In the realm of sensory experience, no objective judgments are possible’. Critically discuss with reference to Plato’s theory of forms
Plato was an ancient Greek Philosopher who was a disciple of the world’s most famous philosopher Socrates. Plato believed that people were blinded by the experiences in the sensory world and therefor believed that people were unable to make any objective judgments on things such as beauty through to justice and morality. In order to portray this Plato devised his theory of forms which he portrays through his writings such as The Republic. Plato’s theory of forms is the theory devised by Plato in order to explain his ideas of perfection in the through the idea of a perfect version of each thing in the world in a type of perfection realm outside of the realm of sensory experience. His theory of forms was a way of Plato saying that each thing is an imperfect copy of a perfect version of a thing in the realm of perfection. Through this we must examine weather or not the experiences in the sensory can truly be objective in a world of imperfect copies of the realm of the forms. 
The realm that we inhabit which is the realm of the sensory experience is in essence a flawed copy of the realm of perfection (what is meant by this is the objects within the realm of sensory experience). It is by this then that we must look at the issue given which is that as members of the sensory world it is impossible for us to give any form of objectivity as we all see nothing but the imperfect version of the thing that inhabit the realm of the perfect. [footnoteRef:1] This means that any potential for us to give judgment on an item’s worth is impossible as we are unable to see what the true nature of something is. With this philosophy we can deliberate that to Plato anyone who does not have knowledge of the forms is unable to give any objective judgment on any items worth as we are humans and our sense of reality is flawed due to the inability to see the forms for what they truly are with Plato even going as far to say that only philosophers are able to truly see the world for what it is he expresses this in the quote through the mouthpiece of Socrates in a dialogue with Socrates “I use this principle to distinguish your sight-lovers and art-lovers and practical men from the philosophers in the true sense.”[footnoteRef:2]- Plato, The Republic. This then regards those who are not philosophers to be blinded by the material world and unable to give objective judgments as they have no concept of the realm of the forms as they continue to focus on the world of the sensory that they will never see a thing for what it truly is. Here then we can see that Plato through the mouthpiece of Socrates in this quote believes that there are few people who can achieve greater knowledge in the realm of the sensory as we are unable to access the true wealth of knowledge offered by the world as we are a mere slave to our baser urges.  [1:  https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Theory_of_forms]  [2:  Plato, The Republic with an introduction by Melissa Lane (London, Penguin Classics, 2007) BK 5, 476b, pg 198] 

However, there are responses to this for instance if we take the idea of beauty as portrayed by Plato in his views on art. Plato is not in favour of the art of the time as he believed that it was a distraction from the forms as they were an imperfect copy of an imperfect object created by a humans interpretation of a certain object or subject that would culminate in a distraction for those who are of a lower intellect. Plato expresses this in his analogy of a divided line which he uses in order to rank the levels of experiencing intellect and what intellect is indeed superior. For Plato the experience of knowledge attained by philosophers was second to non with even Mathematical objects representing knowledge of objectivity and above this is the knowledge of a philosopher such as himself. This is expressed in the quote “there are these two powers of which I have spoken and that one of them is supreme over everything in the intelligible order or region, the other over everything in the visible region.”[footnoteRef:3] - Plato, The Republic. Through this he means to say that these two powers come from the knowledge of both the sensory world and that of the world of forms as that is the intelligible world. However this is a rather difficult view to maintain as many things in our world are subjective and not mathematical such as art as true beauty in the form of artistic expression is a subjective argument as not all people believe the same two things are beautiful therefor it would be possible to give judgment on a beautiful thing as it is entirely the view of a person and is an opinion without any true objective answer there is nothing but the opinion of those who view the art. This argument has been devised through the analysis of Plato’s divided line. Plato believed that the separation between the knowledge of Mathematical objects and the knowledge of the forms was the intellectual reasoning put forward by many philosophers as they are able to think in a manner in which they question the true nature of things and formulate arguments of those things based of their knowledge of the forms. To Plato this is what separates those who only see the objective truths of the world and the Philosophers who question the makings of reality. Plato’s divided line also puts forward the idea of a form of the good or form of forms which would be the ultimate form, the form which was above all other forms. This form of good could also be considered to be the form that represents true goodness or virtue. To many who have studied the forms this could be a representation of God as it is the true form of goodness and that of true virtue and integrity.[footnoteRef:4]  With regards to the ability to give judgment this argument would be one that agrees with Plato despite the initial disagreement as if all things we see in the form of are of a subjective opinion then it would be impossible to give any form of objective judgment as a persons bias would not allow them to give any judgment objectively but instead allow them to give naught but an opinion. However if we regard the form of good to be the ultimate form of goodness we could then say that anyone who has true knowledge of this for is able to give and objective judgment on moral and judicial issues as if the form of good were to exist it would allow those who have knowledge of it to decipher any form of morality or immorality objectively.  [3:  Plato, The Republic with an introduction by Melissa Lane (London, Penguin Classics, 2007) BK 7, 509d, pg 237]  [4: https://1000wordphilosophy.com/2018/02/13/platos-form-of-the-good/] 

However, Plato believed it was possible for people to attain knowledge of the forms and all things in the world as he outlined in his cave analogy. Plato’s cave analogy was used by Plato in order to explain the way in which people could ascend and achieve true knowledge. In his analogy he describes three men chained staring at a wall which showed the shadows of passing pieces of fine art by the light if a fire at the entrance. He goes on to say that one of the men broke free and ascended to cave entrance to find out that all the things that he had thought to be a lie. Plato uses this analogy to portray the ascend to knowledge from ignorance.[footnoteRef:5] If we then apply this to knowledge we can see that Plato did indeed believe that it was possible to attain the wisdom of the forms as represented with the man reaching the entrance of the cave and seeing the world for what it truly is. However, to Plato this attaining of knowledge was only possible by those who have had the right philosophical education such as himself and those such as Socrates as philosophers such as them engage with the world in a critical and analytical sense, this would give them a deeper understanding of the world which would not be obtainable by those with a lesser education in the philosophical studies. The culmination though of Plato’s cave analogy gives what many believe to be the representation of Socrates as in his cave analogy Plato states that the man would return to the cave and free his fellow captives. However, they would fear the truth and ultimately kill the man who had left the cave and found the truth. Plato here creates a scenario similar to his view on the execution of Socrates as the other men in the cave represent the people of the Athenian Polis who allowed the execution of Socrates. Yet again with regards to the matter of objectives judgments we can see that Plato clearly means to say that through this objective judgments are possible for those who can see the lies which the sensory world feeds us in order for us to avoid the true nature of reality. Which would those who escaped the cave to give objective judgments as they have discovered the truth of existence.   [5: John Henry Wright, Harvard Studies in Classical Philology,  Vol. 17 (1906) pg 133] 

In conclusion Plato believed that there were few ways in which a person could truly obtain knowledge with few people being able to obtain the knowledge needed in order to answer questions of objectivity rather than subjectivity. He shows this through his numerous analogies regarding many things as a way of keeping those who are not philosophers ignorant of the true nature of things. We can see this in both the cave analogy and the divided line as both portray an initial method of thought that he considers ignorant of the forms and reality such as the shadows in the cave which are a representation of the things we see in the sensory world. We also see that he believes that there can only be subjective opinions of the sensory world as we are unable to see past our bias’s as humans this is portrayed in his thoughts regarding art in The Republic. Therefor we must say that Plato believed that it was impossible for those who were not philosophers to give objective judgments due to the bias’s held by all humans. Despite this we can also still claim that the judgments ruled by these philosophers to be subjective on theories regarding subjective matters such as art as their experiences shape their judgments as do the experiences of all those who view and interoperate it. Plato also uses Mathematics in many of his writing which would suggest that there are some objective judgments possible however they are not possible in circumstances that require a personal view point such as that of art as to interoperate art you must give a subjective opinion based on your own personal experiences. Therefor it is possible to give objective judgments on pure fact such as questions of Mathematics. However’ it is not possible to give an objective argument on something as subjective as art or morality. 
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