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With this essay we will be addressing the question ‘What is Plato's theory of forms, how coherent do you judge this theory to be? We will firstly look at a basic outline of what the theory of forms are about. The main body will be discussing whether or not we believe Plato to have been coherent with his beliefs about the forms theory. As always, we will end with a conclusion, however undecided that conclusion may be.
Earthly knowledge is but a shadow (c-427-347 BCE) Plato. We know that prior to Plato’s era, that philosophers had always been trying to understand our place in the universe. An early form of modern-day Physics perhaps, or indeed, the birth of the whole investigative sciences. Plato’s theory of forms states that everything we see and think are, but copies of an original form or original idea created and existing in the world of spirit or perhaps the unconscious collective of the entire universe. Plato’s ‘Allegory of the cave’ attempts to convey this theory’s meaning. The cave is inhabited by an enslaved people who are only allowed to sit and watch the wall at the back of the cave, there is a fire behind them casting shadows against the back wall. All the cave inhabitants know of reality is what they see upon the back shadowed wall of the cave. In this allegory Plato means that the shadows are the things people see and the initial idea is hidden by the fact the inhabitants have been forced to stare at the wall, knowing nothing of the fire behind them. This scenario, at least to my eyes and brain means that Plato meant the realm of ideas, as pertaining to the ideas other men or women have taught us growing up, rather than the universal mind store facility of new and old ideas that perhaps one can access via genius mode to obtain a new idea to make life easier. I wonder if those unlucky cave inhabitants managed to grunt out a complaint or two or got chatting to each other whilst on toilet breaks.
[bookmark: _Int_d7t5HGGr]This allegory may be a little on the imaginative side, but what his theory suggests all those years ago certainly does have some resemblance to modern day ideas in physics such as Atoms, DNA or Quantum physics in that it hints at a world unseen that completely governs our visible world. However, Plato may not have meant objects and things as in the scientific make-up of the object, rather he may have meant just the ideas that govern a human being's actions and choices, certainly to my mind this latter description is what Plato meant.  In instances where a person will react in violence or with hate to a scenario is an instance where a person is motivated by an idea which drives the resultant action. Whether or not the person is aware of the fact that an idea drives their actions will vary from person to person, and in most instances a person's past actual experiences are the driving forces of current held beliefs, not just an unquestioned invisible idea that floats about looking to influence someone who has just been born. Perhaps in this regard it would certainly appear that some folk would find his theory incoherent because it lacks a definite explanation easy for everyone to understand. If Plato is also alluding to the idea behind the creation of a form, as in the scientific facts, he may not have used the allegory of the cave, which is based on a humanity forced to sit and judge something a certain way by only looking at the shadow, and yes, I do believe we, to some extent, are unfortunate enough to still be sat in that cave. In this respect I believe Plato to have been correct in his theory. Aristotle disputed Plato’s theory with his belief that there is no need for a theory concerning invisible ideas to every form and that everything that one wishes to know and understand about a form is inherent in the actual form, right there in front of your face.
Aristotle's idea, however, does not stand up if Plato’s theory of forms is related to the ideas behind people's actions and beliefs, in which case, because Aristotle studied at Plato's sixty-year-old feet, then Plato’s theory was definitely not coherent enough for Aristotle to grasp as a budding, supposedly intelligent student of philosophy. Plato also stated that a good politician would best be a philosopher because of his/her ability to be able to investigate his/her own beliefs and ideas, preferably before action. In instances of terrorist attacks on innocent children at concerts to the acts of a psychopath, madmen acting from false and crazy lunatic ideas is at the heart of the matter, and I do believe this is what Plato was trying to tell us, perhaps I’m smarter than Aristotle the idiot. Only joking of course.
[bookmark: _Int_nAJ7yNif]So, is Plato’s theory coherent? Well, it certainly has a few ways with which it can be understood, so no, not really. Perhaps, in either way one studies Plato’s theory of forms, whether it be an understanding that Plato’s idea is based upon forms such as the chair you are sitting on, having its design idea behind your interpretation of it, somewhere deep inside of your DNA or floating around in space, or in the chair's scientific breakdown of its constituents, perhaps both ways are correct. Perhaps the theory of forms may indeed be incoherent to certain people, in which case a different way of describing it will be needed to convince the poor blind fools of their shadowy cave belief patterns and perhaps save them becoming too afraid to go out for a quick Brontosaurus burger. Certainly, the more people that can become aware of the governing factors behind every choice they will make, the better for all humanity. The idea that we are made up of invisible things was doing the circuit before Plato’s time, so it is conceivable that he could have meant for his theory to be correct in both ways of being understood. I know that people's actions are driven by actual things that have actually happened to them in most cases, if for example I was to act from ideas that I had to clairvoyantly channel every day from the wellspring of invisible ideas, then I would probably be in a mental asylum checking out the shadows on the wall of my cell.
[bookmark: _Int_e0JTb5J0]Is Plato trying to talk about the notion of the genius, in that one can access these weird invisible ideas and have a look at the original idea or patent? I think not, it is not coherent to believe so. Plato must have been talking about the ideas of men, ideas passed down to us, sometimes beliefs unquestioned by the masses who go along with the crowd, easier than going it out there alone and questioning everything, every choice, well nearly every choice. If I want a Brontosaurus burger, I don’t want to question where this idea has come from first, I kind of know it's from the hungry inner child that wants big comfort food.
In conclusion to the above study and also to finally answer the question as to whether or not Plato’s theory of forms is coherent, it would definitely depend upon the way in which the listener or studier understands the theory, whether or not Plato’s theory is to be, firstly taken scientifically, in which scenario the objects and forms in question would all pertain mostly to actual objects and living things, which in turn also can be explained scientifically by the laws in certain fields of physics i.e. quantum physics, chaos theory, atoms, etc. Or secondly, and by far, in my humble opinion, the more accurate, Plato’s theory is to be understood in the scenario of how a belief or idea can affect a person or whole countries of persons ideas about how to behave in certain situations. A governing belief idea that basically blinds a person to the actual truth of any given scenario and can potentially cause a person to act negatively with forms of violence or hate etc. If Plato’s theory of forms is to be taught and understood in both ways, then two different styles of investigative approach may be needed and once understood in this final light, it could be a coherent science to pursue, it certainly seemed to do the job for the persons learning at Plato's feet, as his theory has survived up until today and will probably exist into the future, as long as we don’t upload everything onto computer files of course. So, yes Plato’s theory of Forms is coherent, it has not left my ability to get a grip on its basic meaning, this will probably be likewise for a variety of different students on the path of learning. However, I now desperately need to go and eat a Brontosaurus burger because I have not eaten whilst looking at these shadows on my cave wall.
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