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The problem in evaluating Plato's view of democracy is that the Athenian meaning of the word "democracy" has nothing to do with modern ideals, with the same words. The demoted demonstration means "party" in the eastern sense of the party ruling system (minus socialist doctrine: the true Athenians believe in natural inequality, even at that time's standard, and also in divine rights and obligations of Cunning enriched in all things ), or even "class" which comes from the verb daiomai, which means "I part, I divide, I choose, I classify’’, to choose outside, to elect elites, he does not reveal the idea, acceptance or vol bshtenie all , and does not mean the idea of ​​"person", which is then expressed by the word "hao laos." This broader understanding will have the word ho demo until much later in the history of Greek, especially in Rome and under the influence of the newborn Church, which thus showing the baptized community. "
The only difference with the oligarchy is that oligarchs are very small, about the size of a sports team along with training staff, so that each of them knows their names and identities, while in special classes democracy knows too much about one's identity, but is very limited: it feels like the shareholders of a large housing company that only exists to serve and carry out a kind of domination, are not prevented by some moral principles other than personal interest groups. This is an elite oligarchy as a native America that he returns.
The government calls simple workers better called Laodikya and there is a city in Asia Minor that uses that name and is managed that way, but this mode is not considered worthy of attention among Greeks, who share all the general insults about how to be philosophical about ALL Schools can see what is known as typical Greek, and not only in the highlands: all have a general dislike of cabin workers and useful work, which also excludes the best scientists and crafts for occultists and mystics, and at the end of Greek scientific development led quickly. in most Greek cities in terms of collective interests, the Romans later called res publica, absent. Athens' political actions are defined as a collection of selfish interests that present 2 or 3 percent of the adult male population in Attica and their dependence, nothing more and perhaps even less than recent archaeological findings.
So democracy as an ideal model, symbolized by words, not discussed or considered as an object worth noting throughout Plato's works, beyond any discussion, you cannot accuse him of criticizing something he never imagined. Plato's call for democracy Criticizing is an anachronism as criticizing Jefferson for opposing Marxist socialism, although we can assume that he would be horrified by the idea of ​​such exposure. What Plato did not know about Athens's form of democracy was that it was a mode in which privileges were not determined by the nature of positive character, such as concern for the truth, not only for personal gain, but fortunately it inherited the right to decide, as part of the condominium a form of property that gives the right to people only to have rights to other people and not fulfill the proper conditions and the right of the person with obligations. Plato's democracy is a natural result of oligarchic government, if the oligarchy loses its original ambition to reform or structure society according to the project (the Greek arches mean the creative aspect of power, while kratos is only a strict domination of limiting interests) means to be financially tighter make some countries with their interests: it is the opposite of idealist development.
So Plato presents an alternative (and perhaps more caring and idealistic, if somewhat authoritarian) form of republican government (called tomokratsiya something we call meritocracy) with what is known in Athens where choices and solutions are equal rights to the moral and intellectual qualities that people should learn at birth or in education, but more through inheritance. Philosophers will use the power of higher decision-making, namely those who devote most of their lives and sacrifice most of their other interests in life to study and improve, then by careers who say that there is interest in politics and law enforcement and are ready to devote their lives to military training. Then in third place he will be trained by the owner (and not the first, who accepts almost all Greek politics except Sparta) and fourth-level mechanics. It was an ideal caste system that resembled what most Indian philosophers liked (but never existed in India: the original Indian caste was the company where you were born by chance and always used its influence throughout Indian history. Grafting and lobbying, never with direct confirmation of existence their law). Nevertheless, I hope not to lack in making a fair and accurate judgement on his critique of democracy.





		

		
Every nation needs legal system through which their legal activities are undertaken and how power is exercised in a certain nation. Democracy therefore illustrates how power is exercised in a nation. Democracy can be defined in different ways in accordance to the individual right and liberties protected from a democratic form of government. The term democracy is derived from two Greek words, demos and kratos, which mean people and rules respectively. We can therefore extract the meaning of democracy from the above as the form of government in which people have equal opportunity and is based on individual merit and no place of hereditary privilege is to be found in democracy.
Many different scholars have had different perception to democracy. In this research paper, I will base my argument on a philosopher called Plato and his critique of democracy. Plato was commonly referred to as Aristocles. The exact time and place of the birth of Plato are unknown but it is believed that he come from an aristocratic and influential family. His birth can be traced back in 423BC in Athens immediately after the death of a prominent Athenian statesman called Pericle.  He was a son to Ariston and Perictione. The rest of his family members are unknown.
Research proves that Plato was a dedicated Socrates follower. It is due to this reason that he come up to be very influential in the society due to the skills and knowledge he had acquired from the Socrates. Research proves that Plato was engaged in different concepts in the society and his contribution is remembered up to date. In this document, I will only look at his contribution to democracy.
Plato’s perception of democracy was shaped by his aristocratic background. From his elite, he had the right to rule the regular people who according to him were destined to be ruled. It is due to this reason that Plato believed that democracy was more dangerous than oligarchy because although the two the same characteristics, democracy has embraced anarchy therefore dominating the lower class. This is one of the reasons that made him criticize democracy.
In criticizing democracy, Plato used the metaphor to bring out his arguments. He used the ship analogy and the craft analogy. To start with the ship analogy, Plato describes an illustration of a ship owner who he describes as larger and stronger than everybody in the ship but deaf and shortsighted. The captaincy of the ship makes all the other people in the ship to start complaining and begs him to hand over the taller to them. He declined until they immobilize him with drugs and take control of the ship. In this case, the ship owner did whatsoever he thought was good without consulting the people in the ship.
 In reference to the ship analogy, Plato extracts the following criticisms. To start with, he argues that self-rule generates overconfidence to every on (Ives, 2013). This means that ruling without external constraints creates overconfidence. In this case, the people in power will do what they think is good and favorable to them. Secondly under the same analogy, Plato stated that democracy can sometimes lead to dissensus. This is because everybody has a say in the government and can be in control. In this case, Plato argued that there will be competition of powers as everyone will be striving to get in power to exercise their desires.
Plato also argued that members of a political nation lack political expertise. This is because every person that the mandate to be in control. In this case, diplomacy will not be exercised. People will also not strive to attain political qualification in order for them to retain power.  Lastly on the ship analogy, Plato argued that in a democratic nation, the masses threaten or kill anybody who claims intellectual superiority (Ives, 2013). This is because; democracy dictates that all people are equal. In this case, any person that may claim superior than the rest and therefore using his superiority to remain in power will not be tolerated by the other people.
The other analogy used by Plato in criticizing democracy is the craft analogy. This is one of Plato’s argument devices. In this analogy, he compares crafts to virtues. He claims that each craft has a determinate domain. Plato uses this analogy to undermine the foundation of democracy.  To start with, Plato argues that a specific education levels and qualification that is only available to the few will make them philosophers. In this case, Plato tried to underestimate the low class. He meant that only the philosophers had the required knowledge to dominate over the others. He therefore did not advocate for democracy in this case.
Secondly, Plato argues in the favor of dictatorship form of a government. This is the form of government where the ruler governs in accordance to his desires and does not consult the interest of the people. He dominates the nation in his own accord (Santas, 2007).  Such a leader will never govern in the interest of the people. In the modern state where the largest percentages of citizen are advocating for the saying of the people to be heard by the running government, this kind of a government can never be applicable.
Plato argues that there will be no end to the troubles of different states until philosophers become the king in the world. In this case, on my own view, Plato was only selfish that the powers should be given to the philosophers since he was a philosopher himself. It was underestimation of the other people that had all the qualities and capabilities of neither governing despite of them nor being philosophers. He was also trying to demonstrate that powers should be dominated by some people with desired qualification and not everybody. This is an aspect that can never allow a fair play in the political environment.
In conclusion, Plato stresses the idea of specialization as being very crucial in running for the governance. This idea is linked to justice which is a key concept in any form of governance, the people in power are expected by the people they govern to exercise high degree of justice. In this concept he also stressed that philosophers who want to venture into politics must also have the required qualifications. In a democratic nation, in order for one top rule over the others, he is expected to the skills that are required for governance. This means that it is not everybody that has the capability to govern.
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