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Topic: In Plato’s dialogue Gorgias, Socrates makes the following claim: 
 

[A]ny wrong done to me and mine is at once more shameful and worse for the 
wrongdoer than for me the sufferer. (508e) 
 

In short, it is always worse to do evil than to suffer evil. Contrast this with the view Glaucon attributes to 
“the masses” in the Republic: 
 

People say … that to do injustice is naturally good and to suffer injustice bad. (358e) 
 

In short, it is sometimes worse to suffer evil than to do evil. 
 
The question I want you to address is whether Socrates is correct. If he’s right, what does this imply 
about human nature, about the possibility of an afterlife, and about how we should live our lives? 
That is, would accepting Socrates’ claim commit us to something like Plato’s theory of the three-part 
soul? Why or why not? Would it commit us to an afterlife, as Plato seems to have thought? If so, 
what sort of afterlife? And what bearing would it have on, say, how we deal with temptation and 
daily decision-making? Finally, how would (or should) our answers to these questions change if we 
assume that Socrates is wrong and that “the masses” (as reported by Glaucon) are correct instead? 


