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 Gender is a vast historical topic to focus on which expands throughout the ancient world. The
 Socratic views on gender are a modern-day way of thinking and were held in much controversy.
 When reading the Republic V, I was impressed with how bold the statements about gender were
 and why there was so much hatred towards it and Plato. The topics that he discussed were
 revolutionary and even nowadays some of them are still relevant. As I was reading through the
 book, I noticed how Socrates appeared to want complete equality through the whole of Athens. He
 was extremely skilled at the debate and he put forward to the other men that he was discussing
 this subject with and he was able to prove his point in comparison of gender to guard dogs, as they
 are both male and female and they are not defined by their sex. The influence Socrates had over
 these men was outstanding as he managed to change their minds over the view of gender. As I
 read through this book, I noticed how he was able to compare human gender to other creatures
 especially about breeding of the strongest animals and the most skilled ones. To help prove
 Socrates’ debating and persuasive talents by describing a conversation with Meno, he shows the
 quality of his debating skills by managing to change Meno’s mind about virtues and whether there
 is a difference between them in politics or in the home. In all of Plato’s works Socrates is the main
 person in them but there are many contradictions about his life as written as well by Xenophon and
 Aristotle because of all these contradictions it is now known as the Socratic Problem or the Socratic
 Question. Socrates classes gender identity as a mix of not only sex but of historical circumstances
 and because the society has a certain frame of mind about the stereotyping of the aspects that
 society expects each person to have and they should have a certain role in the general public. The
 notion of gender is, by over the years observing what the population demands them to do and in
 doing so women are second class to men. My way of looking at Socrates perception of these ideas
 is that he believes that both genders could have strong qualities which can be intelligence and
 courage whilst others are better at the more physical jobs such as bronze workers and weavers.
 The natural gender identity incorporates all these values regardless of gender or class, Socrates
 classes true gender identity as the pursuit of knowledge and of character which does not follow the
 gender stereotyping of that era. All these debates are essential to the start of women equality and
 the controversy held against him and in doing so convicted him and sentenced him to death. When
 it came to politics women were always restricted because they were believed to lack the capacity
 to make crucial decisions due to their weaknesses such as emotion. It was thought that the only
 way to establish a true structure of the population is by producing a contrast in gender, hence why
 I believe the men found it a necessity to limit their freedom. The soul is classed as genderless and
 that it is the centre of reasoning, in which if this is the case women are equal to men and can
 accomplish any political roles, this was also the reason women could become Guardians by fully
 embracing their soul and reject their feminist side. It is written that Socrates claims that the most
 important part of humans should not be the gender but with what they can intellectually or
 physically provide for the nation. There is still a lack of understanding about gender equality and
 distinction, masculine and feminine characteristics are now not as clearly defined as they once
 were because people have grown and there is more understanding into gender. A man is now able
 to show emotions more and is more confident in getting psychological help if needed and women
 can train to be as strong as a man. These attributes show that the quality of life has improved
 greatly. One of the few women who broke the boundaries of gender equality was Hypatia born in
 350AD, she was born and lived in Alexandria which at that time was classed as the second-best city
 after Athens. Despite being female her life was well documented about her intelligence and
 decision to remain a virgin. [footnoteRef:22706] She was a Neoplatonist philosopher, astronomer and mathematician. [22706:  (Deakin,2007)] 

 Her students came from many different countries around the Mediterranean Sea and even taught
 Christians. She was a distinguished teacher, and she taught the writings of Plato and Aristotle. She
 was murdered by Christians because of their political jealousy, which in murdering her she became
 a representation of women’s rights. [footnoteRef:7765]  Even in this day and age politics around the globe is still [7765:  (Theodore, 2016)] 

 dominated by men and women are a minority but women are making their presence known. [footnoteRef:31784]. In [31784:  (Robinson and Richardson, 2001)] 

 Athens the only way a woman could have any form of education was if she was to join the
 Guardians, in today's modern way of life it is preposterous that this is the only way. Initially
 Guardians were only for men and introducing women was scandalous because war and battles
 defined a man's character. In the sense of Guardianship, it is logical to let men and women cohabit
 because it shows that gender does not define the person but the nature of individuals. If they have
 the same nature, I think men and women living together is a good idea, due to the same nature
 they all will have and the same pursuit. The Guardians are to have no possessions or any property
 so they can’t get jealous and use the terms mine and not mine. With everyone together everything
 is shared equally and being paid with food. A person’s abilities defines whether they are worthy of
 being a Guardian, if a person does not have the dedicated personality they would not succeed as
 they had to be kind to society and fierce in battles, which is still relevant nowadays to accomplish
 anything. Because women fully embraced their soul they were obliged to train as hard as the men
 whether it physical or intellectual. Even though it should be the case that a person is recognised by
 their soul and mind it should still be taken into account the physical body is still important as in
 general men are physically stronger than women in which women were given the less strenuous
 tasks. An aspect of Socrates views on the Guardians which I strongly disagree with is how he
 discussed the procreation of the Guardians which in essence how you would breed a pedigree dog.
 Strangely, I understand what his thinking was, the Guardians who show the most positive abilities
 should procreate. In theory this is a logical thought but in practice it is not feasible, and it takes
 away any freedom of choice away from them. For the Guardians sex is only permitted at fixed
 times of the year, during marriage festivals and not all Guardians are given permission. Sex was
 conducted under the observation of the rulers, who are the only ones to give approval of these
 unions, only the best individuals of the Guardians were allowed to marry. Sex outside these
 festivals were forbidden and if it occurs and a child is born then the child will be taken away and
 disposed of like the ones who have any deformities or any form of inferiority. Now all this
 behaviour seems barbaric even though it was done to unite humanity. The reason that the rulers
 allow marriage is only for them to have children because as soon as they do the baby is taken off
 them and given to a wet nurse so the women have the ability to go straight back to doing her
 duties and the Guardians never know who's their child is. [footnoteRef:8872]. The children then belong to the state [8872:  (Lane, 2007)] 

 and are grown to become Guardians, since their parents were Guardians it is expected for them to
 be the best of them all. Socrates says about taking adolescents to war on the back of a horse so
 they can see all that is happening to help them to prepare and the horse to be swift in case of a
 quick getaway. Once again reading this dialogue I understand the meanings by all what is being said
 however it is something that is primitive and shocking. I find the Republic V very interesting as it
 has very different point of view to what is to be expected in that era. Both Socrates and Plato’s idea
 of the ideal society was ahead of its time because the thought of a woman in politics was absurd.
 For a society to be classed as enlightened and ideal they believed that it should be ruled by justice.
 In doing so these women would have to participate in politics as, despite what the men say, women
 do have the ability of rational and logical thoughts. Some of the government refused to believe that
 women were as capable as men because they were weak due to emotions. Plato wrote that a
 person's gender is unrelated to definitive thoughts and judgements, women are strong enough to
 help build a true structure of politics. Meritocracy is the preferred form of government and even
 nowadays people respect others who have fought hard to get into a form of power instead of
 having to use the fact they were born upper-class. In the Laws that Plato wrote, were that women
 should have the same level of education so that they can assist men when it is needed, they could
 create a stronger society as it is foolish using half of the people and women can add an extra
 viewpoint to any discussion. If the women are educated as highly as men are then it would be that
 they have more knowledgeable children. Most of Socrates speeches about his ideal city is in the
 second Republic book, he wants a city run on justice and wants to develop a city that is healthy. It is
 not feasible how he describes his ideal city. It starts of as I believe a good start in such that the ruler
 should be well educated and worked his way to becoming a ruler. The first two principles make
 sense as the first one describes that no one is self-sufficient because doctors, food, shelter, farming
 as well as many other specialist trades that are needed. The second principle makes sense at first
 because everyone should do work that best suits their nature whether it be doctor or cobbler. He
 also acknowledges that the people in the city cannot provide all the raw materials that they need
 so they need import and exports which then is where currency comes into it. I agree with these
 points. However, on this same principle he explains that people should only do one profession and
 that it is not suitable to do more. The third principle is the one that is the least viable because he
 explains that people are to live in luxury to be able to have feasts with delicacies and desserts just
 like in Kallipolis. Aristotle commented on this and explained that it would not work and that for a
 true society it would need either a monarchy or aristocracy for some sort of structure and then the
 public would know who to follow. In Plato’s Republic, Socrates is saying he believes in complete
 equality regardless of gender and class, if a person is good at something, they should be able to it,
 whether male or female. Plato gives the readers a strong perspective into how people think about
 ancient world and it helps to give modern day women some status of equality however, there is
 still work to be done about equality as there is a large percentage in which men are classed as
 better, such as religion. Overall, it shows how the position of women has evolved over the years.
 These books were ground-breaking, and I can relate to much of the writings. Plato was a direct
 student of Socrates, so he was able to hear and write first-hand discussions that they had. To back
 up all his work he would have had to study a variety of subjects from a lot of different tutors and a
 lot of different sources. Plato was a highly educated man who was able to teach as well and this
 made his work even more plausible. However, these books may not be as incredible as is first
 thought. The first thing that needs to be looked at is the fact that it was not Socrates who wrote
 them, it was Plato. Plato had a deep respect for Socrates, so if Socrates said anything that could be
 read as unfavourable he could have changed the dialogue enough to make his master sound better
 and more radical. All these dialogues were written by Plato who was an upper-class highly
 educated man whose readings and studies that he used would also be from upper-class well
-educated men who may have had a bias opinion on gender and all aspects of it. Another issue that
 could be a problem is that it was written in Greek and had been translated, which is good for
 scholars, but some things could have been lost in translation or there have been problems with
 words or phrases which cannot be properly translated which if enough has been translated wrong
 or not quite the same then some of what is written is being read wrongly as well as what must be
 taken into consideration is that Plato wrote what he heard so he may have missed parts of the
 conversations or even not believe in what Socrates is saying. I believe that in general what Plato
 has written about Socrates is that he has a positive attitude towards gender equality.
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