arguing that such regulatory problems as Socrates called can never make a difference and thus have not given any consequences in the way of life has been lived for centuries, has an affinity with the Athenians that summer day (the trial of Socrates) more than
two millennia ago, not wanting to give Socrates his due shout him down as he sought to be heard over their jeers. Is the message here, correct reading of Socrates or Plato (this in itself is when Goldstein and others say that Socrates is not Plato, and that Plato is not Socrates, and that Plato wrote only or
primarily through Socrates and that Socrates wrote nothing) cannot be interrogated? While Goldstein says that Plato's artistic philosophy makes us think for ourselves, part of thinking for ourselves is to read dialogues (Platon, Socrates, Plato-Socrates - is it really important to think directly about what is
being said and form an opinion without going through filters that tell us how Plato should be read. When reading dialogues, you can come to an alternative point of view compared to what Goldstein puts forward. In particular, it can be difficult to read Plato and the body of his work directly and not to go
away with the feeling that his philosophy was conditioned by religious cosmology and the phantom world. There was and is another world, with real beings, floating spirits, who judge their relative perfection and whether they are worthy of escaping from transmigrat and whether they can receive
immortality. Our material life, the life of the body, our tangible reality is not real. This is a secondary and illusion. It's life in a cave. Socrates' task was to make us an alliance with the divine. Socrates' task was to save souls. Plato's task was to tell us this story and create a state apparatus to turn us into
better beings, even if we must be forced. Goldstein doesn't read Plato like that. Timey (a detailed description of the inconsequential world) is a myth that she and others speak, despite Socrates's statement right before that he agrees with the story that Timey puts forward, as opposed to the allegory of the
cave and the myth of Eira and the chariot myth, which is clearly a myth. But even if Tim's story is not true in every respect, it is not particularly relevant. Why does Plato give us all these details? Twin horses and the myth of the chariot in Fedrus convey the platonic truth. If this is done, there is still eternal
peace out there somewhere that is central to Plato's thought and central to our lives. All this sounds unscientific and not particularly believable. Goldstein solves this problem by stating that all this afterlife can be blamed on Christians in whose theology the good has moved, and God has moved in, and
who has found it necessary to replace this idea of goodness, ordering the principle of immanence in space, with the cosmos-transcendent God. However, it may well be the other way around. The concepts of Socrates may have been fodder for Jesus and Christians four centuries later. The material about
immortality is explained by Goldstein in high-sounding words, such as the quote above (for example, we are rationalized by sublime ontological rationality). Other problematic parts of Plato are also explained, reinterpreted or not mentioned. The divine voices heard by Socrates are inspired by intuition.
Extensive to sexual love with youth may not be what they seem like we don't really know the age of the boy, even if we know the best ones are peach fluff. I don't believe that transmigration elements and memories are covered. The material of our biology, which makes us feel alive, is replaced by radical
objectivity, which is perfection that makes us fake, not real. The totalitarian elements of Plato and Bertrand Russell, so heavily criticized, are not questions for Goldstein, nor are elitist concepts. Apparently, Goldstein is perceived by Plato's being and his message. In her attempt to bring Plato into modern
life to convey his relevance - he visits Google's headquarters and such - she has Plato speak softly, quietly and gently in one of her dialogues. But she misinterprets the position of her opponents Plato, and then closes the debate. It puts the types of science in a corner, having them equate religion with
philosophy. She then pulls Plato out of this struggle, saying that religion is what God tells people to do, while Plato tells people to think for themselves, at least as philosophers. But that's not why scientists might oppose Plato. Scientists are about this material, empirical world, about the very world that
Plato throws aside as secondary and illusory, in favor of ethereal reality, which for many is nothing but inspired animism. Scientists doubt what is meant when platonic philosophers claim that an unchanging entity explains the flow. Scientists associate knowledge and reason with this world, but for Plato
the knowledge of the non-material of peace and mind is the way that the world accesses. She and others proclaim Plato's love for philosophy, wisdom, knowledge, and truth. But does it border on myth-making work? These terms are not related to the material of the cosmology of the world, and not to this
world, as we have led to believe. We know about the laws of our physical world that can be understood through mathematics and the use of our rational abilities. But this is different from the postulate existence of a separate, inconsequential world that also includes moral laws, even if there are no gods
involved. The famous dialogue method is said to be the way to the truth, when it can be argued that it is nothing like that. Rather, Socrates's dialogue in Plato is a means on the one hand to have a conversation where he, Plato's writer or Socrates dialogueist, wants him to go. The interlocutors in the
dialogues serve too comfortably as props, pronouncing over and over again: Yes, it seems so, how could it be otherwise? Then she pulls the rank of philosophy. Truth is the role of Plato and his today's philosophers. Anyone who claims otherwise and disputes Plato's relevance is associated with the
Athenians of Socrates' time and is dismissed as philosophical ridicule. In our world the truth comes from honest, open give and take. This is the result of a critical investigation. It's science, and there has to be a philosophy. But Plato in dialogues puts claims to the only truth. Truth. Does a person have a
fair debate with this? The standards for Good and all this for Plato have power because they are immortal, universal, perfect and, for good measure, they are anchored with Beauty. But what if we don't accept that? What then? Where is the anchor point for objective standards now? Do we have relativistic
free for all? Have we only had an argument that can do the right thing? It's not just philosophers who take umbrage on lies, deceit, spin and, in general, the Bullshit (Henry Frankfort) argument that Goldstein refers to (as another reason for Plato's relevance to date). No one likes to be used, used and
manipulated. But as an alternative to Plato's problematic philosophy, can we instead turn inward to explore a different basis of moral values? Can we look more plausibly at biology and assert our role as free beings, for example? Can an objective standard for our good and the good of all lie in our very
way: our need to be free, the other must be free, and a proper line that respects the freedom of everyone? Is there a moral logic built into that biological being that Plato wants to discard? And by enshrining these values within ourselves, biology can give us the motivation to follow these standards: we
respect the freedom of others, because it is in our interest to do so. Plato, however, does not go there. Our animal is and always will be a problem. It is the embodiment of imperfection. Perfection in this world, if not for the next world, not freedom, is Plato's vision for humanity. While we can look inside and
find the perfect standard that promotes the freedom of each of them and protects public order, the real challenge is to define that standard in practice and then then after and enforce it. It is easy enough to imagine perfection, but it is perfection that exists in an imperfect world. Maybe we are doing Plato as
a job now, in this world, although we will always be far short? In a footnote to his article about Fedo, James A. Ariethi claims that Nietzsche... Socrates considered the figure charismatic or inspiring, - quotes another author, who wrote: As Nietzsche aptly put it, this figure of the dying Socrates became a
new ideal, which is now dedicated to the most noble of the Greek youth, and not to this elder heroic ideal of Achilles. In my reading, Nietzsche was strongly critical of Socrates - for suppressing instinct in favor of another mundane cause, which is just the opposite of what is conveyed in the footnote above,
and Goldstein's quote. There is no doubt that Socrates was inspirational, but the full quote tells the rest of the story: ... the new ideal of noble Greek youth- an ideal they had never seen before -- and, above all, the typical Greek youth, Plato, prostrate himself before scene with all the searing devotion of his
his Soul. I don't believe Nietzsche was complimentary here. ... More... More
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