Critically assess Plato’s critique of Democracy.
The Ancient Greek Philosopher, Plato, has been widely regarded as one of, or if not, the greatest philosopher of Western Origin. His work has covered many areas of life, including morality, ethics and so on and so forth. However, one of the areas that have garnered much attention and debate is his critiques on democracy. These critiques range from the fact that the democratic process causes a lack of discipline from the electorate, that the democratic process brings about mob rule and that it is seemingly the weakest political system when compared to the rest. In this essay, I shall critically assess these criticisms that Plato has of democracy and come to a just and considered stand point.
To begin, one way Plato criticizes democracy is through his ''mob rule'' analysis. This is because Plato in (Republic, Book VII) illustrates that democracies guarantee a considerable amount independence, thus power is shared equally. This in turn will cause unruly behavior, meaning that the self ruling regime will fall into tyranny or '' mob rule''. Additionally, this ''mob rule'' will be encouraged by the scare of a oligarchy, with a smart agitator with grasp the hands of power and set up a tyranny. This was a bad thing for Plato because he felt that in this ''mob rule'' government, society would be to the mercy of it, who will then use its power to remove society's best aspects and individuals to hold on to the power, while leaving the less capable people around. Therefore, incite war to further cling on to its power.

However, to directly counteract the previous point, what if a form of representative democracy was put in place to directly tackle and likely fix the problem of ''mob rule''. This is because in Bohn(1854) Edmund Burke believed that part of the work of being a representative was not only to put the demands of the electorate to work but in using their own experience to also aid the democratic process even if their ideas were not similar to the electorate's. This will directly tackle the problem of '' mob rule'' because trained professionals, in the legislators, can better mediate ideas and come to the most effective and sensible decisions. Therefore, the strength of the '' mob rule'' argument can be said to be significantly weakened.

Another way Plato criticizes democracy is that in his eyes it causes a lack of discipline. This is because Plato regularly criticized the Athenians, that they're democracies consistently lacked union and showed great signs of anarchism in their society. Individuals in Athenian society are greater encouraged to indulge in their urges then chasing the betterment of society as a whole. Plato continues that these democracies do not allow a good number of their citizens to have voices in the decision making and that these democracies are run by a bunch of idiots. Plato's outlook of Athenian democracy meant that he concluded that it was rather made up of an amalgamation of individuals rather than a political union or collection. 

However, to directly counteract the previous point, what if these societies were not based on the said anarchic values but on more socialist, conservative or liberal values? This because if these societies were run by more classical liberal values, the rule of law, free fair & regular elections and the protection of human rights would be held to high esteem. Therefore, the strength of the previous argument can be said to be significantly weakened.

Another way Plato criticizes democracy is that it is the least effective out of all the other major political systems. This is because in Plato (Republic, Book VI) he discusses that democracy is weaker  to other types of aristocracy, oligarchy and even monarchy on the argument that democracies tend to lack the right individuals to govern as opposed to other political systems. He goes on to state that those who have made a career out of winning the confidence of the electorate in elections will go on to control the democratic processes that a democracy relies on.

However, what this point that Plato makes, fails to point out, is that concepts such as the rule of law state that if politicians, during  their time in office, fail to bring confidence to the electorate or if they have been found to be incapable of handling their jobs, the legislative can pass votes of no confidence to remove them from their posts if they are deemed not fit for the job or if they are seen to as only being capable of winning elections. This is seen as in the 1950s, (TIME.com, 2018) Sectary of State Dean Acheson was given a vote of no confidence by the United states congress. Therefore, the strength of the previous argument can be said to significantly weakened.  


To conclude, Plato has raised some insightful and in depth analysis on the problems of the democratic process or democracy as a whole however when critically assessing the arguments, the appeared less convincing against more modern justifications for democracy that have been developed ever since Plato raised criticisms of democracy. 
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